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TABLE

Elementary School 2011-2012 School Year NJASK* Scores
vs.

Elementary Renew School 2013-2014 School Year NJASK* Scores
(School-Wide Percentage of Students Passing)

2011-2012 2013-2014 2011-2012 2013-2014
School School Year School Year School Year School Year
LAL LAL MATH MATH

TH'RKSENTH 18.3% 24.3%
CAMDEN

STREET 23.7% 29.4%

CHANA‘\:,'Z"LOR 30.6% 47.3%

CLEVELAND 25.3% 41.1%

DAYTON ST 16.5% 29.5%

NEWTON ST 29.6% 38.8%
QUITMAN

COMMUNITY 18.7% 31.1%
SCHOOL

SUSSEX AVE 36.3% 46.8%

*Source Data: New Jersey Department of Education
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Table 1

Renew School Academic Performance and Renew School Growth Performance Comparedto
Schools across the State and Peer Schools across the State

. . Student
Academic Student Growth Academic
Growth
Performance Performance Performance
Performance
Renew School compared to compared to compared to
compared to
Schools across | Schools across Peer Schools
= = T Peer Schools
State State across State _
across State

Camden Street

Chancellor Avenue

Cleveland

Dayton Street

Quitman Street

Sussex Avenue

Thirteenth Avenue

Source Data — New Jersey Department of Education —Released January 2015
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J o tate of New Jersey

‘ NJ SCHOOL

PERFORMANCE 2013-14
L L, R 13-3570-710
COLLEGE AND CAREER READINESS SUSSEX AVENUE SCHOOL BURNET STREET SCHOOL
ESSEX 307 SUSSEX AVE
NEWARK CITY GRADE SPAN PK-08 NEWARK, NJ 07107-3133

Students in both elementary and middles schools begin to demonstrate college readiness behaviors long before they even enter
high school. Among the behaviors that research has shown to be indicative of success and college and career readiness are regularly
attending school and challenging themselves with rigorous course work. First, the table presents the percentage of students, as
measured against the school’s enrollment in eighth grade, who were reported via NJSMART as being enrolled in Algebra I. The table
also presents the percentage of students who were chronically absent during the prior school year. A chronically absent student is a
student who was not present for any reason for 10% or more of the total days possible for that individual student.

The first column - Schoolwide Performance - represents the outcomes for these particular indicators in this school. The second
column - Peer School Percentile - indicates how the school’s performance compares to its group of peer schools. For example, a school
whose peer school is 65 in Algebra I Enrollment has a higher Algebra I Enrollment than 65% of its peer group. The third column -
Statewide Percentile - indicates how the school’s performance compares to schools across the state. The fourth column - Statewide
Target - provides the statewide targets for each of these indicators. The last column - Met Target? - indicates whether the School
Performance met or exceeded the statewide target.

The Summary row presents the averages of the peer school percentiles, the average of statewide percentiles and the percentage
of statewide targets met.

College and Career Readiness School Peer Statewide Statewide Met Target?
Indicators Performance Percentile Percentile Target

Students taking Algebra (%) 0% 0 0 20% _
Chronic Absenteeism (%) 0% 100 100 6% _
Summary 50 30 50%

Algebra 1 Absenteeism

This table presents the percentage of eighth graders who
were reported in the Algebra I course code in NJSMART The chart below presents the percentage of students who were

and the percentage of those students who earned a C or absent in each category of absence: 0 absences, 1- 5 absences,
higher in the course. 6 - 10 absences, 11 - 15 absences, and more than 15 absences.
An absence is defined as being ‘not present’ and includes the
2013-14 School days missed regardless of whether they were determined to be
excused or unexcused by the school.
Students taking Algebra I 0%
Algebra grade (C or better) 0% .
Chronic Absenteeism Trend
80
This graph presents the percentage of the enrolled students who .
were chronically absent for the past two years. =
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Students in both elementary and middles schools begin to demonstrate college readiness behaviors long before they even enter
high school. Among the behaviors that research has shown to be indicative of success and college and career readiness are regularly
attending school and challenging themselves with rigorous course work. First, the table presents the percentage of students, as
measured against the school’s enrollment in eighth grade, who were reported via NJSMART as being enrolled in Algebra I. The table
also presents the percentage of students who were chronically absent during the prior school year. A chronically absent student is a
student who was not present for any reason for 10% or more of the total days possible for that individual student.

The first column - Schoolwide Performance - represents the outcomes for these particular indicators in this school. The second
column - Peer School Percentile - indicates how the school’s performance compares to its group of peer schools. For example, a school
whose peer school is 65 in Algebra I Enrollment has a higher Algebra I Enrollment than 65% of its peer group. The third column -
Statewide Percentile - indicates how the school’s performance compares to schools across the state. The fourth column - Statewide
Target - provides the statewide targets for each of these indicators. The last column - Met Target? - indicates whether the School
Performance met or exceeded the statewide target.

The Summary row presents the averages of the peer school percentiles, the average of statewide percentiles and the percentage
of statewide targets met.

College and Career Readiness School Peer Statewide Statewide Met Target?
| Indicators Performance Percentile Percentile Target

Students taking Algebra (%) 0% 0 0 20% _

Chronic Absenteeism (%) 0% 86 95 6% _

Summary 43 48 50%

The chart below presents the percentage of students who were
absent in each category of absence: 0 absences, 1- 5 absences,
6 - 10 absences, 11 - 15 absences, and more than 15 absences.
An absence is defined as being ‘not present’ and includes the

This table presents the percentage of eighth graders who
were reported in the Algebra I course code in NJISMART
and the percentage of those students who earned a C or
higher in the course.

issed rega of whether they were determined to be
2013-14 School days missed regardless y
excused or unexcused by the school.
Students taking Algebra I 0%
Algebra grade (C or better) 0% o 99
Chronic Absenteeism Trend
80
This graph presents the percentage of the enrolled students who -
were chronically absent for the past two years. =
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: tate o ersey
NJ SCHOOQL
PERFORMANCE 2013-14
I 13-3570-440
COLLEGE AND CAREER READINESS DR WILLIAM H HORTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
ESSEX 291 N 7TH ST
NEWARK CITY GRADE SPAN KG-08 NEWARK, NJ 07107-1799

Students in both elementary and middles schools begin to demonstrate college readiness behaviors long before they even enter
high school. Among the behaviors that research has shown to be indicative of success and college and career readiness are regularly
attending school and challenging themselves with rigorous course work. First, the table presents the percentage of students, as
measured against the school’s enrollment in eighth grade, who were reported via NJSMART as being enrolled in Algebra I. The table
also presents the percentage of students who were chronically absent during the prior school year. A chronically absent student is a
student who was not present for any reason for 10% or more of the total days possible for that individual student.

The first column - Schoolwide Performance - represents the outcomes for these particular indicators in this school. The second
column - Peer School Percentile - indicates how the school’s performance compares to its group of peer schools. For example, a school
whose peer school is 65 in Algebra 1 Enrollment has a higher Algebra I Enrollment than 65% of its peer group. The third column -
Statewide Percentile - indicates how the school’s performance compares to schools across the state. The fourth column - Statewide
Target - provides the statewide targets for each of these indicators. The last column - Met Target? - indicates whether the School
Performance met or exceeded the statewide target.

The Summary row presents the averages of the peer school percentiles, the average of statewide percentiles and the percentage
of statewide targets met.

College and Career Readiness School Peer Statewide Statewide Met Target?
Indicators Performance Percentile Percentile Target

Students taking Algebra (%) 0% 0 0 20% FENoRE ||
Chronic Absenteeism (%) 0% 83 96 6% —
Summary 42 48 50%

Algebra |

Absenteeism

The chart below presents the percentage of students who were
absent in each category of absence: 0 absences, 1- 5 absences,
6 - 10 absences, 11 - 15 absences, and more than 15 absences.

This table presents the percentage of eighth graders who
were reported in the Algebra I course code in NJSSMART
and the percentage of those students who earned a C or
higher in the course.

An abs'ence is defined as being ‘not present’ and im.:ludes the
sehool | v el gl ot wbehr ey wer dtemine o b
Students taking Algebra I 0%
Algebra grade (C or better) 0% 100yt 00

Chronic Absenteeism Trend

This graph presents the percentage of the enrolled students who
were chronically absent for the past two years.

Percent Absent
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0 0 0 0
8 0 Absences 1-5 Absences  6-10 Absences 11-15 Absences 15+ Absences
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N

Percent Students Chronically Absent (%)
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oJ o~ State of New Jersey
J SCHOOL
PERFORMANCE 2013-14
I . , . 13-3570-590
COLLEGE AND CAREER READINESS OLIVER STREET SCHOOL
ESSEX 104 OLIVER ST
NEWARK CITY GRADE SPAN PK-08 NEWARK, NJ 07105-1120

Students in both elementary and middles schools begin to demonstrate college readiness behaviors long before they even enter
high school. Among the behaviors that research has shown to be indicative of success and college and career readiness are regularly
attending school and challenging themselves with rigorous course work. First, the table presents the percentage of students, as
measured against the school’s enrollment in eighth grade, who were reported via NJSSMART as being enrolled in Algebra I. The table
also presents the percentage of students who were chronically absent during the prior school year. A chronically absent student is a
student who was not present for any reason for 10% or more of the total days possible for that individual student.

The first column - Schoolwide Performance - represents the outcomes for these particular indicators in this school. The second
column - Peer School Percentile - indicates how the school’s performance compares to its group of peer schools. For example, a school
whose peer school is 65 in Algebra I Enrollment has a higher Algebra I Enrollment than 65% of its peer group. The third column -
Statewide Percentile - indicates how the school’s performance compares to schools across the state. The fourth column - Statewide
Target - provides the statewide targets for each of these indicators. The last column - Met Target? - indicates whether the School
Performance met or exceeded the statewide target.

The Summary row presents the averages of the peer school percentiles, the average of statewide percentiles and the percentage
of statewide targets met.

College and Career Readiness School Peer Statewide Statewide Met Target?
Indicators Performance Percentile Percentile Target

Students taking Algebra (%) 0% 0 0 20%

Chronic Absenteeism (%) 0% 100 100 6%  EERESEE |

Summary | 50 50 50%

Algebra | Absenteeism

This table presents the percentage of eighth graders who
were reported in the Algebra I course code in NJSSMART The chart below presents the percentage of students who were

and the percentage of those students who earned a C or absent in each category of absence: 0 absences, 1- 5 absences,
higher in the course. 6 - 10 absences, 11 - 15 absences, and more than 15 absences.
An absence is defined as being ‘not present’ and includes the
2013-14 Schiool days missed regardless of whether they were determined to be
excused or unexcused by the school.
Students taking Algebra I 0%
Algebra grade (C or better) 0% 100 el 00
Chronic Absenteeism Trend
80
This graph presents the percentage of the enrolled students who .
were chronically absent for the past two years. £
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ESSEX
NEWARK CITY

GRADE SPAN

2013-14

PK-04

13-3570-615

ROBERTO CLEMENTE ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

257 SUMMER AVE
NEWARK, NJ 07104-2717

Students in both elementary and middles schools begin to demonstrate college readiness behaviors long before they even enter
high school. Among the behaviors that research has shown to be indicative of success and college and career readiness are regularly
attending school and challenging themselves with rigorous course work. The table presents the percentage of students who were
chronically absent during the prior school year. A chronically absent student is a student who was not present for any reason for 10%

or more of the total days possible for that individual student.

The first column - Schoolwide Performance - represents the outcomes for these particular indicators in this school. The second
column - Peer School Percentile - indicates how the school’s performance compares to its group of peer schools. For example, a school
whose peer school percentile is 65 in Chronic Absenteeism has a lower Chronic Absenteeism than 65% of its peer group. The third
column - Statewide Percentile - indicates how the school’s performance compares to schools across the state. The fourth column -
Statewide Target - provides the statewide targets for each of these indicators. The last column - Met Target? - indicates whether the
School Performance met or exceeded the statewide target.

The Summary row presents the averages of the peer school percentiles, the average of statewide percentiles and the percentage
of statewide targets met.

College and Career Readiness School Peer Rank Statewide Rank | Statewide Met Target?
Indicators Performance (Percentile) (Percentile) Target

Chronic Absenteeism (%) 0% 100 99 6%

Summary 100%

Chronic Absenteeism - Number of students in the most recent school year that missed 10% or more of the instructional days in
the school year divided by the total number of students enrolled.

Chronic Absenteeism Trend

This graph presents the percentage of the enrolled students who

were chronically absent for the past two years.

28

Absenteeism

The chart below presents the percentage of students who were
absent in each category of absence: 0 absences, 1- 5 absences, 6 -

24

20

16

12

Percent Students Chronically Absent (%)

100

2012-13

DATA_YEAR

Percent Absent

100

10 absences, 11 - 15 absences, and more than 15 absences. An
absence is defined as being ‘not present’ and includes the days
missed regardless of whether they were determined to be excused
or unexcused by the school.

0 0 0 0
0 Absences 1-5 At 6-10 Ab: 11-15 Ab 15+ Absences
Absences

0 Absences
B 11-15 Absences [l 15+ Absences
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[ 6-10 Absences
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-9 - State of New Jersey
) M) SCHOOL
‘P“EJRFO{RMANCE 2013-14
o . I 13-3570-520
COLLEGE AND CAREER READINESS MCKINLEY
ESSEX 1 COLONNADE PL
NEWARK CITY GRADE SPAN PK-08 NEWARK, NJ 07104-1810

Students in both elementary and middles schools begin to demonstrate college readiness behaviors long before they even enter
high school. Among the behaviors that research has shown to be indicative of success and college and career readiness are regularly
attending school and challenging themselves with rigorous course work. First, the table presents the percentage of students, as
measured against the school’s enrollment in eighth grade, who were reported via NJSMART as being enrolled in Algebra I. The table
also presents the percentage of students who were chronically absent during the prior school year. A chronically absent student is a
student who was not present for any reason for 10% or more of the total days possible for that individual student.

The first column - Schoolwide Performance - represents the outcomes for these particular indicators in this school. The second
column - Peer School Percentile - indicates how the school’s performance compares to its group of peer schools. For example, a school
whose peer school is 65 in Algebra I Enrollment has a higher Algebra I Enrollment than 65% of its peer group. The third column -
Statewide Percentile - indicates how the school’s performance compares to schools across the state. The fourth column - Statewide
Target - provides the statewide targets for each of these indicators. The last column - Met Target? - indicates whether the School
Performance met or exceeded the statewide target.

The Summary row presents the averages of the peer school percentiles, the average of statewide percentiles and the percentage

of statewide targets met.

College and Career Readiness School Peer Statewide Statewide Met Target?
Indicators Performance Percentile Percentile Target

Students taking Algebra (%) 0% 0 0 20% —_
Chronic Absenteeism (%) 0% 100 100 6% BN
Summary 50 50 50%

Algebra | Absenteeism

This table presents the percentage of eighth graders who

were reported in the Algebra I course code in NJSSMART The chart below presents the percentage of students who were
and the percentage of those students who earned a C or absent in each category of absence: 0 absences, 1- 5 absences,
higher in the course. 6 - 10 absences, 11 - 15 absences, and more than 15 absences.
An absence is defined as being ‘not present’ and includes the

i her they were determi
2013-14 Seliool days missed regardless of whether they were determined to be
excused or unexcused by the school.
Students taking Algebra I 0%
Algebra grade (C or better) 0% 100 el 00
Chronic Absenteeism Trend
80
This graph presents the percentage of the enrolled students who .
were chronically absent for the past two years. g
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AN ANALYSIS OF THE EFFECTIVENESS OF THE CONVERSION
OF EIGHT NEWARK, NEW JERSEY PUBLIC ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS INTO
RENEW SCHOOLS AS MEASURED BY SCHOOL-WIDE
STUDENT PASS RATES ON THE LAL AND MATH SECTIONS OF THE NEW
JERSEY ASSESSMENT OF SKILLS AND KNOWLEDGE (NJ ASK) TEST

December 2014

The Alliance for the Newark Public Schools
AllianceforNPS@gmail.com
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The Alliance for Newark Public Schools was formed in January 2014. Comprised of
numerous concerned organizations and individuals, the Alliance's basic goal is to ensure that the
children of Newark, New Jersey are provided the best in educational services. The Alliance
organizations include: The City Association of Supervisors and Administrators, Coalition for
Effective Newark Public Schools, Members of the Newark Clergy, The Newark Student Union,
Communities United of NJ, Laundry Distribution and Food Service Workers Local 3, Newark
Branch - NAACP, Newark Teachers' Association, Newark Teachers' Union, Operating Engineers
Local 68, Parents United for Local School Education, People's Organization for Progress,
Secondary parent Council and SEIU 617. The Alliance is committed to surfacing and sharing
information that will generate meaningful discussion leading to improved educational delivery in
the Newark Public Schools. This analysis is an example of that commitment.

Questions regarding the work of the Alliance can be addressed to Mary G. Bennett at the
AllianceforNPS@gmail.com. Questions concerning this research analysis can be directed to Dr.
Leonard P. Pugliese at the same email address.

The Alliance would like to acknowledge the parents and guardians of Newark's students.
As the first teachers of children, their role in the development of young people is immeasurable.

The Alliance would also like to acknowledge the unwavering commitment of the
administrators, teachers, and other staff members at the Renew Schools and all public schools in
Newark, New Jersey. Their love for children is evident as they work tirelessly each day, knowing
that through their guidance and support they can, and do, make a difference in the lives of their
students.

This analysis is dedicated with much love to the children of Newark, New Jersey.

PURPOSE OF THE ANALYSIS

On March 19, 2012, at Quitman Street Elementary School, Newark, New Jersey Public
Schools Superintendent Cami Anderson stood before the media, political leaders, parents,
students, educators and other segments of the Newark community and announced her plans to
convert eight Newark, New Jersey public elementary schools into "Renew Schools" for the
2012-2013 school year. She identified the following schools for conversion:

13th Avenue Elementary School
Camden Elementary School

Chancellor Avenue Elementary School
Cleveland Elementary School

Dayton Street Elementary School
Quitman Community Elementary School
Newton Street Elementary School
Sussex Avenue Elementary School

[ 3
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In making her announcement, Superintendent Anderson cited low student proficiency
rates at the eight designated schools. She also announced student proficiency targets for these
schools. She stated,

"Renew schools have a target of 50 percent proficiency rate
within two years (emphasis added), 75 percent in four years, an
increase from the current average of 20 percent."

(Eustachewich, 2012)

At the time of her announcement Superintendent Anderson identified two major changes
that would be part of the Renew School conversion in each school. First, approximately one
hour would be added to the traditional school day. Second, administrators and teachers would
have to directly apply for positions in the Renew Schools, and those principals selected would
then have significant input regarding the selection of their teachers and other staff members. It
was Superintendent Anderson's view that these two major changes, lengthening the school day
and giving the principals expanded authority in the selection of staff, would result in a significant
increase in student academic achievement.

The eight designated schools now have been operating as Renew Schools for two full
school-years, 2012-2013 and 2013-2014. Therefore, we can now determine whether
Superintendent Anderson's "target of 50 percent proficiency rate within two years" has been
accomplished. This analysis makes that determination. This analysis also answers another
important question, "Have the Newark Renew School conversions improved student academic
achievement?"

IMPORTANCE OF THE ANALYSIS

The fact has clearly been established that Newark Superintendent of Schools Cami
Anderson has failed at maintaining and developing positive relationships within the Newark
community. There is ample documented evidence of this failure on her part. An action taken by
the duly elected Newark Public School Advisory Board is just one example of this breakdown in
relationships. In April 2013, the Newark Public School Advisory Board took the unprecedented
step of unanimously issuing a vote of no confidence in Superintendent Anderson's
leadership. The wording in the Advisory Board resolution demonstrated how badly things had
deteriorated. The Board resolution read,

“Let it be it resolved, the Newark Board of Education has no
confidence in the vision, leadership and direction of the state-
appointed superintendent, Cami Anderson." (Mooney, 2013)

Another dramatic example of her failure to maintain positive relationships with the
Newark community is demonstrated by the contents of a recent letter sent by 77 of Newark's
Clergy to New Jersey Governor Chris Christie and New Jersey Acting Commissioner of
Education David Hespe. In the letter to Christie and Hespe, the Clergy stated,

/4%
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"There are many well-educated, reasonable minded, and rational
individuals, parents, educators and citizens in general in the city of
Newark. They all share intense passion for excellence in
education; They have come to feel that their input and voice have
been repeatedly ignored." The letter goes on to say “Many voices
of reason have been denied meaningful input into the decision
making process." (Strauss, 2014)

Although the Clergy's letter is indeed dramatic, the Superintendent's failure was probably
most succinctly articulated by the Star Ledger Editorial Board. The Star Ledger Editorial Board
acknowledged the Superintendent's shortcomings when it wrote,

" ...she seems politically tone-deaf, awarding her leadership team
pay raises this year, even during layoffs. She didn’t distribute a
detailed budget to the school board in time for a public hearing, and
has alienated too many of her natural allies. She needs to recognize
this failure..." (Star Ledger Editorial Board, 2014)

In spite of the above examples of the Superintendent's failures on the human relations
level, a final judgment of Superintendent Anderson's superintendency based solely on her
failures as summarized by the Star Ledger Editorial Board, would be an incomplete judgment at
best. Although the Alliance in no way wishes to minimize her already well documented failures,
we proffer that it is important to determine the results of her reform efforts in terms of student
outputs, i.e., student academic achievement, before making any final judgment regarding the
efficacy of her reforms. Although the Alliance believes that building positive relationships with
members of the educational community is a critical competency that must be evaluated when
determining a superintendent's overall effectiveness, the Alliance does not lose sight of a major
goal of schooling, increasing student academic achievement.

As stated in the PURPOSE OF THE ANALYSIS, an important question is, "Has the
implementation of Renew School conversions improved student academic achievement?" This
analysis sought an answer to this question. The reason the Alliance sought an answer to this
question is straightforward: conversions of regular Newark Public Schools to Renew Schools has
been, and continues to be, a major reform effort imposed by Superintendent Anderson on the
Newark community. Indeed, an additional 9 Renew School conversions took place for this
school year, 2014-2015. Counting the original 8 schools that were converted in 2012-2013, and
Renew School conversions that took place in 2013-2014, 20 Newark Public Schools have now
been converted. Considering this past conversion rate, it is likely that additional Renew School
conversions will take place next school year, 2015-2016.

One might have imagined that Superintendent Anderson, New Jersey Education
Commissioner David Hespe, or perhaps Governor Christie himself, would have seen fit by now
to order a fair and objective evaluation of the 2012-2013 conversions. After all, does it make any
sense to publicly announce student proficiency targets and then make no effort to see whether
those targets have been met? Yet that is exactly what has happened. To date, no evidence exists
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that the Superintendent has conducted such an analysis or has any intention of doing so in the
future. Accordingly, unless some outside party or entity assumes the oversight responsibilities
that rightfully belong to the architect of these conversions, Superintendent Anderson, we will
have no way of knowing exactly what effect on our school children her changes are having. Such
a situation is intolerable. Therefore, the Alliance has decided to pick up this mantle, conduct an
analysis of this matter, and publish its results.

METHODOLOGY OF THE ANALYSIS

Each November the New Jersey Department of Education (DOE) releases the results of
the New Jersey Assessment of Skills and Knowledge (NJ ASK) test which is given each spring
to all New Jersey public school students. The results released by the DOE each November
provide data for the prior school year's test. Two of the most widely tested sections on the NJ
ASK are the Language Arts Literacy (LAL) section and the Mathematics (MATH) section.
Across the entire State of New Jersey, public elementary school students in grades 3 through 8
are tested on the LAL and MATH sections of the NJ ASK.

After students are tested in the spring, and after the DOE releases the test results in the
following November, a determination can be made regarding student pass rates on the NJ ASK.
Included in the data released by the DOE are data regarding the number and percentage of New
Jersey students who fell into each of three proficiency levels on the various sections of the NJ
ASK, "Advanced Proficient" (AP), "Proficient" (P), and "Partially Proficient" (PP). Students
who are deemed to have "passed" sections of the NJ ASK are those students who fall into either
the AP or P categories. Therefore, in a particular school, on a particular section of the NJ ASK,
the number of students who were AP plus (+) the number of students who were P equals (=) the
number of students in that school who "passed" that particular section of the NJ ASK. Once the
total number of students who passed a section of the test is calculated (AP + P), the pass rate as a
percentage can be determined by dividing the total number of students who passed the test by the
total number of students who took the test (n).

In this analysis, the algorithm utilized to determine the percentage of students who passed
the test is provided below. In the algorithm, AP represents the number of students who fell into
the “Advanced Proficiency” category, and P represents the number of students who fell into the
“Proficient” category.

(AP+P) -

o = percentage of students who passed the test.

In the attempt to determine the effectiveness of the Renew School conversions in meeting
Superintendent Anderson's stated target of 50 percent proficiency rate within two years, this
analysis compared the school wide, grades 3 through 8, student pass rates on the LAL and
MATH sections of the NJ ASK. The school year prior to conversion, 2011-2012 was used as the
base year, and the 2013-2014 school year was used as the comparison year since by the end of
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2013-2014 the eight original Renew Schools had been converted to Renew Schools for 2 school
years. School year 2011-2012 NJ ASK test data was culled from the DOE Internet link. (DOE,
2012) http://www.state.nj.us/education/schools/achievement/12/

School year 2013-2014 test data was culled from the DOE Internet link. (DOE, 2014)
http://www.state.nj.us/education/schools/achievement/14/

RESULTS OF THE ANALYSIS

The Table included on page 8 lists, with respect to each of the eight Renew Schools, (1)
the school-wide percentage of students who passed the LAL and MATH portions of the NJ ASK
in the base school year 2011-2012, prior to Renew School conversion; and (2) the school-wide
percentage of students who passed the LAL and MATH portions of the NJ ASK in school year
2013-2014, after two years of Renew School conversion. Given eight schools and two tests per
school, the table shows 16 comparisons. The results are striking.

Not one of the eight Renew Schools met Superintendent Anderson's target of 50
percent proficiency rate within two years on either the LAL or MATH portion of the NJ
ASK. On each of the 16 measures, the proficiency rate was below 50 percent. In one case, LAL
at 13th Avenue School, the pass rate was an abysmal 17.3%, a long way from the
Superintendent's 50 percent target. Clearly, by her own measure of success, Anderson's Renew
School interventions have failed spectacularly.

Even more discouraging, in most cases, pass rates have actually decreased. In 13 of
the 16 test comparisons, Renew School pass rates are lower than they were prior to
becoming Renew Schools. The Table illustrates this astounding result. The red cells in the Table
demonstrate where pass rates decreased, the green cells in the Table demonstrate where pass
rates increased. The graphic representation on page 9 presents the data in a bar chart.

The results of this analysis clearly demonstrate that the Superintendent's Renew
School initiative not only falls short of her target, but in fact her conversions have had a
profound negative effect on student academic achievement.

RECOMMENDATIONS

Despite the current situation, recovery from the failed Renew Schools reforms is
possible, and academic achievement of Newark students can be increased. The findings of
this analysis compel the Alliance to make the following recommendations as a roadmap to
recovery for the Newark Public Schools.

1. The expansion of Renew Schools should be halted immediately.

2. A complete research study should be conducted to determine the causes of the failure of
the Renew Schools.
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3. Support should be solicited from the Regional Assistance Center (RAC) to conduct an
academic audit of Renew Schools, and this audit should be expanded to include all
Newark Public Schools.

4. The Superintendent should make a city-wide public presentation of state test results
including an objective analysis of academic achievement in each Newark Public School.

5. The State Board of Education should direct Commissioner Hespe, in conjunction with the
NPS Office of Data and Policy, to conduct a thorough, fair and objective evaluation of all
Newark Public Schools from 2011 through 2014, and immediately present the results of
that evaluation in a parent friendly document and in a public forum.

6. The Newark Public Schools should implement a “global village” concept (as detailed in
the Newark Promise plan and Mayor Baraka’s Blueprint for Education) encompassing a
long range plan that is responsive to the needs of students, families, and community.

7. The Governor and Commissioner of Education should return local control to the Newark
Board of Education as soon as possible, in order to ensure community input into, and
responsibility for, school policies and programs that impact student academic
achievement.

It is our hope that the recommendations of this analysis will be implemented and will
result in increased student academic achievement, and that true renewal will occur in the Newark
Public Schools.
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TABLE

Elementary School 2011-2012 School Year NJASK* Scores
vSs.

Elementary Renew School 2013-2014 School Year NJASK* Scores
(School-Wide Percentage of Students Passing)

2011-2012 2013-2014 2011-2012 2013-2014
School School Year School Year School Year School Year
LAL LAL MATH MATH

TH'RKSENTH 18.3% 24.3%
CAMDEN

STREET 23.7% 29.4%

CHA'X\:ELLOR 30.6% 47.3%

CLEVELAND 25.3% 41.1%

DAYTON ST 16.5% 29.5%

NEWTON ST 29.6% 38.8%
QUITMAN

COMMUNITY 18.7% 31.1%
SCHOOL

SUSSEX AVE 36.3% 46.8%

*Source Data: New Jersey Department of Education
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Elementary School 2011-2012 School Year NJASK* Scores
Vs.
Elementary RENEW School 2013-2014 School Year
NJASK* Scores
(School-Wide Percentage of Students Passing)
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THE ALLIANCE FOR THE NEWARK PUBLIC SCHOOLS

. The Alliance for the Newark Public Schools was formed in January 2014. Comprised ofa
broad spectrum of organizations and individuals, the basic goal of the Allrance is to ensure
that the children enrolled in the Newark New Jersey Public Schools recelve the best
educational services pOSSIble Members of the Alliance include: the City Association of

| Superwsors and Admmlstrators the Coalition for Effective Newark Public Schools, members
of the Newark Clergy, the Newark Student Union, Communities United of New Jersey,
Laundry Distribution and Food Service Workers Local 3, Newark Branch-NAACP, Newark
Teachers Association, Newark Teachers Union, Operating Engineers Local 68, Parents United
for Local School Education, People's Organization for Progress, Secondary Parent Council and
SEIU 617. Members of the Alliance are committed to surfacing and sharing information that

will generate meaningful discussion leading to improved educational delivery in the Newark
Public Schools.

Acknowledgements
The Alliance would like to acknowledge the parents and guardians of the students of Newark.
As the first teachers of children, their role in the development of children is immeasurable.

" The Alliance would also like to acknowledge the unwavering commitment of the
administrators, teachers, and other staff members working at the Renew Schools and all
Public Schools in Newark, New Jersey. Their love for children is evident as they work
tirelessly each day, knowing that through their guidance and support they can, and do, make
a difference in the lives of their students.

This report is dedicated with much love to the Public School students of Newark, New Jersey.
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INTRODUCTION

. The Renew School model is a major school reform attempt implemented by State Appointed
Superintendent Cami Anderson. With an initial conversion of eight (8) traditional public
elementary schools into Renew Schools in school year 2012- 2013 the number of Renew
School conversions has increased to more than fifteen (15) in school year 2014-2015. The
Newark Public School District has undertaken this rapid expansion without any examination
of Renew School student academic performance or student academic growth performance
as compared to other elementary schools throughout New Jersey.

As a major reform attempt in Newark, New Jersey and with the model’s rapid expansion, it is
imperative that studies be conducted regarding student academic achievement in the Renew
Schools. The results of these studies will make available a corpus of work to inform decisions
regarding modifications to the Renew School model and could assist the decision makers as
they consider whether additional Renew Schools should be created.

In December 2014 the Alliance for the Newark Public Schools released its first report,
analyzing the effectiveness of the conversion of eight Newark, New Jersey Public Elementary
Schools into Renew Schools. In that report, the 2013-2014 Renew School proficiency rates on
the Language Arts (LAL) and Mathematics (MATH) sections on the New Jersey Assessment of
Skills and Knowledge (NJ ASK) were compared to the proficiency rates of these schools in
2011-2012, the year prior to their conversion into Renew Schools.

That analysis revealed that all eight Renew Schools failed to meet the 50% proficiency target
as set by Newark Public Schools Superintendent Cami Anderson in March 2012. On each of
sixteen measures, the 2013-2014 Renew School proficiency rate was below her 50%
proficiency target. In 13 of 16 measures, the 2013-2014 proficiency rates in the Renew
Schools were actually lower than the proficiency rates in 2011-2012, prior to Renew School
conversion. The first Alliance report presented the results of that analysis in tabular and
graph format.

The aforementioned report findings were the result of an analysis of data released by the
New Jersey Department of Education (NJDOE) in November 2014. More recently, in January
2015, the NJDOE released the New Jersey School Performance Reports (NJ School
Performance Reports), containing a more comprehensive data set that allows a detailed and
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more in-depth analysis regarding the academic effectiveness of the Newark, New Jersey

. Renew Schools. The NJ School Performance Reports contain data on how schools perform on
the NJ ASK when compared to schools in New Jersey. Additionally, the NJ School
Performance Reports provide information regarding whether schools met 2013-2014 State
student growth performance score targets and whether the Renew Schools met 2013-2014
student growth targets established in the NJDOE waiver to the No Child Left Behind (NCLB)
law.

This second Alliance report, THE RENEW SCHOOLS OF NEWARK, NEW JERSEY: A Second
Look, examined the data contained in the NJ School Performance Reports, including NJ ASK
schoolwide student academic achievement, State student growth performance score targets
and schoolwide academic achievement with respect to the NCLB waiver ta rgets. The
information contained herein augments the information in the Alliance’s first report,
providing a broader context in which to determine the academic effectiveness of the
Newark, New Jersey Renew School model.

14

The recently released NJ School Performance Reports provide data with respect to Renew
School performance when compared to “Peer Schools” across the State and Renew School
performance when compared to “Schools” across the State. Comparisons were made
regarding school "Academic Achievement" and school "Student Growth.” As used in the NJ
School Performance Reports and in this Alliance Report, the definitions of the terms Peer
Schools, Schools, Academic Achievement and Student Growth are as follows:

Peer Schools — public schools that are drawn from across the State that have similar grade
level configurations and are educating students of similar demographic characteristics, as
measured by enroliment in Free/Reduced Lunch Programs, Limited English Proficiency and
Special Education Programs

Schools — public schools across the State with similar grade level configurations

Academic Achievement - the measure of a school's proficiency rate (pass rate) on the LAL
and MATH sections of the NJ ASK
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Student Growth - the measure of the performance of students from one year to the next on

the LAL and MATH sections of the NJ ASK when compared to students with a similar history
of performance on the NJ ASK

Readers of this second Alliance report should remain cognizant of the above definitions.
These terms are used throughout this second Alliance report.

The Alliance is aware that information released by the NJDOE is not always easily navigated
or understood by parents or others outside the education bureauci’acy. The recently
released NJ School Performance Reports are no exception, with each school’s NJ School
Performance Report containing twenty (20) pages of narrative, graphs, and tables, in what
could be for many an overwhelming presentation of data.

In an attempt to make the NJ School Performance Report data more understandable, the
Alliance mined the data in the NJ School Performance Reports, distilled important
information, and is presenting the information here in a more reader friendly and less
intimidating way. It is the Alliance’s hope that this format will serve to increase the
understanding of data contained in the NJ School Performance Reports. It is also the hope of
the Alliance that this increased understanding will encourage meaningful discussion
regarding the efficacy of the Renew School model.

As stated by the Alliance in its December 2014 report, “The Alliance is committed to
surfacing and sharing information that will generate meaningful discussion leading to
improved educational delivery in the Newark Public Schools.” Consistent with this mission, it
is the hope of the Alliance that this second look at the Renew Schools will indeed generate
the discussion needed to improve instructional delivery in the Newark Public Schools.

Questions regarding the work of the Alliance should be addressed to Mary G. Bennett at

AllianceforNPS@gmail.com. Questions concerning this report can be directed to
Dr. Leonard P. Pugliese at the same email address.
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
. This report examined the data contained in the 2013-2014 Renew School NJ School

Performance Reports with respect to NJ ASK LAL and MATH schoolwide academic
achievement, and how Renew Schools performed when compared to other schools in New
Jersey. This report also examined State student growth performance targets and schoolwide
growth achievement with respect to the NJDOE NCLB waiver.

This report revealed that with respect to 2013-2014 academic performance, all seven (7)
Newark, New Jersey Renew Schools significantly lagged or lagged schools across the State of
New Jersey. This report also revealed that with respect to 2013-2014 academic performance,
all seven (7) Newark, New Jersey Renew Schools significantly lagged or lagged their Peer
Schools across the State. In the area of student growth performance, six (6) Renew Schools
lagged or significantly lagged their Peer Schools and one Renew School, Dayton Street,
demonstrated about average performance when compared to its Peer Schools. With respect
to student growth performance, all seven (7) Renew Schools either significantly lagged or
lagged schools across the State.

This report also examined the performance of Renew Schools with respect to 2013-2014
State NJ ASK LAL and MATH student growth performance score targets. With respect to the
student growth performance score targets, the Renew Schools met nine (9) of the fourteen
(14) minimum student growth performance growth targets. These Renew School student
growth performance score targets were also compared to student growth performance
targets of schools across the state and compared to Peer Schools across the State. In twenty-
five (25) of the twenty-eight (28) comparisons, Renew Schools were outperformed by more
than 50% of schools across the state and Peer Schools across the state. |

Also, in November 2011 (updated January 2012), the NJDOE applied for a NCLB waiver,
which was granted by the United States Department of Education. A provision in the waiver
required that schools in New Jersey meet specific yearly NJ ASK LAL and MATH student
academic progress targets. These targets were established for various subgroups in the
schools. As revealed in this report, of all fifty (56) subgroups across the 7 Renew schools, not
one 2013-2014 NCLB waiver progress target was met. The Renew Schools of Newark, New
Jersey did not meet any of the 56 targets. |
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FINDINGS NARRATIVE

1. 2013-2014 Schoolwidé Renew School Academic Performance and Schoolwide Renew
School Growth Performance

The NJ School Performance Reports provided information regarding a school’s Academic
Performance and information regarding a school’s Growth Performance. Comparisons
were made with schools across the State, and comparisons were made with Peer Schools
across the State. Below are the results of Renew School comparisons with schools across
the State and Renew School comparisons with Peer Schools across the State.

Renew School Academic Performance
All seven (7) Renew Schools demonstrated Significantly Lagging school academic
performance when compared to schools across the State of New Jersey.

Five (5) Renew Schools demonstrated Significantly Lagging school academic performance
when compared to Peer Schools across the State of New Jersey.

Two (2) Renew Schools demonstrated Lagging school academic performance when
compared to Peer Schools across the State of New Jersey.

Renew School Growth Performance

Four (4) Renew Schools demonstrated Significantly Lagging school growth performance
when compared to schools across the State of New Jersey.

Three (3) Renew Schools demonstrated Lagging school growth performance when
compared to schools across the State of New Jersey.

One (1) Renew School demonstrated Significantly Lagging school growth performance
when compared to Peer Schools across the State of New Jersey.

Five (5) Renew Schools demonstrated Lagging school student performance when
compared to Peer Schools across the State of New Jersey.

One (1) Renew School demonstrated About Average school growth performance when
compared to Peer Schools across the State of New Jersey.
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2. 2013-2014 Renew School Language Arts and Mathematics State Student Growth
\ Performance Score Targets

The NJ School Performance Reports contain data regarding State Student Growth
Performance Score Targets for each school in the State containing grades 4 through 8.
For each school, NJ School Performance Reports contain information regarding the
schoolwide median growth scores in Language Arts and schoolwide median growth
scores in Mathematics. The NJ School Performance Reports indicated whether each
school met the minimum State Student Performance Score Growth Targets in Language
Arts and Mathematics. The NJ School Performance Reports also provided data regarding
each school’s total median growth score when compared to Peer Schools across the
State, and each school’s total median growth score when compared to schools across the
State.

Renew School Minimum State Growth Targets: Language Arts

Of the seven (7) Renew Schools, four (4) Renew Schools met the Language Arts minimum
State Student Performance Score Growth Target of 35, and three (3) Renew Schools
failed to meet the Language Arts minimum State Student Performance Score Growth
Target of 35.

Renew School Median State Growth Score Compared to Peer Schools across the State
and Compared to Schools across the State: Language Arts

Of the 7 Renew Schools, six (6) Renew Schools were outperformed by more than 50% of
their Peer Schools across the State and one (1) Renew School out performed more than
50% of its Peer Schools across the State. All 7 Renew Schools were outperformed by
more than 50% of the schools across the State

Renew School Minimum State Student Performance Score Growth Targets:
Mathematics

Of the 7 Renew Schools, five (5) Renew Schools met the Mathematics minimum State
Student Performance Score Growth Target of 35, and two (2) Renew Schools failed to
meet the Mathematics minimum State Student Performance Score Growth Target of 35.
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. Renew School Median Growth Score Compared to Peer Schools across the State and

Compared to Schools across the State: Mathematics

Of the 7 Renew Schools, five (5) Renew Schools were outperformed by more than 50% of
their Peer Schools across the State and two (2) Renew Schools outperformed more than
50% of their Peer Schools across the State. All 7 Renew Schools were outperformed by
more than 50% of schools across the State.

. 2013-2014 NCLB Language Arts Progress Targets and ‘NCLB Mathematics Progress
Targets as Calculated for each Renew School Subgroup under the New Jersey

Department of Education NCLB Waiver

Under the provisions of the New Jersey Department of Education NCLB waiver, schools in
New Jersey were required to meet specific yearly Progress Targets in Language Arts and
Mathematics. These Progress Targets were established for various student subgroups
within each school, and were designed to reduce the percentage of students who were
deemed not prbficient (not passing). Below is information obtained from the NJ School
Performance Reports with respect to the NCLB Progress Targets as established for each
subgroup within the Renew Schools.

Renew School NCLB Progress Targets: Language Arts ,

None of the Renew Schools reduced the percentage of students who were not proficient
(not passing) in Language Arts for the school year 2013-2014 by the target percentage as
required under the NCLB waiver. Of the twenty-six (26) subgroups across all 7 Renew
schools, all 26 Renew School subgroups failed to meet the NCLB Language Arts Progress

Targets.

Renew School NCLB Progress Targets: Mathematics

None of the Renew Schools reduced the percentage of students who were not proficient
(passing) in Mathematics for the school year 2013-2014 by the targeted percentage as
required under the NCLB waiver. Of the thirty (30) subgroups across all 7 Renew schools,
all 30 Renew School subgroups failed to meet the NCLB Mathematics Progress Targets.
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FINDINGS WITH TABLES !

© 2013-2014 Renew School Academic Achievement and 2013-2014 Renew School Student
Academic Growth :

Included in each school's NJ School Performance Report was a statement summarizing each
school's Academic Achievement and each school’s Academic Growth on the NJ ASK when
compared to other schools across the State of New Jersey and when compared to Peer
Schools across the State of New Jersey. In narrative form, the State summarized its findings

by indicating whether the school fell into one of five categories after the comparisons were
made. The categories are:

Very High Performance

High Performance

Average Performance

Lagging Performance
Significantly Lagging Performance

Table 1 on page 12 shows the result of comparisons for seven (7) of the eight (8) original
Renew Schools in Newark, New Jersey. The State did not produce a NJ School Performance
Report for the eighth original Renew School, Newton Street, since this school is no longer in
existence. Table 1 was constructed utilizing data culled from the narrative on each NJ School
Performance Report for the Renew Schools. In each of the 7 Renew Schools, 4 comparisons
were made: 2 in Language Arts and 2 in Math. This resulted in a total of twenty-eight (28)
comparisons [7 schools x (2 in LAL x 2 in Math)].

Table 1 reveals the following results: Of the 28 comparisons, the Renew Schools
demonstrated Significantly Lagging Performance in 17 comparisons, Lagging Performance in
10 comparisons, and About Average performance in one comparison.

There were no instances where the Renew Schools demonstrated High Performance or Very
High Performance. '
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Table 1

Renew School Academic Performance and Renew School Growth Performance Comparedto
Schools across the State and Peer Schools across the State

. . Student
Academic Student Growth Academic
Growth
Performance Performance Performance
» Performance
Renew School compared to compared to compared to
compared to
Schools across Schools across Peer Schools
- e Peer Schools
State State across State
across State

Camden Street

Chancelior Avenue

Cleveland

Dayton Street

Quitman Street

Sussex Avenue

Thirteenth Avenue

Source Data — New Jersey Department of Education — Released January 2015
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2013-2014 Renew School Language Arts and Mathematics State Student Performance
- Score Growth Targets

Under AchieveNJ, Student Growth Percentiles (SGP) were established for students in New
Jersey. A student’s SGP score is a measure of a student’s growth in NJ ASK Language Arts and
Mathematics compared to other students across the State with similar NJ ASK test score
history.

The NJ School Performance Reports contain data regarding the SGP for the each school in the
State containing grades 4 through 8. For each school, the NJ School Performance Report
contains information regarding the schoolwide median growth scores in Language Arts and
schoolwide median growth score in Mathematics. The NJ School Performance Reports also
present data regarding each school’s total schoolwide median growth score when compared
to Peer Schools across the State and each school’s median growth score when compared to
schools across the State. Additionally the NJ School Performance Reports indicate whether
each school met or exceeded minimum State Student Performance Score Growth Targets in
Language Arts and minimum State Student Performance Score Growth Targets in i
Mathematics.

Renew School Student Performance Score State Growth Targets: Language Arts

Table 2 on page 15 presents each Renew School’s schoolwide median Student Performance
Score Growth Target in Language Arts. It also reveals whether each Renew School met the
minimum State Language Arts Student Performance Score Growth Target. Additionally the
Table shows whether each Renew School's Language Arts median Student Performance
Growth Score Target was greater than, or less than, 50% of its Peer Schools across the State,
and whether each Renew School's Language Arts median Student Performance Growth Score
Target was greater than, or less than, 50% of schools across the State.

A review of Table 2 reveals that of the 7 Renew Schools, four (4) Renew Schools met the
Language Arts minimum State Student Performance Growth Score Target of 35 and three (3)
Renew Schools failed to meet the Language Arts minimum State Student Performance
Growth Score Target of 35. Table 2 also reveals that of the 7 Renew Schools, six (6) Renew
Schools were outperformed by more than 50% of their Peer Schools across the State in
Language Arts and one (1) Renew School outperformed more than 50% its Peer Schools
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across the State in Language Arts. All Renew Schools were outperformed in Language Arts by

more than 50% of schools across the State.

Renew School State Growth Targets: Mathematics

Table 3 on page 16 presents each Renew School’s schoolwide median growth score in
Mathematics. It also reveals whether the Renew School met the Mathematics minimum
State Target. Additionally the Table shows whether each Renew School's Mathematics
median growth score was greater than, or less than, 50% of its Peer Schools across the State,
and whether each Renew School's median growth score in Mathematics was greater than, or
less than, 50% of schools across the State. ‘

A review of Table 3 reveals that of the 7 Renew Schools, five (5) Renew Schools met the
Mathematics minimum State Student Performance Growth Score Target of 35, and two (2)
Renew Schools failed to meet the Mathematics minimum State Student Performance Growth
Score Target of 35. The Table also reveals that of the 7 Renew Schools, five (5) Renew
Schools were outperformed in Mathematics by more than 50% of their Peer Schools across
the State and two (2) Renew Schools outperformed more than 50% of their Peer Schools
across the State in Mathematics. All 7 Renew Schools were outperformed in Mathematics by
more than 50% of schools across the State.

14
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Table 2

Renew School State Language Arts Student Growth Performance Score Targets Compared to Peer
Schools across the State and Compared to Schools across the State

Camden Street

Chancellor Avenue

Cleveland

Dayton Street

Quitman Street

Sussex Avenue

13" Avenue

Source Data — New Jersey Department of Education — Released January 2015
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Table 3

Renew School State MATH Student Growth Performance Score Targets Compared to Peer Schools
acrossthe State and Compared to Schools across the State

Camden Street

Chancellor Avenue 44
Cleveland 24
Dayton Street 46
Qyitman Street 41
Sussex Avenue 45
13" Avenue 34

Source Data — New Jersey Department of Education — Released January 2015
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2013-2014 State Language Arts and Mathematics Progress Targets as Calculated for each
- Renew School Subgroup under the New Jersey Department of Education NCLB Waiver
On November 14, 2014 (updated on January 25, 2012) the NJDOE applied to the United
States Department of Education for a waiver to the No Child Left Behind (NCLB) Law.
Included in the NJDOE waiver application was the method the NJDOE would utilize to
determine, “ambitious but achievable annual measurable objectives” in Language Arts and
Mathematics sections of the NJ ASK. In the waiver application, the NJDOE identified a
methodology that would reduce by half the percentage of students in the school and in the
subgroups of the school who are not proficient (not passing). According to the language in
the NCLB waiver, this reduction by half is required to take place at the end of six (6) years.
Proficiency rates in school year 2010-2011 were used as the base year. Proficiency rates in
2016-2017 would be evaluated to determine if the not proficient (not passing) rates had
been reduced by half as required in the NCLB waiver.

In addition to reducing by half the percentage of students who were not proficient by 2016-
2017, schools were required to reduce the percentage of students who were not proficient
in each year of the six year period leading up to 2016-2017. A formula was developed to
determine Progress Targets for this yearly percentage reduction of students who were not
proficient and this formula was included in the NCLB waiver. (See Appendix for appropriate
section of the NJDOE waiver request)

Language Arts

A review of Table 4 on page 18 reveals that none of the Renew Schools met the percentage
reduction targets of students who were not proficient (not passing) in Language Arts for the
school year 2013-2014 as required under the NCLB waiver. Of all twenty-six (26) subgroups
across all 7 Renew Schools, all twenty-six subgroups failed to meet the NCLB waiver
Language Arts Progress Targets.

Mathematics

A review of Table 5 on page 19 reveals that none of the Renew Schools met the percentage
reduction targets of students who were not proficient (not passing) in Mathematics for the
school year 2013-2014 as required under the NCLB waiver. Of all thirty (30) subgroups across
all 7 Renew Schools, all thirty subgroups failed to meet the NCLB waiver Mathematics

Progress Targets.
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CONCLUSION

This report examined the data contained in the 2013-2014 Renew School NJ
School Performance Reports with respect to NJ ASK LAL and MATH schoolwide
academic achievement, and how Renew Schools performed when compared to
other schools in New Jersey. The examination revealed that when compared to
Peer Schools across.the State and when compared to schools across State, the
Renew Schools in Newark, New Jersey performed poorly. This report also
examined State student growth performance score targets and schoolwide
student growth achievement with respect to the NJDOE NCLB waiver.

This report revealed that with respect to 2013-2014 academic performance, all
seven (7) Newark, New Jersey Renew Schools significantly lagged or lagged

- schools across the State of New Jersey. This report also revealed that with
respect to 2013-2014 academic performance, all seven (7) Newark, New Jersey
Renew Schools significantly lagged or lagged their Peer Schools across the State.
In the area of student growth performance, six (6) Renew Schools lagged or
significantly lagged their Peer Schools and one Renew School, Dayton Street,
demonstrated about average performance when compared to its Peer Schools.
With respect to student growth performance, all seven (7) Renew Schools either
significantly lagged or lagged schools across the State.

This report also examined the performance of Renew Schools with respect to
State LAL and MATH student growth performance score targets. At first glance it
may appear that the Renew Schools did not perform poorly with respect to the
State student growth performance score targets, with the seven (7) Renew
Schools reaching nine (9) of the fourteen (14) minimum State student growth
performance growth targets. However no conclusions should be drawn from this
isolated statistic.

When these Renew School State student growth performance score targets are
compared to State student growth performance score targets of schools across
the state and compared to Peer Schools across the State, the picture changes
drastically. In twenty-five (25) of the twenty-eight (28) comparisons, Renew
Schools were outperformed by more than 50% of schools across the state and
Peer Schools across the state.

20
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The final examination conducted in this report consisted of a review of data
regarding the NJDOE NCLB waiver. In November 2011 (updated January 2012),
the NJDOE applied for a NCLB waiver, which was granted by the United States
Department of Education. A provision in the waiver requires that schools in New
Jersey meet specific yearly NJ ASK LAL and MATH student academic progress
targets. These targets were established for various subgroups in the schools. The
examination revealed that the Renew Schools failed to meet all subgroup
growth targets as established in the NCLB waiver.

As revealed in this report, for all fifty six (56) subgroups across the 7 Renew
schools, not one NCLB waiver progress target was met. The Renew Schools of
Newark, New Jersey did not meet any of the 56 NCLB waiver targets.

The results of this second Alliance report raise some important questions worthy
of further study.

1. Why do Peer Schools in New Jersey perform better academically than
Newark, New Jersey Renew Schools?

2. Are there programs in the Peer Schools worthy of replication?

3. Does the failure of Renew Schools to meet NCLB waiver growth progress
targets jeopardize funding under provisions of the NCLB waiver?

4. The NJDOE has established Regional Achievement Centers to work with
low achieving schools to implement, “proven turnaround principles and
dramatically improve student achievement.” In spite of the NJDOE’s
establishment of Regional Achievement Centers to assist low achieving
schools in New Jersey, Superintendent Anderson has refused to permit
Regional Achievement Centers to assist in Newark. In light of the results of
this second Alliance Report, which clearly establishes the relatively poor
academic performance of the Renew Schools, another question arises. Did
Superintendent Anderson’s refusal to accept Regional Achievement Center
assistance contribute to the poor academic performance of Newark, New
Jersey Renew Schools?

5. Why is there a dissonance between New Jersey growth targets and growth
performance targets as established in the NCLB waiver?

21
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6. Have Renew School Principals been provided with all they need to provide
the best possible programs in their schools?

7. Have the Renew School Principals been provided with all that was

promised when they agreed to accept the position of Renew School
Principal?

The Alliance is aware that the list of questions above is not all inclusive. Many
other questions can and should be raised as an outgrowth of the findings in this

report. The Alliance raises the above questions simply as a point of departure for
future inquiry.

It is the hope of the Alliance that this report, in tandem with the first Alliance
report, will serve to generate open and honest discussion regarding the efficacy
of the current Newark, New Jersey Renew School model.

22
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Important Links

AchieveN) ,
http://www.state.nj.us/education/AchieveNJ/teacher/ SGPOverview.pdf

Alliance for the Newark Public Schools
AllianceforNPS@gmail.com

Alliance Renew School Analysis, Dec. 2014
http://afsaadmin.org/wp-content/uploads/2014/12/Renew-Newark-Report.pdf

NJDOE NJ School Performance Reports
http://education.state.nj.us/pr/

NJDOE No Child Left Behind Waiver
http://www.state.nj.us/education/grants/nclb/waiver/waiverapp.pdf

NJDOE Regional Achievement Centers
http://www.state.nj.us/education/rac/
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Appendix

New Jersey NCLB Waiver Request
(page 1, and pages 42 thru 47)
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November 14, 2011
Updated January 25, 2012

New Jersey Department of Education
Trenton, NJ 08625

OMB Number: Approval pending
Paperwork Burden Statement

According to the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, no persons are required to respond toa
collection of information unless such collection displays a valid OMB control number. Thevalid
OMB control number for this information collection is pending. The time required to complete
this information collection is estimated to average 336 hours per response, including the time to
review instructions, search existing data resources, gather the data needed, and complete and
review the information collection. If you have any comments concerning the accuracy of the time
estimate or suggestions for improving this form, please write to: U.S. Department of Education,
Washington, D.C. 20202-4537.
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2.B - SET AMBITIOUS BUT ACHIEVABLE ANNUAL MEASURABLE OBIECTIVES

Select the method the SEA will use to set new ambitious but achievable annual measurable
objectives (AMOs) in at least reading/language arts and mathematics for the State and all LEAs,
schools, and subgroups that provide meaningful goals and are used to guide support and
improvement efforts. If the SEA sets AMOs that differ by LEA, school, or subgroup, the AMOs
for LEAs, schools, or subgroups that are further behind must require greater rates of annual

progress.

Option A

Set AMOs in annual equal
increments toward a goal
of reducing by half the
percentage of students in
the “all students” group
and in each subgroup who
are not proficient within
six years. The SEA must
use current proficiency
rates based on
assessments administered
in the 2010-2011 school
year as the starting point
for setting its AMOs.

i. Provide the new AMOs
and an explanation of
the method used to set
these AMOs.

Option B ,

|:| Set AMOs that increase in
annual equal increments
and result in 100 percent
of students achieving
proficiency no later than
the end of the 2019-2020
school year. The SEA must
use the average Statewide
proficiency based on
assessments administered
in the 2010-2011 school
year as the starting point
for setting its AMOs.

i. Provide the new AMOs
and an explanation of
the method used to set
these AMOs.

Option C
|:| Use another method that
is educationally sound and
results in ambitious but
achievable AMOs for all
. LEAs, schools, and
subgroups.

i. Provide the new AMOs
and an explanation of
the method used to set
these AMOs,

ii. Provide an
educationally sound
rationale for the

- pattern of academic
progress reflected in
the new AMOs in the
text box below.

iii. Provide a link to the
State’s report card or
attach a copy of the
average Statewide
proficiency based on
assessments

47
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administered in the
20102011 school year
in reading/language
arts and mathematics
for the “all students”
group and all
subgroups.
(Attachment 8)
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ESEA ELEX

Performance Taréets (formerly An‘nual Measu’rable Objectlves) -

The NJDOE is more fully integrating its expectations for specific school-level and sub-group
improvement in student achievement outcomes into a coherent performance and accountability
framework. Instead of terming these metrics “AMOs”, the NJDOE has re-titled them Performance
Targets.

The NJDOE will calculate state-, district-, school- and subgroup-level performance targets, determine
whether schools achieved each target, and report the results each year in the New Jersey School
Performance Report. Schools, districts, and staff from the NJDOE’s RACs will use th!S data toinform
their school-specific strategies forimprovement.

The waiver application requires states to select a method for establishing these performancetargets.
Option A is defined as setting the targets in annual equal increments so that within six yearsthe
percentage of non-proficient students in the ‘all students’ group and in each subgroup is reduced by
half.

For example, if the ‘all students’ group is currently demonstrating a proficiency rate of 40 percent,
the methodology would take the 60 percent point gap between 100 percent proficiency and the
currentrate (100 — 40 = 60) and then divide the gap in half to determine the target for the sixth year
—a gain of 30 percentage points ( 60 / 2 = 30).

Then, the 30-percentage point gain is divided into six equal increments (30/6 = 5) so that annual
targets can be set. Thus, the school in this example begins this process with a rate of 40 percent and
isthen expected to move to proficiency rates of 45 percent, 50 percent, 55 percent, 60 percent, 65
percent, and finally 70 percent in each of the following years of the six-year period.

As illustrated in the table below, the process for defining the six-year goal for the percentage of
proficient students in each content area across the State was conducted in the following manner:

1. Determine the percentage of students who were not proficient in the 2010-2011 school
year (Column 1 below);
Divide that percentage by 2 {Column 2);

W N

goal for the 2016-2017 school year {Column 3; and
4. Establish annual incremental performance targets by dividing the number in Column 2 by
six {Column 4).

PROCESS DETERMINING SIX-YEAR GOALS
e o

4 9%

Subtract the number in Column 2 from 100 percent. This resulting percentage is the SEA’s
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The NJDOE repeated the process described above for each subgroup of students in the State to identify
the SEA’s goal for the 2016-2017 school year for each subgroup, ensuring that the State’s six-yeargoals
reduce by half the percentage of students in each subgroup who are not proficient. Also, subgroups of
students who are further behind are expected to make greater rates of annual progress (as
demonstrated by the differences in the expected annual increments). The NJDOE established
performance targets forthe content areas of language arts literacy and math; as such, the assessment
results for grades 3-8 and 11 are aggregated.

The table below, “State Level Performance Targets” details these performance targets for each content
area and subgroup.

Curre
" 2011 nt
Partial | 2010-

2011 ly 2011 Equal
Parti | Profici | Perce | Annu 2012 | 2013 | 2014 | 2015 | 2016 | 2017
. ally ent nt al P% P% P% P% P% P%
le | Sub | sub | Profi | divide | Profici | Incre | TARG | TAR TAR TAR | TAR TAR
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ESEA FLEXIBILITY. - REQ .=

mmmmmummmmmmmwnm!mumwmmmmmwmmmmwmmmm M%MWNWMWWMWWWWWMW

Sta ‘ ‘

1;3 M T 21.9 11.0 78.1 1.8 7991 818| 836| 84| 872 89.1

‘;: M SE » 50.9 , 255 49.1 4.2 533 57.6| 61.8]| 66.1| 70.3 7476

';(:a M EC 37.6 18.8 62.4 3.1 65.5| 68.7 7i.8 74.9 78.1] 81.2
3 .

;: M LEP 54.2 27.1 45.8 4.5 50.3| 54.8| 594| 63.9| 684| 72.9
a

;i M 1A 6.9 3.5 93.1 0.6 93.7] 943) 948) 954| 96.0]| 96.6

;ea M B 43.6 21.8 56.4 3.6 60.0| 63.7] 67.3| 709 746 78.2

g::a M H 33.2 16.6 66.8 2.8 6.6 | 72.3| 751]| 77.9| 80.6| 834

’;Za M N 26.4 13.2 73.6 2.2 /58| 780} 80.2| 824| 84.6] 86.8

t:ea M w 1;1.4 7.2 85.6 1.2 86.8| 88.0] 89.2| 904 916]| 92.8

’ft:a M 9] 25.8 12.9 74.2 2.2 764 785| 80.7) 828 850] 87.1

New Jersey will apply the performance targets to the State, each LEA, school and subgroupannually,
utilizing a minimum “N” size of 30 for all students and for each subgroup.

District-Level

The NIDOE will repeat the process described above for each subgroup of students in the district to
identify the district’s performance targets for the 20162017 school year for each subgroup, ensuring
that the six-year goals reduce by half the percentage of students in each subgroup who are not
proficientand that subgroups of students who are further behind are expected to make greater rates of
annual progress.

School-Level

The NIDOE will repeat the process described above for each subgroup of students in the school to
identify the school’s performance targets for the 2016—-2017 school year for each subgroup, ensuring
that the six-year goals reduce by half the percentage of students in each subgroup who are not
proficientand that subgroups of students who are further behind are expected toc make greater rates of
annual progress.

Interpreting Performance Targets .

As mentioned above, the NJDOE will publish each school’s and district’s performance targetsand
whether they were met on an annual basis as part of the School Performance Report. As part of a
system of accountability and performance metrics, these performance targets will help schools,
districts, and community stakeholders more fully understand the performance of their school by
identifying both strengths and areas for improvement.

S
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However, New Jersey's diversity of schools in terms of size, the number of subgroups present in any
given school building, and ultimately the relatively small number of students in any particular
subgroup present a unique challenge in interpreting performance targets. The NJDOE also
determined that forthe highest performing schools and subgroups, this will likely present
unreasonable increments as the performance targets approach 100 percent proficiency with the
result of identifying schools at the absolute top of the performance level as failing to meet their
performance targets. The NJIDOEtherefore established that schools and subgroups could meet
expectations by either reaching their individually determined performance targets or a proficiency
rate of 90 percent. This rate will be increased to 95 percent in 2015. In this way, the absolute
proficiency will always be higher than any target established {no target is higher than 90 pefcent

‘next year, and no target is higher than 95percent in 2015). The Performance Targets calculated will

require schools that are currently further behind in student achievement to make greater rates of
progress in order to reach their goals.

S ¥
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State of New Jersey
2013-14

13-3570-710

- . ‘ SUSSEX AVENUE SCHOOL BURNET STREET SCHOOL

ESSEX . 307 SUSSEX AVE
NEWARK CITY GRADE SPAN PK-08 ’ " NEWARK, NJ 07107-3133

This school's academic performance significantly lags in comparison to schools across the state. Additionally, its
academic performance lags in comparison to its peers. This school's college and career readiness is about average when
compared to schools across the state. Additionally, its college and career readiness is about average when compared to its
peers. This school's student growth performance significantly lags in comparison to schools across the state. Additionally, its
student growth performance lags in comparison to its peers. :

Performance Areas Peer Percentile  Statewide Percentile  Percent of Improvement Status

Targets Met

Focus
Academic Achievement 25 10 0%
|
College and Career Readiness 50 50 50%
Lowest Subgroup
Student Growth 31 18 50% Performance

Very High Performance is defined as being equal to or above the 80th percentile.

High Performance is defined as being between the 60th and 79.9th percentiles.

Average Performance is defined as being between the 40th and 59.9th percentiles.

Lagging Performance is defined as being between the 20th and 39.9th percentiles.
Significantly Lagging Performance is defined as being equal to or below the 19.9th percentile.

Peer Schools are schools that have similar grade levels and students with similar demographic characteristics, such as the
percentage of students qualifying for Free/Reduced Lunch, Limited English Proficiency programs or Special Education
programs. ' : .

This school utperforms 10% of schools statewide as noted Academic Achievement measures the content wled
by its statewide percentile and 25% of schools educating students have in language arts literacy and math. For
students with similar demographic characteristics as noted in i elementary and middle schools, this includes measures of

its peer school percentile in the performance area of the school's proficiency rate on both the Language Arts
Academic Achievement. Additionally, this school is meeting Literacy and Math sections of the New Jersey Assessment
0% of its performance targets in the area of Academic of Skills and Knowledge (NJ ASK). A proficiency rate is
Achievement. calculated by summing the count of students who scored
either proficient or advanced proficient on the assessment
and dividing by the count of valid test scores.

tp jul reer readiness m 2
by its statewide percentile and 50% of schools educating which students are demonstrating behaviors that are
students with similar demographic characteristics as noted in indicative of future attendance and/or success in college
its peer school percentile in the performance area of College [:> and careers. For all elementary and middle schools, this

and Career Readiness. Additionally, this school is meeting includes a measurement of how many students are
50% of its performance targets in the area of College and chronically absent. For schools with middle school
Career Readiness. - grades, it also includes a measurement of how many

students take Algebra I in eighth grade.

‘ Student Gr owth

This school outperforms 18% of schools statew1de as noted Student Growth measures the performance of students
by its statewide percentile and 31% of schools educating from one year to the next on the New Jersey
students with similar demographic characteristics as noted in [-_-J‘L> Assessment of Skills and Knowledge (NJ ASK) in
its peer school percentile in the performance area of Student Language Arts Literacy and Math when compared to

Growth. Additionally, this school is meeting 50% students with .a similar history of performance on
percentage of its performance targets in the area of Student NJASK.
Growth.

1
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State of New Jersey
2013-14
_ 13-3570-710
SUSSEX AVENUE SCHOOL BURNET STREET SCHOOL
ESSEX 307 SUSSEX AVE
NEWARK CITY GRADE SPAN PK-08 NEWARK, NJ 07107-3133
Enrollment by Grade Language Diversity
This graph presents the count of students who were 'on r W S This table presents the percentage of students who
grade in October of each school year. 08 primarily speak each language in their home.
500
2013-14 Percent
400 -
- English 71.8%
& 300 Spanish 27.4%
g Chinese 0.4%
E 200 Creoles and pidgins, Engli 0.2%
100 French 0.2%
0

Total School Enrollment Trends

Note: "UG" represents the count of students who are 'on Enrollment by Ethnic/Racial Subgroup

roll' in this school but who are educated in ungraded This graph presents the percentages of enrollment for each
classrooms, meaning that the classrooms may contain subgroup defined by the No Child Left Behind Act of 2001
students from multiple grade levels.

American White
Total School Enrollment
2011-12 426
2012-13 462
2013-14 489
Enrollment Trends by Program Participatio
100 ¥ Two or More Races
8789 85
%0 | \ o
E E2011-12
g 60 N¥2012-13
é £2013-14 Enrollment by Gender
£ 40
é ' This graph presents the count of students by gender who were 'on roll' in
October of each school year.
20 280
240
DISABILITY ECONDIS 200 g * Male
160 ¢ Female
Current Year Enrollment by Program Participation 120
Count of | % of 80
2013-2014
013-201 Students Enrollment 40
Students with Disability 21 4% 0
E - cally Disadvantased 2011-12 2012-13 2013-14
conomically Disadvantage o
Students 416 85.1% Male Female
[imited English Proficient 2011-12 222 204
Students 59 12.1% 2012-13 234 228
2013-14 247 242
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: State of New Jersey
) SCHOOL
PERFORMANCE 2013-14
M@nm&@
13-3570-710
s JEMENT SUSSEX AVENUE SCHOOL BURNET STREET SCHOOL
ESSEX 307 SUSSEX AVE
NEWARK CITY GRADE SPAN PK-08 NEWARK, NJ 07107-3133

Academic Achievement measures the content knowledge students have in language arts literacy and math. In elementary and
middle school, this includes the outcomes of the New Jersey Assessment of Skills and Knowledge (NJASK). The first column -
Schoolwide Performance - in the table below includes measures of the total schoolwide proficiency rate in both language arts literacy
and math. The second column - Peer School Percentile - indicates where the school’s proficiency rate compares to its group of peer
schools. For example, a school that has a peer school percentile rank of 65 has a proficiency rate that is higher than 65% of its peer
schools. The third column - Statewide Percentile - indicates where the school’s proficiency rate compares to schools across the state.
For example, a school that has a statewide percentile of 30 has a proficiency rate that is higher than 30% of all schools with NJASK
scores statewide. The last column - Percent of Targets Met - presents the percentage of progress targets met as defined by the
NIDOE’s NCLB waiver. .

The Summary row presents the averages of the peer school percentiles, the average of statewide percentiles and the percentage
of statewide targets met.

. . . Schoolwide Peer State Percent of Targets
Academic Achievement Indicators Performance Percentile Percentile Met
NJASK Language Arts Proficiency and above 26% 17 6 0%

NJASK Math Proficiency and above 33 13 0%

SUMMARY - Academic Achievement
NCLB Progress Targets - Language Arts Literacy Proficiency Trends - Lancuage Arts Literacy

This table presents the Progress Targets as uniquely calculated for each
subgroup in each school under NJDOE’s NCLB waiver. The methodology
- as defined by the United States Department of Education - is calculated so
that each subgroup will halve the gap between their 2011 proficiency rate
and 100% proficiency by 2017.

This graph presents the percentage of students who scored in
the Advanced Proficient, Proficient and Partially Proficient
categories of the statewide Language Arts Literacy assessment
over the prior four years.

Subgroups Total Valid | Pass |Target| Met
Scores Rate Target?
Schoolwide 305 25.9 53.8
White - - —
100
Black 157 31.2 51.7
80
Hispanic 148 20.3 55.7 \
- : 60
American Indian - - -
Asian - e _ 40
Two or More Races - - - 20

Students with Disability 44 15.9 314

2010-11 011—12 2012- 2013-14

Limited English Proficient - - - -

Students B Advanced Proficientlil Proficient
Economically 264 25.7 54 Partially Proficient
Disadvantaged Students

YES* = Met Progress Target(Confidence Interval Applied)
Data is presented for subgroups when the count is high enough under
NCLB suppression rules.
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NCLB Progress Targets - Math | Proficiency Trends - Math

This table presents the Progress Targets as uniquely calculated for each .
subgroup in each school under NJDOE’s NCLB waiver. The methodology ||/This graph presents the percentage of students who scored in

- as defined by the United States Department of Education - is calculated so ||the Ad\fanced Proficient, Proficient and Partially Proficient
that each subgroup will halve the gap between their 2011 proficiency rate |[categories of the statewide Math assessment over the prior four

and 100% proficiency by 2017. years.
Subgroups Total Valid | Pass Target |Met
Scores Rate Target?
Schoolwide 307 46.6 65.2

100
White - - -
801
Black - 160 46.9 57.4
Hispanic 147 46.3 72.8 60

American Indi - - -
merican Indian 40

Asian - - -
20

Two or More Races - R —

2010-11 2011-12 2012-13 2013-14

Students with Disability 44 18.2 39.6

Limited English Proficient 36 22.2 - |- £ Advanced Proficien

Students . .
Partially Proficient

Economically 266 47 65 & d

Disadvantaged Students

YES* = Met Progress Target(Confidence Interval Applied)

Data is presented for subgroups when the count is high enough under
NCLB suppression rules.
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NJASK Proficiency Trends - Language Arts Literacy -

NJASK Results - Language Arts Literacy Grade Level - 03

This table presents the grade level proficiency results, as measured by

Grade Level - 03

NJASK, in Advanced Proficient, Proficient, and Partially Proficient This graph presents the grade level outcomes in the categories
categories for all appropriate subgroups. of Advanced Proficient, Proficient, and Partially Proficient
Sub Advanced |Proficient | Partially over the last four years.
ubgroups Proficient . | Proficient

Schoolwide 0% 31% 69%

White - - - 100

Black 0% 48% 52%

80

Hispanic 0% 13% 88%

American Indian - - - 60

Asian - - -

40

Two or More Races - - -

Students with Disability - - - 20

Limited English Proficient Students - - -

Economically Disadvantaged 0% 28% 72% 2010-11  2011-12 _ 2012-13  2013-14
Students {0 Advanced Proficien roficient
Data is presented for subgroups when the count is high enough under BPartially Proficient

NCLB suppression rules.

NJASK Results - Language Arts Literacy Grade Level - 04 NJASK Proficiency Trends - Language Arts Literacy -

Grade Level - 04

This table presents the grade level proficiency results, as measured by

NJASK, in Advanced Proficient, Proficient, and Partially Proficient This graph presents the grade level outcomes in the categories
categories for all appropriate subgroups. of Advanced Proficient, Proficient, and Partially Proficient
Sub Advanced |Proficient | Partially over the last four years.
ubgroups Proficient Proficient

Schoolwide 0% 14% 86%

White - - - 100

Black ’ 0% 13% 87%

. 80

Hispanic 0% 16% 84%

American Indian - - - 60

Asian - - -

40

Two or More Races - - -

Students with Disability - - - 20

Limited English Proficient Students - - -

Economically Disadvantaged 0% 14% 86% 2010-11  2011-12  2012-13  2013-14
Students §ll Advanced Proficien roficient
Data is presented for subgroups when the count is high enough under EEPartially Proficient

NCLB suppression rules.
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NJASK Results - Language Arts Literacy Grade Level - 05

This table presents the grade level proficiency results, as measured by
NJASK, in Advanced Proficient, Proficient, and Partially Proficient
categories for all appropriate subgroups.

GRADE SPAN

2013-14

Subgrou Advanced |Proficient| Partially
groups Proficient Proficient
Schoolwide 0% 10% 90%
White - - -
Black 0% 15% 85%
Hispanic - - -

American Indian

Asian

Two or More Races

Students with Disability

Limited English Proficient Students

Economically Disadvantaged

Students

Data is presented for subgroups when the count is high enough under

NCLB suppression rules.
NJASK Results -

Language Arts Literacy Grade Level - 06

This table presents the grade level proficiency results, as measured by
NJASK, in Advanced Proficient, Proficient, and Partially Proﬁment
categories for all appropriate subgroups.

Students

Subgroups gdvan.ced Proficient Partia.lly
roficient Proficient

Schoolwide 4% 23% 74%
White - - -
Black 4% 22% 74%
Hispanic 3% 23% 73%
American Indian - - -
Asian - - -
Two or More Races - - -
Students with Disability - - -
Limited English Proficient Students| - - -
Economically Disadvantaged 2% 24% 74%

Data is presented for subgroups when the count is high enough under

NCLB suppression rules.

13-3570-710

SUSSEX AVENUE SCHOOL BURNET STREET SCHOOL
307 SUSSEX AVE
NEWARK, NJ 07107-3133

PK-08

100

80

60

40

20

2010-11 2011-12 2012-13

This graph presents the grade level outcomes in the categories
of Advanced Proficient, Proficient, and Partially Proficient
over the last four years.

201

| | Advanced Proficient{§Proficient
E Partially Proficient

100

80

60

40

20

Grade Level - 06

2012-13

2010-11 _ 2011-12

NJASK Proficiency Trends - Language Arts Literacy -

This graph presents the grade level outcomes in the categories
of Advanced Proficient, Proficient, and Partially Proficient
over the last four years.

20

Advanced Proficient SProficient

_ Partially Proficient

3-14

3-14
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NJASK Results - Language Arts Literacy Grade Level - 07 NJASK Proficiency Trends - Language Arts Literacy -
Grade Level - 07

This table presents the grade level proficiency results, as measured by

NJASK, in Advanced Proficient, Proficient, and Partially Proficient This graph presents the grade level outcomes in the categories
categories for all appropriate subgroups.’ of Advanced Proficient, Proficient, and Partially Proficient
Suberouns Advanced |Proficient | Partially | |[over the last four years.
group Proficient Proficient
Schoolwide 0% 30% 70%
v
White - - - 100
Black 0% 35% 65%
80
Hispanic 0% 27% 73%
American Indian - - - 60
Asian . - - -

40

Two or More Races - - -

Students with Disability - - - 20

Limited English Proficient Students - - -

0 . . .
Economically Disadvantaged 0% 34% 66% 2010-11 __2011-12  2012-13  2013-14
Students [l Advanced Proficient)\\Proficient
Partially Proficient

Data is presented for subgroups when the count is high enough under
NCLB suppression rules.

NJASK Results - Language Arts Literacy Grade Level - 08

NJASK Proficiency Trends - Language Arts Literacy -
Grade Level - 08

This table presents the grade level proficiency results, as measured by

NJASK, in Advanced Proficient, Proficient, and Partially Proficient This graph presents the grade level outcomes in the categories
categories for all appropriate subgroups. ) of Advanced Proficient, Proficient, and Partially Proficient
Sub Advanced |Proficient | Partially over the last four years.
ubgroups Proficient Proficient
Schoolwide 5% 46% 49%
White - - - 100
Black 4% 52% 44%
: 80
Hispanic 7% 36% 57%
American Indian - - - 60
Asian - - -
40
Two or More Races - - -
Students with Disability - - - 20
Limited English Proficient Students - - - .
0 = -
Economically Disadvantaged 6% 47% 47% 2010-11  2011-12 2012-13  2013-14
Students ¥ Advanced Proficient\Proficient
Data is presented for subgroups when the count is high enough under EEPartially Proficient

NCLB suppression rules.
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http://www .nj.gov/education/pr/1314/naep/naepdread.html

2013 National Assessment Educational Progress (NAEP)

The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) is the largest national assessment of what our nation’s students know and
can do. NAEP assesses fourth-, eighth-, and twelfth-grade students in subjects such as reading, mathematics; science, and writing. The
reporting of NAEP scores on state report cards is a federal mandate. The results of NAEP are also published as the Nation’s Report
Card, and are available for the nation, states, and, in some cases, urban districts. The NAEP scores on the report card include grades
four and eight 2013 reading and math scores for New Jersey which are the last scores published. For subgroup outcomes, visit :

For more information, visit <http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/>

Grade 4 Reading State/Nation Below Basic Basic Proficient | Advanced
All Students State (NJ) 25 33 30 12
All Students Nation 32 33 27 8

http://www.nj.gov/education/pr/1314/naep/naep8read.html

2013 National Assessment Educational Progress (NAEP)

The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) is the largest national assessment of what our nation’s students know and
can do. NAEP assesses fourth-, eighth-, and twelfth-grade students in subjects such as reading, mathematics, science, and writing. The
reporting of NAEP scores on state report cards is a federal mandate. The results of NAEP are also published as the Nation’s Report
Card, and are available for the nation, states, and, in some cases, urban districts. The NAEP scores on the report card include grades
four and eight 2013 reading and math scores for New Jersey which are the last scores published. For subgroup outcomes, visit :

For more information, visit <http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/>

Grade 8 Reading | State/Nation | Below Basic | Basic | Proficient | Advanced
All Students State (NJ) 15 39 40 7
All Students Nation 22 42 32 4
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NJASK Results - MATH Grade Level - 03

This table presents the grade level proficiency results, as measured by

NJASK, in Advanced Proficient, Proficient, and Partially Proficient This graph presents the grade level outcomes in the categories
categories for all appropriate subgroups. of Advanced Proficient, Proficient, and Partially Proficient
Advanced Proficient Partially | ||over the last four years.

Subgroups Proficient rolicleny proficient

Schoolwide 24% 27% 49%
White - - - 100
Black 30% 30% 41% 80
Hispanic 17% 25% 58%

60
American Indian - - -
Asian - - - 40
Two or More Races - - - 20

2011-12

Students with Disability - - -

2010-11 2012-13 2013-14

Limited English Proficient Students - - -

B Advanced Proficient] Proficient
Partially Proficient

Economically Disadvantaged Students 19% | 30% 51%

Data is presented for subgroup.;. when the count is high enough under
NCLB suppression rules.

NJASK Results - MATH Grade Level - 04 | NJASK Proficiency Trends - Math - Grade Level - 04

This table presents the grade level proficiency results, as measured by

NJASK, in Advanced Proficient, Proficient, and Partially Proficient This graph presents the grade level outcomes in the categories
categories for all appropriate subgroups. of Advanced Proficient, Proficient, and Partially Proficient
Advanced Proficient Partially | ||over the last four years. '
Subgroups ) Proficient | 0 <™ Proficient

Schoolwide 20% 14% 66%

White - - - 100

Black 19% 22% 59% %0

Hispanic 22% 6% 72%

60

American Indian - - -

Asian - - - 40

Two or More Races - - - 20

Students with Disability - - -

2010-11

Limited English Proficient Students - - - 2011-12 2012-13 2013-14

Ad d Profici
Economically Disadvantaged Students 21% 14% 65% vanced Froticien

Partially Proficient

Data is presented for subgroups when the count is high enough under
NCLB suppression rules.
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NJASK Results - MATH Grade Level - 05 i

This table presents the grade level proficiency results, as measured by

NJASK, in Advanced Proficient, Proficient, and Partially Proficient This graph presents‘the grade level outcomes in the categories
categorles for all appropriate subgroups. of Advanced Proficient, Proficient, and Partially Proficient
A dvanced Proficient Partially | ||over the last four years.

Subgroups Proficient roucient proficient

Schoolwide ' 16% 48% 36%
White - - - 100
Black 18% 36% 46% 30
Hispanic 14% 64% 23%

' 60
American Indian : - - -
Asian - - - 40
Two or More Races - - - 20
Students with Disability - - -

2010-11 201112 2012-13  2013-14

Limited English Proficient Students - - -

Il Advanced Proficien
§ Partially Proficient

Economically Disadvantaged Students 17% 52% 31%

Data is presented for subgroups when the count is high enough under
NCLB suppression rules.

NJASK Results - MATH Grade Level - 06

JASK Proficiency Trends - Math - Grade Level - 06

This table presents the grade level proficiency results, as measured by

NJASK, in Advanced Proficient, Proficient, and Partially Proficient This graph presents the grade level outcomes in the categories
categories for all appropriate subgroups. of Advanced Proficient, Proficient, and Partlally Proficient
A dvanced Proficient Partially | [|over the last four years.

Subgroups : Proficient | 0 C'°™| Proficient

Schoolwide 9% 39% 53%
White - - - - 100
Black 4% 39% | 57% %0
Hispanic 14% 38% 48%

60
American Indian - - -
Asian - R B 40
Two or More Races - - - 20

Students with Disability - - -

Limited English Proficient Students - - - 2010-11- - 2011-12 2012-13 2013-14

Economically Disadvantaged Students 8% 34% 58%

E Partially Proficient

Data is presented for subgroups when the count is high enough under
NCLB suppression rules.
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NJASK Results - MATH Grade Level - 07 roficiency Tr

This table presents the grade level proficiency results, as measured by

NJASK, in Advanced Proficient, Proficient, and Partially Proficient This graph presents the grade level outcomes in the categories
categories for all appropriate subgroups. of Advanced Proficient, Proficient, and Partially Proficient
Advanced Proficiend LArtially ||fover the last four years.

Subgroups Proficient |~ '™ Proficient

Schoolwide 4% 26% 70%
White - - - 100
Black 5% 25% 70% 20
Hispanic 4% 27% 69%

60
American Indian - - -
Asian - - - 40
Two or More Races - - - 20

Students with Disability - - -

2010-11 2011- ' -
Limited English Proficient Students - - - 010 011-12 2013-14

Advanced Proficien

Economically Disadvantaged Students 5% 29% 66% ) .
§ Partially Proficient

Data is presented for subgroups when the count is high enough under
NCLB suppression rules.

NJASK Results - MATH Grade Level - 08 | NJASK Proficiency Trends - Math - Grade Level - 08

This table presents the grade level proficiency results, as measured by

NJASK, in Advanced Proficient, Proficient, and Partially Proficient This graph presents the grade level outcomes in the categories
categories for all appropriate subgroups. of Advanced Proficient, Proficient, and Partially Proficient
Advanced Proficient Partially | ||over the last four years.

Subgroups Proficient Proficient

Schoolwide 18% 38% 44%
White ’ - - - 100
Black 24% 28% 48% %0
Hispanic 7% 57% 36%

60
American Indian - - -
Asian - - - 40
Two or More Races - - - 20

Students with Disability - - -

Limited English Proficient Students - - - 2010-11 2011-12 2.012'13 v 2013-14

roficient

Economically Disadvantaged Students 19% 39% 42%

B Partially Proficient

Data is presented for subgroups when the count is high enough under
NCLB suppression rules.
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2013 National Assessment Educational Progress (NAEP)

The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) is the largest national assessment of what our nation’s students know and can
do. NAEP assesses fourth-, eighth-, and twelfth-grade students in subjects such as reading, mathematics, science, and writing. The
reporting of NAEP scores on state report cards is a federal mandate. The results of NAEP are also published as the Nation’s Report Card,
and are available for the nation, states, and, in some cases, urban districts. The NAEP scores on the report card include grades four and
eight 2013 reading and math scores for New Jersey which are the last scores published. For subgroup outcomes, visit :

htip://www.nj.gov/education/pr/1314/naep/nacpdmath.html For more information, visit <http:/nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/>

Grade 4 Math State/Nation | Below Basic Basic Proficient | Advanced
All Students State (NJ) 13 38 39 10
All Students Nation 17 4 34 8

2013 National Assessment Educational Progress (NAEP)

The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) is the largest national assessment of what our nation’s students know and can
do. NAEP assesses fourth-, eighth-, and twelfth-grade students in subjects such as reading, mathematics, science, and writing. The
reporting of NAEP scores on state report cards is a federal mandate. The results of NAEP are also published as the Nation’s Report Card,
and are available for the nation, states, and, in some cases, urban districts. The NAEP scores on the report card include grades four and
eight 2013 reading and math scores for New Jersey which are the last scores published.For subgroup outcomes, visit :

http://www.nj.gov/education/pr/1314/nacp/naecp8math.html For more information, visit <hitp://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/’>
Grade 8 Math State/Nation | Below Basic Basic Proficient | Advanced
All Students State (NJ) 18 34 33 16
All Students Nation 26 38 27 9
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NJASK Results - Science Grade Level - 04

This table presents the grade level proficiency results, as measured by
NJASK, in Advanced Proficient, Proficient, and Partially Proficient
categories for all appropriate subgroups.

Advanced . Partially
Subgroups Proficient | roficient Proficient

Schoolwide 11% 41% 48%
White - - -
Black 13% 41% 47%
Hispanic 9% 41% 50%
American Indian - - -
Asian - - -
Two or More Races - - -
Students with Disability - - -
Limited English Proficient 0% 27% 73%
Students

Economically Disadvantaged 12% 42% 46%
Students

NCLB suppression rules.

Data is presented for subgroups when the count is high enough under

NJASK Results - Science Grade Level - 08

This table presents the grade level proficiency results, as measured by
NJASK, in Advanced Proficient, Proficient, and Partially Proficient
categories for all appropriate subgroups.

Advanced . Partially
Subgroups Proficient Proficient Proficient

Schoolwide 3% 26% 72%
White - - -
Black 4% 32% 64%
Hispanic 0% 14% 86%
American Indian - - -
Asian - - -
Two or More Races - - -
Students with Disability - - -
Limited English Proficient - - -
Students

Economically Disadvantaged 3% 25% 72%
Students

NCLB suppression rules.

Data is presented for subgroups when the count is high enough under

NEWARK, NJ 07107-3133

This graph presents the grade level outcomes in the categories
of Advanced Proficient, Proficient, and Partially Proficient
over the last four years.

100
80
60
40

20

2013-14

B Partially Proficient

NJASK Proficiency Trends - Science - Grade Level - 08

This graph presents the grade level outcomes in the categories
of Advanced Proficient, Proficient, and Partially Proficient
over the last four years.
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Students in both elementary and middles schools begin to demonstrate college readiness behaviors long before they even enter
high school. Among the behaviors that research has shown to be indicative of success and college and career readiness are regularly
attending school and challenging themselves with rigorous course work. First, the table presents the percentage of students, as
measured against the school’s enrollment in eighth grade, who were reported via NJSMART as being enrolled in Algebra I. The table
also presents the percentage of students who were chronically absent during the prior school year. A chronically absent student is a
student who was not present for any reason for 10% or more of the total days possible for that individual student.

The first column - Schoolwide Performance - represents the outcomes for these particular indicators in this school. The second
column - Peer School Percentile - indicates how the school’s performance compares to its group of peer schools. For example, a school
whose peer school is 65 in Algebra I Enrollment has a higher Algebra I Enrollment than 65% of its peer group. The third column -
Statewide Percentile - indicates how the school’s performance compares to schools across the state. The fourth column - Statewide
Target - provides the statewide targets for each of these indicators. The last column - Met Target? - indicates whether the School
Performance met or exceeded the statewide target.

The Summary row presents the averages of the peer school percentiles, the average of statewide percentiles and the percentage
of statewide targets met.

College and Career Readiness School - Peer Statewide Statewide Met Target?
Indicators Performance Percentile Percentile Target .

Students taking Algebra (%) 0% 0 0 20%

Chronic Absenteeism (%) 0% 100 100 6% |
Summary 50 50 50%

This table presents the percentage of eighth graders who

were reported in the Algebra I course code in NISMART The chart below presents the percentage of students who were
and the percentage of those students who earned a C or absent in each category of absence: 0 absences, 1- 5 absences,
higher in the course. 6 - 10 absences, 11 - 15 absences, and more than 15 absences.
An absence is defined as being ‘not present’ and includes the
2013-14 School days missed regardless of whether they were determined to be
excused or unexcused by the school.
Students taking Algebra 1 0%
Algebra grade (C or better) 0% 100

Chronic Absenteeism Trend

This graph presents the percentage of the enrolled students who
were chronically absent for the past two years.

b
Percent Absent

0 0 0 0
8 0 Absences  1-5 Ab 610 Al 11-15 Ab 15+ Absences
Absences

Percent Students Chronically Absent (%)
S

I 0 Absences

2012-13 200014 #811-15 Absence
DATA_YEAR

1-5 Absences B 6-10 Absences
15+ Absences

14

el



You Are Viewing an Archived Report from the New Jersey State Library

: State of New Jersey
- ) BUHOOL
M%ﬁ@i%%@%@% 2013-14
= - 13-3570-710
STUDENTGROWTH = = : SUSSEX AVENUE SCHOOL BURNET STREET SCHOOL
ESSEX 307 SUSSEX AVE
NEWARK CITY GRADE SPAN PK-08 NEWARK, NJ 07107-3133

This section of the performance report presents data about student growth, utilizing the Student Growth Percentile
Methodology (SGP). SGP creates a measure of how students progressed in grades 4 through 8 in NJ.ASK Language Arts
Literacy and Math when compared to other students with a similar NJ ASK test score history. A short video explalmng the
methodology can be found here: http://www.state.nj.us/education/njsmart/performance/

The first column - Schoolwide Performance - presents the schoolwide median growth score in either Language Arts
Literacy or Math for all students in the school. The second column - Peer Percentile - indicates how the school’s growth
performance compares to its group of peer schools. The third column - Statewide Percentile - indicates how a school compares
to schools across the state. The last column - Met Target? - indicates whether the school’s performance met or exceeded the
target.

The summary row presents the averages of the peer school percentiles, the averages of statewide percentiles, the
percentage of statewide targets met.

Student Growth Indicators Schoolwide Peer Statewide Statewide Met Target?
Performance Percentile Percentile Target
Student Growth on Language Arts 32 10 2
Student Growth on Math 45 52 34
31 18

Student Growth

growth is displayed.

Language Arts

This table presents for all students with growth scores the interaction between their proficiency level on NJASK and their growth
scores. For example, in the top left cell the percentage of students who are both partially proficient AND also demonstrating low

GROWTH GROWTH
Low Typical High Low Typical High
Partially Partially
Proficient 49% 18% 9% Proficient 32% 16% 8%
Proficient 5% 8% 11% Proficient 6% 7% 19%
Advanced Advanced
Proficient 0% 0% 0% Proficient 2% 2% 8%

Low Growth is defined as an Student Growth Percentile score less than 35.
Typical Growth is defined as an Student Growth Percentile score between 35 and 65.
High Growth is defined as a Student Growth Percentile score higher than 65.

2% 2Ng
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ESSEX 307 SUSSEX AVE
NEWARK CITY GRADE SPAN PK-08 NEWARK, NJ 07107-3133

This section of the performance report presents data about the achievement gap that exists within a school -~ as measured
by the difference between the students® scale scores at the 25th and 75th percentile in the school, the so-called Interquartile
Range (IQR). Taken together with an understanding of the overall and average achievement levels in the school, the IQR furthers
an understanding of the range of student outcomes that exist in a school. A school gap smaller than the state gap indicates that
the school’s range of student outcomes is narrower than the state’s while a school gap larger than the state gap indicates that the
school’s range of student outcomes is larger than the state’s.

Grade Level - 03

NJ ASK Language Arts 25th %ile vs 75th%ile
This table presents the scale scores associated with students
at the bottom (Oth percentile), the 25th percentile, the 50th
percentile, the 75th percentile and the top (99th percentile)
of school's distribution.

Grade Level - 03

NJ ASK Math 25th %ile vs 75th%ile

This table presents the scale scores associated with students
at the bottom (Oth percentile), the 25th percentile, the 50th

percentile, the 75th percentile and the top (99th percentile) of
school's distribution.

Percentile School Scale Score | State Scale Score Percentile School Scale Score | State Scale Score
99th 225 300 99th 300 300
75th 201 221 75th 237 268
50th 179 207 50th 200 229
25th 167 188 25th 176 200
0th 142 100 Oth 115 100
Scale Score Gap -| Scale Score Gap - Scale Score Gap -| Scale Score Gap -
School State School State
25th vs 75th Gap 34 33 25th vs 75th Gap 61 68

Grade Level - 04
NJ ASK Language Arts 25th %ile vs 75th%ile

This table presents the scale scores associated with students
at the bottom (Oth percentile), the 25th percentile, the 50th
percentile, the 75th percentile and the top (99th percentile)
of school's distribution.

/
s o~ .

Percentile School Scale Score | State Scale Score Percentile School Scale Score | State Scale Score
99th 212 300 99th 300 300
75th 188 219 75th 221 264
50th 173 202 50th 176 228
25th 156 186 25th 151 195
0th 135 100 Oth 100 100
| Scale Score Gap -| Scale Score Gap - Scale Score Gap -| Scale Score Gap -
School State School State
25th vs 75th Gap 32 33 25th vs 75th Gap 70 69

Grade Level - 04
NJ ASK Math 25th %tile vs 75th%ile

This table presents the scale scores associated with students
at the bottom (Oth percentile), the 25th percentile, the 50th

percentile, the 75th percentile and the top (99th percentile) of
school's distribution.
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P State of New Jersey
B SCHOOL,
PERE 2013-14
Bk
13-3570-710

WITHIN SCHOOL ACHIEVEMENT GAP SUSSEX AVENUE SCHOOL BURNET STREET SCHOOL
ESSEX 307 SUSSEX AVE
NEWARK CITY GRADE SPAN PK-08 NEWARK, NJ 07107-3133

Grade Level - 05

. NJ ASK Language Arts 25th %ile vs 75th%ile
This table presents the scale scores associated with students
at the bottom (Oth percentile), the 25th percentile, the 50th
percentile, the 75th percentile and the top (99th percentile)
of school's distribution.

Percentile School Scale Score | State Scale Score
99th 223 300
75th 189 224
50th 169 206
25th 157 186
Oth 137 100
Scale Score Gap -| Scale Score Gap -
School State
25th vs 75th Gap 32 38

Grade Level - 06
NJ ASK Language Arts 25th %ile vs 75th%ile

This table presents the scale scores associated with students
at the bottom (Oth percentile), the 25th percentile, the 50th
percentile, the 75th percentile and the top (99th percentile)
of school's distribution.

7

Percentile School Scale Score | State Scale Score
99th 235 300
75th 198 230
50th 179 211
25th 162 192
O0th 131 100
Scale Score Gap -| Scale Score Gap -
School State
25th vs 75th Gap 36 38

Grade Level - 05

NJ ASK Math 25th %ile vs 75th %ile
This table presents the scale scores associated with students
at the bottom (Oth percentile), the 25th percentile, the 50th
percentile, the 75th percentile and the top (99th percentile) of
school's distribution.

Percentile School Scale Score | State Scale Score
99th 283 300
75th 231 262
50th 203 235
25th 179 206
Oth 114 100
Scale Score Gap -| Scale Score Gap -
School State
25th vs 75th Gap 52 56

Grade Level - 06

NJ ASK Math 25th %ile vs 75th%ile
This table presents the scale scores associated with students
at the bottom (Oth percentile), the 25th percentile, the 50th
percentile, the 75th percentile and the top (99th percentile) of
school's distribution.

Percentile School Scale Score | State Scale Score
99th 267 300
75th 212 259
50th 194 228
25th 162 201
Oth 124 100
Scale Score Gap -| Scale Score Gap -
School State
25th vs 75th Gap 50 58
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State of New Jersey
2013-14
13-3570-710
WITHIN SCHOOL ACHIEVEMENT GAP SUSSEX AVENUE SCHOOL BURNET STREET SCHOOL
ESSEX 307 SUSSEX AVE
NEWARK CITY GRADE SPAN PK-08 NEWARK, NJ 07107-3133

Grade Level - 07
NJ ASK Math 25th %ile vs 75th%ile

This table presents the scale scores associated with students
at the bottom (Oth percentile), the 25th percentile, the 50th
percentile, the 75th percentile and the top (99th percentile) of

Grade Level - 07
NJ ASK Language Arts 25th %ile vs 75th%ile

This table presents the scale scores associated with students
at the bottom (Oth percentile), the 25th percentile, the 50th
percentile, the 75th percentile and the top (99th percentile)

of school's distribution. school's distribution.
Percentile School Scale Score | State Scale Score Percentile School Scale Score | State Scale Score
99th 233 300 99th 246 300
75th 202 234 75th 208 250
_ 50¢h 178 211 50th 176 214
25th 166 188 25th 151 184
0th 131 100 Oth 115 100
Scale Score Gap -] Scale Score Gap - Scale Score Gap -| Scale Score Gap -
School State School State
25th vs 75th Gap 36 46 25th vs 75th Gap 57 66

Grade Level - 08

NJ ASK Language Arts 25th %ile vs 75th%ile

This table presents the scale scores associated with students
at the bottom (Oth percentile), the 25th percentile, the 50th
percentile, the 75th percentile and the top (99th percentile)
of school's distribution.

Percentile School Scale Score | State Scale Score
99th 258 300
75th 208 238
50th 197 221
25th 176 204
Oth 147 100
Scale Score Gap -| Scale Score Gap -
School State
25th vs 75th Gap 32 34

Grade Level - 08
NJ ASK Math 25th %ile vs 75th %ile

This table presents the scale scores associated with students
at the bottom (Oth percentile), the 25th percentile, the 50th
percentile, the 75th percentile and the top (99th percentile) of
school's distribution. '

Percentile School Scale Score | State Scale Score
99th 300 300
75th 223 259
50th 200 227
25th 157 192
Oth 114 100
Scale Score Gap -| Scale Score Gap -
School State
25th vs 75th Gap 66 67
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‘State of New Jersey
2013-14

R

NJ SCHOOL
e SCE

. 13-3570-710
SUSSEX AVENUE SCHOOL BURNET STREET SCHOOL
) 307 SUSSEX AVE
NEWARK CITY ’ GRADE SPAN PK-08 NEWARK, NJ 07107-3133
Length of Schoel Day Instructional Time
This table presents the amount of time a This table presents the amount of time
school is in session for a typical student on a that a typical student is engaged in
normal school day. instructional  activities under the
supervision of a certified teacher. ;
School ' 2013-14 School
2013-14 6 Hrs. 30 Mins. v Full Time 6 Hrs. 0 Mins.
Shared Time 0 Hrs. 0 Mins.
Student Suspension Rate Student Expulsions
This table presents the percentage of students This table presents the number of students
who were suspended one or more times who were expelled from the school and
during the school year. district during the school year.
School : School
- 0,
2013-14 1.0% 2013-14 0
Student to Staff Ratio
This table presents the count of students per
faculty member or administrator in the school.
All staff are counted in full-time equivalents.
2013-14 School
Faculty 13
Administrators 489

19
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SUSSEX AVENUE SCHOOL BURNET STREET SCHO 13-3570-710

This table presents the list of peer schools in alphabetical order by county name that was created specifically for this school
(highlighted in yellow). Peer schools are drawn from across the state and represent schools that have similar grade configurations
and that are educating students of similar demographic characteristics, as measured by enrollment in Free/Reduced Lunch
Programs, Limited English Proficiency or Special Education Programs.

CDS GRAD

7 v

COUNTY NAME DISTRICT NAME SCHOOL NAME CODE ESPAN FRPL LEP SpED
ATLANTIC EGG HARBOR CITY EGG HARBOR CITY COMMUNITY  01-1300-030 04-08 80.6% 0.8% 25.3%
SCH
CHARTERS GALLOWAY COMMUNITY CSGALLOWAY COMMUNITY 80-6612-912 KG-08 78.7% 0.0% 14.8%
CHARTER SCHOOL
CHARTERS HOPE ACADEMY CS HOPE ACADEMY CHARTER . 80-6740-950 KG-08 88.8% 18.5% 9.8%
SCHOOL
CHARTERS MARIA L. VARISCO-ROGERS MARIA VARISCO ROGERS 80-7735-975 KG-08 83.5% 6.1% 5.7%
Cs CHARTER SCHOOL
CHARTERS VILLAGE CS THE VILLAGE CHARTER SCHOOL  80-8140-990 KG-08 81.1% 0.0% 8.9%
ESSEX CITY OF ORANGE TWP ORANGE PREPARATORY ACADEMY 13-3880-115 08-09 80.4% 7.3% 17.9%
ESSEX EAST ORANGE BENJAMIN BANNEKER ACADEMY  13-1210-093 PK-08 82.6% 6.2% 6.0%
ESSEX EAST ORANGE PATRICK F. HEALY MIDDLE 13-1210-095 06-08 80.6% 0.9% 24.5%
SCHOOL
ESSEX NEWARK CITY DAYTON STREET SCHOOL AT 13-3570-370 PK-08 83.9% 8.0% 14.6%
PESHINE AVENUE
ESSEX NEWARK CITY GEORGE WASHINGTON CARVER  13-3570-435PK-08 81.2% 02% 12.6%
ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
ESSEX NEWARK CITY LAFAYETTE STREET SCHOOL 13-3570-480 PK-08 85.9% 10.2% 9.2%
ESSEX NEWARK CITY LUIS MUNOZ MARIN ELEMENTARY 13-3570-301 PK-08 85.8% 14.1% 22.0%
SCHOOL )
ESSEX NEWARK CITY SPEEDWAY AVENUE SCHOOL 13-3570-690 PK-08 81.1% 0.0% 7.5%
ESSEX NEWARK CITY SUSSEX AVENUE SCHOOL BURNET  13-3570-710 PK-08 85.1% 12.1% 4.38%
* STREET SCHOOL ‘
ESSEX NEWARK CITY WILSON AVENUE SCHOOL 13-3570-750 PK-08 86.3% 19.9% 9.6%
HUDSON EAST NEWARK BORO EAST NEWARK PUBLIC SCHOOL 17-1200-050 PK-08 87.8% 18.1% 12.2%
HUDSON HARRISON TOWN WASHINGTON MIDDLE SCHOOL 17-2060-070 06-08 79.9% 4.8% 17.1%
HUDSON JERSEY CITY EZRA L. NOLAN SCHOOL 17-2390-345 06-08  80.2% 4.4% 29.4%
HUDSON JERSEY CITY JULIA A. BARNES SCHOOL 17-2390-150 PK-08 79.9% 3.9% 17.4%
HUDSON KEARNY TOWN WASHINGTON ELEMENTARY 17-2410-120 PK-08 80.5% 4.0% 14.7%
SCHOOL
MIDDLESEX PERTH AMBOY CITY SAMUEL E. SHULL MIDDLE SCHOOL23-4090-150 05-08 83.5% 12.8% 11.1%
MONMOUTH LONG BRANCH CITY LONG BRANCH MIDDLE SCHOOL  25-2770-060 06-08 79.7% 2.9% 12.9%
PASSAIC PATERSON CITY DR. MARTIN LUTHER KING JR 31-4010-312 KG-08 87.2% 19.3% 13.5%
EDUCATIONAL COMPLEX
PASSAIC PATERSON CITY SCHOOL 10 31-4010-140 PK-08 82.6% 12.5% 10.4%
PASSAIC PATERSON CITY SCHOOL 28 31-4010-310 KG-08 83.8% 10.1% 11.1%
UNION ELIZABETH CITY DR. ALBERT EINSTEIN ACADEMY  39-1320-295 PK-08 83.9% 8.7% 9.7%
SCHOOL NO. 29
UNION ELIZABETH CITY NICHOLAS MURRAY BUTLER 39-1320-260 PK-08 86.6% 15.4% 8.8%
SCHOOL NO. 23
UNION ELIZABETH CITY ROBERT MORRIS SCHOOL NO. 18  39-1320-210 KG-08 85.5% 14.5% 3.7%
UNION ELIZABETH CITY WINFIELD SCOTT SCHOOL NO. 2 39-1320-100 PK-08 85.8% 18.2% 3.6%
UNION ELIZABETH CITY WOODROW WILSON SCHOOL NO. 1939-1320-220 PK-08 85.7% 17.8% 4.6%
UNION PLAINFIELD CITY CLINTON ELEMENTARY SCHOOL  39-4160-110 PK-08 90.0% 27.4% 7.4%
20
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Wendell Steinhauer, NJEA President
Testimony before the Joint Committee on the Public Schools on Newark
March 10, 2015

Good morning. I am Wendell Steinhauer, president of the New Jersey Education
Association. NJEA represents Newark's more than 120 certified school nurses, who
play a vital role in promoting both health and positive educational outcomes for the
children of Newark. Nearly 200 other teachers and school employees in Newark are
also NJEA members.

[ am speaking today on behalf of all of NJEA’s members in Newark, as well as on
behalf of the students in the district who are suffering under the mismanagement of
Superintendent Cami Anderson and her disastrous One Newark plan.

In particular, [ want to share the observations of the nurses, who see every day what
is happening to many of Newark’s most vulnerable children. The nurses report that
even though attendance is down, they are seeing an increase in visits to the health
office. They attribute some of that increase to the more stressful situation students
have been put into as a result of the botched One Newark implementation.

And no wonder students are under tremendous stress. The nurses have observed
the struggle that many children have simply getting to school because they have
been assigned to schools far from their homes. Instead of attending neighborhood
schools, many students are forced to use public transportation to take long trips to
and from school. That problem affects even preschool children as young as 3 and 4
years old. In fact, the nurses report that many parents have pulled their children out
of preschool because of the difficulty of commuting long distances to and from
school with their children, who obviously cannot take public transportation alone.

They note that even as attendance has dropped, the district has cut the number of
attendance counselors, making it more difficult to respond quickly and
appropriately when students miss school. Some nurses have been asked to take
over certain attendance-related duties.

The nurses also report that the elimination of substance abuse counselor positions
has left many students who have psychological and substance abuse issues without
the services they require to function well in school. Additionally, needed services
for students with special needs are being neglected, leading to worse educational
and health outcomes for those children as well.

...over, please
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Despite the increased demand for their services, the nurses also point out that in
some schools, the year began without medical supplies or the ability to get those
supplies. In some cases, the district still has not provided the necessary supplies,
and some nurses have resorted to buying supplies with their own money.

The problems in Newark are not a secret, and it is certainly not only the nurses who
can see them. These issues and many others were well known long before the
misguided decision to renew the Superintendent’s contract and, in fact, to give her a
raise. That decision was an insult to every student, parent and school employee in
Newark who has witnessed the damage she has done during her tenure.

If there was ever an argument for local control of the district, that is it. The state has
imposed a superintendent that the community does not want. The superintendent
has imposed a disastrous district reorganization that parents do not want. And local
leaders, who are accountable to the people of Newark have been denied a voice
when it comes to the education of Newark’s children.

It is time for a change. I urge the members of this committee, and the entire
Legislature, to apply whatever pressure you can to end the mistreatment of
Newark’s students.

It is time for the Superintendent to go. She’s done too much damage already.

It is time to return to a focus on public education instead of privatization. Newark
doesn’t need more charter schools. It needs successful, supported neighborhood
schools that meet the needs of every child.

It is time to return the Newark schools to local control, before the state’s
mismanagement does any more harm. After more than 20 years, it's long past time
to admit that the state has failed. It’s time to put the needs of children ahead of the

ambitions of those currently calling the shots in Newark’s schools.

Please do everything you can to bring about a new day in Newark. The students
there are relying on you to be their advocates.

Thank you.
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STATEMENT OF
Donna Johnson-Thompson
Executive Director
Newark Day Center
43 Hill Street
Newark, New Jersey 07102

973 643-5710

Submitted To:

Members of the Joint Committee on the Public Schools
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The Newark Early Childhood Coalition engaged the Newark Public school Staff in efforts to
understand the justification and the process for incorporating the private providers in the one
Newark Universal Enrollment Initiative. We are aware that as established the Newark Public
schools current enrollment system needs some refinement, but we need to ensure that we
are refining the areas that have displayed challenges. This year’s Universal Enroliment
System with in- district Pre-K has added challenges that did not exist in the past and we do
not want those issues to become a problem for community —based providers. The school
district’s response was rich in describing the process of engaging private providers but poor in
addressing the concerns of the providers. The district’s relationship with the private early
childhood providers has deteriorated from the partnership established in the initial days to

that of competitors for funding and students.

Families have shared that the current system is not equitable. The Universal Enroliment
System forces families to align with the system and its algorithm versus allowing the system
to align with the families. Families should not be shuffled around to make schools equitable;
school staff should be shuffled to meet the needs of Newark’s families. The district had a
difficult time placing its current families in the public school system; what assurance do we
have as private providers that they will have adequate arrangements to place thousands of
additional children. Why are they trying to fix a system that is currently working for families
and providers? What data if any does the district have to prove that UES is best for. families
and that it truly provides parent choice? Many families did not receive their first choice and
while they may have received other choices, siblings were placed in separate schools which

were not close in distance causing a major disruption in the lives of the families.

The distraction of the UES has ignored many fundamental issues such as adequate funding for
preschool, the district’s plan for Pre-K, as well as the use of the inclusion dollars for pre-k
budgets. These issues have not been addressed. The district feels that the UES process is the
solution. If they revisit their own data they will see that in its current state it is not the
solution for children and families in Newark, New Jersey. The posture of our current

superintendent seems to be undemocratic she seems to work behind the philosophy of” do it
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because | said so”, this is without regard to the students and their families. This attitude is
not the working relationship that is needed in Newark. Nothing will be accomplished until
parents, families; private providers and Newark citizens are seen as effective partners

working together with the school district for the betterment of all students.

Thank-you

Donna Johnson-Thompson, Ed.D

Newark Day Center

Executive Director

Member of the Executive Committee of the Newark Early Childhood Coalition
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THE NEWARK PUBLIC SCHOOLS
Office of Curriculum Services
2 Cedar Street
Newark, New Jersey 07102-3091

Cami Anderson Phone: 973-733-8171 David C. Hespe
State District Superintendent Commissioner of Education

Dr. Caleb Perkins
Special Assistant to the Superintendent

January 13, 2015

Ms. Donna J ohnson-Thompson
Newark Day Care Center

43 Hill St

Newark, New Jersey 07102

Dear Ms. J ohnson-Thompson,

Thank you for taking the time over the past few months to meet and discuss the best way to connect
families with opportunities for early childhood education in our city. This letter is in response to points
raised during these conversations, and the letter to Superintendent Anderson regarding the proposed
changes to our enrollment center that the Newark Early Childhood Coalition sent on December 22",
2014.

Newark’s education system has embarked on a series of exciting and needed changes. These changes are
due in large part to the One Newark plan- which brings together leaders, advocates, educators, and friends .
across educational organizations to ensure that all Newark students attend excellent schools.

A central tenet of the One Newark partnership is the new Universal Enrollment System. Historically,
having separate Newark Public Schools (NPS) and private provider enrollment Systems present the
following difficulties:

® Families lack a centralized tool to learn about all program options, compare program quality, and
choose the best fit for their student;

® Without a defined way to figure out alternate options, families who do not get a seat at their first
choice may decide not to send their student to school at all. Otherwise, the family must
individually determine where space is still available, which is time-consuming and inefficient for
parents;

¢ Families who are new to Newark are at a distinet disadvantage. These newcomers are often
unknown and thus are missed by individual provider recruitment efforts. They then do not have a
resource that shows all available seats at all locations, thus empowering them to make the best
choice for their student;

*  Families may enroll at multiple sites, to be certain of a placement, and then ultimately attend only
one, which complicates school planning. Multiple enrollments hurt all sites’ counts.

While all of us - public district and providers - have done our best to meet the needs of families to date,
the process still needs improvement. Under the current student enrollment systems, families cannot
priotitize their choice of Pre-K site nor have equal access to an excellent Newark Pre-K site. Since last
fall, we have talked with you to begin to create a better enrollment experience for families. We believe
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that the Universal Enrollment process is the solution, and few actions could be more powerful for
advancing a common provider-district agenda in Newark than to participate in this system.

Newark's Universal Enrollment solution will ensure:

. Choice: All families have the opportunity to choose the Pre-K program that best meets
their needs by ranking schools that they believe will best serve their own children
o Equity & Access: A preference system that ensures all families can take into account

geography and other factors in their decision; and that ensures students in need of
additional support are served by all schools equitably. Moreover, all schools and centers
in Newark are held to a common standard of equity and access for all students.

o Efficiency: A single, fair, user-friendly application breaks down barriers so that all
families have the opportunity to apply to high quality schools of their choice.

° Clarity: All families receive clear and consistent information about all schools in
Newark- and private providers - through events and open houses on a shared citywide
timeline.

° Family Support: Families voice concerns and receive support at our Enrollment Center to
ensure their students secure enrollment at a school that meets their needs.

° Transparency & Ease: Families only have one set of rules and processes, timeline, and
application to manage.

° Improved Planning & Coordination: All Pre-K providers can rely on enrollment results
for planning and budgeting, as students are not holding seats at multiple sites.

° Provider Support: All Pre-K. providers will be provided with registration assistance

during the Universal Enrollment process, increasing providers® opportunities to advertise
their seats and ensuring registration processes are completed efficiently and effectively.
Providers will also receive additional support to help them with registration.

It is also important to note that Pre-K sites in Newark have already demonstrated a willingness to
collaborate on recruitment and registration. The Preferred Provider designation helps direct families of
special-needs students to those sites that can best serve them. Currently, providers informally work
together to identify available alternate seats for families that they cannot accommodate, including through
referrals made by the NPS Enrollment Center. Moreover, our common requirements for registration
simplify the information we ask families to provide. Universal Enrollment builds on this existing
collaboration to further simplify the process and improve the information available to families.

Since the beginning of November, NPS has engaged with private providers through a series of one-on-one
meetings and forums to gain insight-into geveloping an enrollment-experience that will help Newark
families. The following summarizes these efforts:

o October 23" 2013: Initial Directors Leadership Institute (DLI) presentation to private providers
on the expansion of the Universal Enrollment System (UES) to Pre-K..

o March 11%, 2014: NPS met with the Pre-K Executive Committee and discussed the expansion of
UES.

o November 5-7, 2014: NPS started one-on-one meetings and conversations with several individual
providers regarding UES.

o November 19" 2014: NPS hosted an in-depth discussion with all providers on how UES would
work. NPS also invited members to join the UES Task Force — several expressed interest in
participating.
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e December 16", 2014: NPS again met with the private providers to share responses to the
questions they raised on November 19™ and discuss next steps. NPS also sent out an invite for
the Enrollment Task Force.

e December 22™, 2014: NPS attended a meeting convened by the Pre-K private providers to share
additional information from the 12/16 meeting.

We are now at a critical turning point. We believe that the Universal Enrollment process will help Newark
families see the very real benefits for their students. More importantly, your insights will help us to make
the process truly responsive to pre-K needs. We believe that our revised timeline, in which Pre-K
applications are delayed until late-April (Round 2), gives us ample time to incorporate your insights and
suggestions for improvement. To this end, we have already started to meet weekly with the Pre-K
Enrollment Task Force, established in December 2014, and address the concerns raised in your letter and
in the meetings we have had, including the role of family workers in the registration process, data on how
the algorithm affects non-NPS sites, and Head Start pre-certification. I am grateful to all those who have
committed time to participate in these gatherings and to help move this process forward.

We look forward to continuing this engagement and seeing the positive execution of Universal
Enrollment come to fruition. If there is any additional information you need or any concerns you have,
please contact me at any time.

Thank you for your continued support,
it /{_,__,
“ Caleb Pérkins, Ph.D.

Special Assistant to the Superintendent

C: David C. Hespe, Commissioner
Tim Matheny, Chief Intervention Officer
Ellen C. Wolock, Director of Early Childhood Education
Cami Anderson, State District Superintendent
Samantha Lott-Velez, Interim Director of Early Childhood Education
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2 10th
Anniversary

Dy Maisha Amen
Board President

Dr. BONNA JOHNSONCTIZOMPSON
Executive Director

January 29, 2015

Caleb Perkins Ph.D.

Special Assistant to the Superintendent
Newark Public Schools

Office of Curriculum Services

2 Cedar Street

Newark, NJ 07102-3091

Dear Mr. Perkins;

| am in receipt of your letter dated January 13, 2015. | feel that your letter has many misleading
statements. | will address each issue that | feel is a conflict.

Misleading statements

Families lack a centralized tool to learn about all program options, compare program quality and choose
best fit for their students

Currently:

e OEC collaborates with private providers to offer City wide marketing, recruitment and
enroliment strategies. The Universal Enroliment System does not offer that. It only markets
enroliment procedures. Each school is still responsible for their marketing and recruitment.

e Parents have one number where they can call to get information on schools with openings and
can go directly to those schools to enroll and register. UES requires them to go to one location.
Travel can be inconvenient for families with small children who have to take public
transportation. _

e The best way to determine program quality and best-fits in pre-k is by visiting the school site. A
high-quality program is not measured by test scores. More importantly is the complete program
quality. GROWNI kids will provide that lens but it is still in its pilot stages.

43 Hill Street Newark, New Jersey 07102 Ph 973-643-3710 FX 973-643-0254
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The family must individually determine where space is still available, which is time-consuming and
inefficient for parents.

Currently:

Parents do not have to fill out an application online or in a school to enroll their children and
then wait a month before they hear if their child is accepted. Enrollment and registration
happens on the spot.

If a family’s first choice is not available, parents can call one number to determine where there
are openings without leaving their homes. During the call, they receive additional school
options and are able to reach out to those schools directly without enduring the waiting-lists call
backs or the appeal process.

Families who are new to Newark are at a disadvantage...they do not have a resource that shows all
available seats at all locations, thus empowering them to make the best choice for their student

Currently:

Parents can call one number 973-733-6234 to get a list of all the schools with availability. OEC
staff is on site to guide parents in school options and best fits without the parent having to leave
their home. The parent is allowed to make the decision which school he/she would like to visit
versus the algorithm. Handouts with a list of school options are available at all schoof locations
as well as posted on the OEC website. This is a lot easier than having to go to the enroliment
center which is located in the Central Ward.

Parents cannot prioritize their choice of a Pre-K site nor have equal access to an excellent Newark Prek

site

Currently:

Parents are allowed to prioritize their choices. Parents are the only ones who make the choice regarding
what school their child attends unlike the UES in which the algorithm makes the decision and matches
the students. While the message may be that families have choice, we as providers feel that the real
choice is made with the algorithm which has yet to be shared.

NPS has engaged with private providers through a series of one on one meetings and forums to gain
insight into developing an enrollment experience that will help Newark families.

Currently:

-]

The Oct 2013 and March 2014 meetings were not about Universal Enroliment for all pre-k.
Those meetings focused on our pre-k students who were entering kindergarten.

The other meetings were information sessions that resulted in more confusion as NPS was not
able to answer our questions related to processes. We were given a lot of promises about what
they would do but we never received any processes to vet.

The district did not allow us to share in the development of the agenda’s. They simply came in
with an agenda aimed at being able to prove they met with us. We never addressed the agenda
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items because NPS could never clearly answer our questions around the process and how it
would inciude our input. It was made very clear that this was going to happen rather we liked it
or not. You stated that this was mandatory.

Our Position:

Nov 19* — The superintendent and her team gave an overview of the system and their
plan to include community-based providers

Dec 16" — Coalition Representatives showed up to share that the providers were not
comfortable with the process in its current state and wanted to wait until the SY 2015-
16. Some providers were called in after that announcement and we shared with NPS
represeniatives our concerns and questions about the system.

Dec 22" — Providers shared that we did not want to participate. We were lead 1o
believe that NJDOE and Ellen Wolock was in support of the UES.

We are aware that our current enrollment system can use some refinement but we need to ensure that
we are refining the areas that have displayed challenges. This year’s UES with in- district pre-k has
added challenges that did not exist in the past and we do not want those same issues to become a
problem for community-based providers.

Enroliment reduction- NPS Pre-K classrooms have seen a decline in enrollment even
though Newark Preschool Council lost 300 seats to the district’s Head Start grant. NP3
was still unable to fill their seats while students sat at home unmatched. Many of those
families reached out to Community Providers and we able to place some of them in our
Centers.

Choice — Many families did not get their first choice and while they may have received
other choices, siblings were placed in separate schools, that were not close in distance,
causing a major disruption in families’ lives. Many students did not attend kindergarten
the first weeks of school because they had to go back to the enroliment center to
appeal or find other solutions.

Equity and Access- Families have shared that the current system is not equitable. UES
forces families to align with the system and its algorithm versus allowing the system to
align with the families. Families should not be shuffled around to make schools
equitable; school staff should be shuffled to meet the needs of Newark’s families. The
current system is not about family choice; it is ultimately about school choice.

Clarity- The media and the feedback we received from families made it very clear that
families did not have clarity.

Family Support- The district had a hard time placing its current families; what assurance
do we have that they will have adequate staff to place thousands of additional children.
As providers we will suffer as NPS pull our supports from us (OEC staff) to assist with
their enrollment system.

improved Planning and Coordination- This year’s NPS Enroliment reduction does not
prove that the district will improve our planning and coordination. We need to see
them be successful in their pilot before community-based providers are brought on
board.

Provider Support- The district has insinuated that they will provide us with support for
registration, but has yet to solidify what their supports will be. Do they even support
their own schools with registration? 1t is our understanding that each school has

?{’7\«1



You Are Viewing an Archived Report from the New Jersey State Library

conducted their own registration and that the systems were conflicted leaving
classrooms under-enrolled. Again, we will hope that any support they promise will not
result in them pulling the supports currently offered with the OEC staff.

e Pending Head Start Grants- Many of us have applied for the Head Start Grant. This
system will compromise our enroliment as it has compromised the enroliment of in-
district locations. While the district states that it will ensure that the Head Start
enrollment process will be a part of UES, we will not know who the Head Start grantees
will be until July or August. Therefore, it is best that we wait until that is determined so
we can ensure the system matches families to the right schools.

The district has stated, “the Universal Enroliment process is the solutions...” UES, in its current state, is
not the solution. We are open to innovative ideas, but we need assurance that it will not compromise
the success of our programs.

N\ A

\ 7
//me/ﬁ/\
na Johnson—'ffh' mpson Ed.D ™
Executive Director

Cc: David Hespe, Commissioner
Tim Matheny, Chief Intervention Officer
Ellen C. Wolock, Director of Early Childhood Education
Cami Anderson, State District Superintendent
Samantha Lott-Velez, Interim Director of Early Childhood Education
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Mark Weber .

Testimony before the Joint Committee on the Public Schools
New Jersey Legislature

Tuesday, March 10, 2015

INTRODUCTION

(Slide 1)

Good morning. My name is Mark Weber; I am a New Jersey public school teacher, a
public school parent, a member of the New Jersey Education Association, and a
doctoral student in Education Theory, Organization, and Policy at Rutgers
University’s Graduate School of Education.

Last year, I was honored to testify before this committee regarding research I and
others had conducted on One Newark, the school reorganization plan for the
Newark Public Schools. Dr. Bruce Baker, my advisor at Rutgers and one of the
nation’s foremost experts on school finance and policy, joined me in writing three
briefs in 2014 questioning the premises of One Newark. Dr. Joseph Oluwole, a
professor of education law at Montclair State University, provided a legal analysis of
the plan in our second brief.

I would like to state for the record that neither myself, Dr. Baker, nor Dr. Oluwole
received any compensation for our efforts, and our conclusions are solely our own
and do not reflect the views of our employers or any other organization.

Our research a year ago led us to conclude that there was little reason to believe One
Newark would lead to better educational outcomes for students. There was little
empirical evidence to support the contention that closing or reconstituting schools
under One Newark’s “Renew School” plan would improve student performance.
There was little reason to believe converting district schools into charter schools
would help students enrolled in the Newark Public Schools (NPS). And we were
concerned that the plan would have a racially disparate impact on both staff and
students.

In the year since my testimony, we have seen a great public outcry against One
Newark. We've also heard repeated claims made by State Superintendent Cami
Anderson and her staff that Newark’s schools have improved under her leadership,
and that One Newark will improve that city’s system of schools.

To be clear: it is far too early to make any claims, pro or con, about the effect of One
Newark on academic outcomes; the plan was only implemented this past fall.
Nevertheless, after an additional year of research and analysis, it remains my
conclusion that there is no evidence One Newark will improve student outcomes.
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Further, after having studied the effects of “renewal” on the eight schools selected
by State Superintendent Anderson for interventions in 2012, it is my conclusion that
the evidence suggests the reforms she and her staff have implemented have not only
failed to improve student achievement in Newark; they have had a racially disparate
impact on the NPS certificated teaching and support staff. )

Before I begin, I'd like to make a point that will be reiterated throughout my
testimony: my analysis and the analyses of others actually raise more questions
than they answer. But it shouldn’t fall to independent researchers such as me or the
scholars [ work with to provide this committee or other stakeholders with
actionable information about Newark’s schools.

Certainly, we as scholars stand ready to provide assistance and technical advice; but
the organization that should be testing the claims of NPS and State Superintendent

“Anderson is the New Jersey Department Of Education. The students and families of
Newark deserve nothing less than a robust set of checks and balances to ensure that
their schools are being properly managed.

(Slide 2)

One Newark can be thought of as containing four components: the expansion of
charter schools; a “renewal” program for schools deemed to be underperforming; a
system of consumer “choice,” where families select schools from a menu of public
and charter options; and continuing state control of the district.

This last component is clearly a necessary precondition for the first three. Given the
community outcry against State Superintendent Anderson and One Newark, it’s safe
to say that none of the other three components would have been implemented were
it not for continuing state control.

The critical questions I ask about these components are simple: do they work, are
there unintended consequences from their implementation, and is One Newark
being properly monitored and evaluated? Let me start by addressing the expansion
of charter schools in Newark.

CHARTER SCHOOLS

(Slide 3)

This past fall, I authored a report on New Jersey charter school demographics with

Dr. Julia Sass Rubin of the Bloustein School of Planning and Public Policy at Rutgers
University. This report was commissioned by the Daniel Tanner Foundation.! Using
publicly available data, we found that Newark’s charter schools, like charter schools

1 Weber, M., Sass Rubin, ]. (2014). New Jersey Charter Schools: A Data Driven View, Part I —
Enrollments and Student Demographics. http:/ /www.saveourschoolsnj.org/ nj-charter-school-data/
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throughout the state, serve a different population of students on average than their
host districts.

(Slide 4)

This slide, from my first report with Dr. Rubin, shows that Newark’s charter sector
serves fewer students eligible for free lunch, a proxy measure for economic
disadvantage. Charters serve very few Limited English Proficient (LEP) students,
fewer boys, and a substantially different racial profile of students than NPS’s
schools.

This disparity in student populations has been acknowledged by State
Superintendent Anderson herself, who said last fall: “I'm not saying they [the
charter schools] are out there intentionally skimming, but all of these things are
leading to a higher concentration of the neediest kids in fewer [district] schools.”2
The data does, indeed, back up the State Superintendent’s claim.

(Slide 5)

Another important difference between charter and district schools is the proportion
of special education students they serve. Overall, no charter school serves as large a
proportion of special needs students as NPS. Yes, there is variation between the
district schools, but this is to be expected: some NPS schools specialize in serving
students with particular learning disabilities.

(Slide 6)

In 2011, the NJDOE commissioned a report that outlined the costs of serving
students with a variety of learning disabilities.? The costs of Specific Learning
Disabilities (SLDs) and Speech/Language Impairments (SPL) were found to be low
compared to other impairments. As this graph shows, Newark’s charter schools
serve proportionately more students with low-cost disabilities compared to NPS.*

This is both a cost and logistical burden on NPS that the charter schools do not
share. As we shall see, this difference likely has a profound effect on school finances
in Newark.

(Slide 7)

2 http: //www.njspotlight.com /stories/14/11/13 /opinion-was-it-somethin

charter-schools/
3 http: //www.state.nj.us/education/finance/sereport.pdf

4 For a complete discussion of this methodology and the issues with suppressed data, see Appendix B
here: http: //www.saveourschoolsnj.org/save /corefiles /wp-content/uploads/2014/10/N]J-Charter-

School-Report 10.29.2014.pdf
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The following graphs come from analyses that will be presented in an upcoming
report on New Jersey charter school finances, authored by myself and Dr. Sass
Rubin, to be released later this year. According to NJDOE data, Newark charter -
schools do, on average, spend less per pupil than NPS schools. However, charters
spend less on student support services, and far more on administration. We must
ask, at a time when New Jersey is under great budgetary stress, whether it is
prudent to replicate independently managed schools within the same city,
particularly when their administrative costs are so high.

(Slide 8)

Data from NJDOE'’s “Taxpayers Guide to Education Spending” (TGES) shows that the
budgetary costs per pupil - the Department’s preferred metric for comparing
education spending across districts> — are greater at NPS than the Newark charter
sector as a whole. This trend is seen in cities across the state.

(Slide 9)

However, we must once again remember that district schools serve a different
population of students than charter schools. These special education figures comes
from the TGES; again, in Newark there is a substantial gap between the percentage
of special needs students in the charters and in NPS schools. Undoubtedly, this
affects per pupil spending costs.

(Slide 10)

This slide shows the differences in spending on student support services between
charter schools and district schools. Support services include attendance, social
work, health, guidance, educational media/school library, child study team, and so
on. These are precisely the sorts of services we would expect to be provided more
extensively by schools that serve larger populations of at-risk, special needs, and
LEP students.

As in every other city, NPS far outspends its city’s charter sector on these services.
NPS spends $3,963 more per pupil on support services than the charter sector as a
whole. Clearly, the responsibility NPS has to educate more students with more
costly disabilities relative to the charter schools is affecting school finances in
Newark.

This begs a question: where else do Newark’s charter schools spend their money?

(Slide 11)

5 hitp: //www.state.nj.us/education/guide/2014/intro.pdf (see p. 4)
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This slide gives us.a clue. Newark’s charter sector spends, on average, $1,795 more
per pupil on administrative costs. Again, it is possible that Newark’s charters simply
can’t leverage the economies of scale NPS schools can. But there is another possible
explanation:

(Slide 12)

Newark’s charters spend, on average, $1,098 more per pupil on administrative
salaries than NPS. Again, this is typical of the trend across the state.

(Slide 13)

This raises the question of efficiency: are charters actually more efficient than
district schools? In other words: given differences in student characteristics and
available resources, which schools achieve the best test-based outcomes? Which
schools really “do more with less”?

(Slide 14)

Dr. Bruce Baker has created a model, using a standard statistical technique called a
linear regression, that allows for the comparison of efficiencies between Newark
charter schools and NPS schools. Dr. Baker explains this model in a series of brlefs
you can find links in my written testimony.6

Basically, this method of comparison uses several inputs - special education
percentages, free-lunch eligibility, staffing costs per pupil, and school size - to “hold
all things constant.” In other words, Dr. Baker’s model attempts balance the scales
for schools that serve more special need students, or more at-risk students, or spend
less on staff, so that these schools aren’t disadvantaged in a comparison of test-
based outputs. This, then, is a statistical model that makes comparisons fair.

(Slide 15)

With Dr. Baker’s permission, | have annotated his work here. The red bars represent
Newark charter schools; the blue bars are NPS schools. I've further modified the
graph so the “Renew Schools,” which [ will discuss shortly, are in light blue.

The schools with bars that point upward are schools that are “more efficient”: given
their student populations, their spending on staff, and their size, they produce better
growth on student test scores than we would predict.

6 Research Note: On Student Growth & the Productivity of New Jersey Charter Schools

https://njedpolicy.files.wordpress.com /2015 /01 /bbaker-njcharters-20151.pdf

Research Note On Student Growth & the Productivity of New Jersey Charter Schools
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The schools with bars that point downward are schools that are “less efficient”:
given their student populations, their spending on staff, and their size, they produce
lower growth on student test scores than we would predict.

How does the charter sector fare overall? Certainly, some charters do well. But
Robert Treat Academy, often touted in news reports as one of the highest
performing charter schools in the city, is a relatively poor performer in this
efficiency model. TEAM Academy, affiliated with the national charter management
organization KIPP and often cited as another high-performing school, is quite
average in this comparison.

Let me be clear: neither Dr. Baker nor I would ever claim that this analysis should be
used as the final word on which schools perform well and which do not. As we shall
see next, there are many other factors, not included in this model, which can affect
test score growth.

What is evident here, however, is that the simplistic claim that charter schools “do
more with less” is a gross mischaracterization of a highly complex interaction
between student characteristics, resources, and test-based results. Simple claims
that allowing charter schools to expand will lead to more great schools in Newark
are just not warranted. :

(Slide 16)

I mentioned that Dr. Baker’s model does not account for many factors that may
explain the relative successes of certain Newark charter schools. One of those
factors is attrition. There has been quite a bit written about this issue, so I'd like to
make sure we get our terms straight before we look at this factor.

“Cohort attrition” is the year-over-year loss of students at a school within the same
grade level. If, for example, a school enrolls 100 fifth grade students in 2014, and
then 90 sixth grade students in 2015, that is a cohort attrition rate of 10 percent.

The role of student attrition in explaining charter school outcomes has been a
source of national debate.” Admittedly, it is impossible to get precise estimations of
the effects of cohort attrition without student level data.

(Slide 17)

Even though we have incomplete data, however, we can look at it to discern
whether there is enough evidence to warrant an investigation. Here is the cohort
attrition for the Class of 2014 at NPS schools, TEAM Academy Charter School, and

7 See: http:/ /www.ibo.n'Vc.nv.us /iboreports/2014attritioncharterpublic html
https: / /fullerlook.wordpress.com /2012 /08/23 /tx ms charter study/

http:/ /escholarship.org/uc/item/0vs9d4fr
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North Star Academy Charter School. The graph shows how the number of students
declines each year for the grade level that was on track to graduate in the spring of
2014, starting in Grade 5. Each year shows the number of enrolled students in that
class as a percentage of students enrolled in Grade 5 back in 2006-07.

NPS’s Class of 2014 was 76 percent of the size it was back when it was enrolled in
Grade 5 in 2006-07. In contrast, TEAM’s Class of 2014 was only 59 percent of its size
by it senior year; North Star’s was only 56 percent of its Grade 5 size.

(Slide 18)

To be fair, this class was somewhat unusual for TEAM. While its cohort attrition for
the Class of 2013 was still greater than NPS’s, the gap between the two systems was
not as great as with the Class of 2014. North Star, however, only retained 43 percent
of its original class size.

(Slide 19)

The question we should ask is whether this attrition affects test score outcomes: are
low performers leaving charter schools, helping to boost their average test scores?
Again, we need student-level data to answer this question; however, we can look at
publicly available data for some interesting clues.

(Slide 20)

This graph superimposes cohort attrition for the Class of 2018 - the last class for
which we have NJASK Grade 8 data - with average scale scores for each year’s
NJASK English Language Arts (ELA) test. Note that North Star starts with higher
scale scores for this class in Grade 5 than NPS; however, the gap increases as the size
of North Star’s cohort shrinks. The NPS Class of 2018 cohort, in contrast, barely
changes during this time.

The critical question then is this: were students who left North Star a drag on the
school’s average test scores? Does the school retain high performers while lower
performers leave? Again, there is no way to know without individual student data;
however, there is, in my opinion, more than enough evidence for the NJDOE to begin
a serious investigation into the role of cohort attrition on test score outcomes.

RENEW SCHOOLS

(Slide 21)

I'd like to turn my attention now to the next component of the One Newark plan:
“Renew” schools. In March of 2012, State Superintendent Anderson announced a

A/ v
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plan that would, among other reforms, require all staff members at eight NPS
schools to reapply for their jobs.8

The wholesale turnover of a teaching staff is known as “reconstitution.” While not all
teachers were necessarily replaced in the plan, our analysis indicates there was a
significant change in the staff of the eight Renew schools. ‘

My review of the research shows that there is no evidence that reconstitution is a
consistently successful strategy for improving schools. In fact, reconstitution can
often be risky, leading to students enrolling in schools that underperform compared
to where they were previously enrolled. ’

(Slide 22)

In December of 2014, the Alliance for Newark Public Schools published a report? by
Dr. Leonard Pugliese, regional vice-president of the American Federation of School
Administrators and a faculty member at Montclair State University. This table is
from that report.

Dr. Pugliese found that, in most cases, the passing rates on NJASK tests for the
Renew schools actually decreased over the two years of their renewal.

(Slide 24)

Extending this work, I examined the Renew schools through several other lenses.
Revisiting Dr. Baker’s efficiency model, I changed the parameters to only look at
school outputs over the last two school years. Obviously, it is too early to make
definitive conclusions about the efficacy of the Renew strategy; however, this early
look shows that there is no consistent pattern of Renew schools demonstrating any
more efficiency, as a group, than the rest of Newark’s schools.

(Slide 24)

Further: in their first year of “renewal.” the eight schools showed, on average, a
sharp drop in their median Student Growth Percentile (mSGP) scores compared to
the rest of NPS’s schools. This slide shows the drop in ELA mSGP scores for the
Renew schools. It is worth noting that SGPs compare students - and, consequently,
schools - to other students with similar test score histories. In other words, the
bounce back up in mSGP in year two of renewal does not likely indicate a return to
where the schools were before renewal, because the schools are now being

8 http: //www.nj.com/news/index.ssf/2012 /05 /principals selected for 8 stru.html

9 An Analysis Of The Effectiveness Of The Conversion Of Eight Newark, New Jersey Public Elementary
Schools Into Renew Schools As Measured By School-Wide Student Pass Rates On The LAL And Math
Sections Of The New Jersey Assessment Of Skills And Knowledge (NJASK]) Test

http://afsaadmin.org/wp-content/uploads/2014 /12 /Renew-Newark-Report.pdf
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compared to lower-performing schools. It is, likely, easier for the Renew schools to
show growth, because their growth was low in year one of renewal.

(Slide 26)

Here we see the same pattern for Math mSGP scores. Again, the bounce in year 2
likely indicates that it is easier for Renew schools to now show growth as their new
comparison schools are lower performing.

(Slide 26)

Test-based outcomes were not the only changes at the Renew schools. My analysis
of NJDOE staffing data shows several remarkable trends after renewal. The average
experience of the staff at these schools, following reconstitution, declined
significantly, and the percentage of staff with less than three years of experience
increased. '

(Slide 27)

The average of teacher experience before renewal was 14.8 years; after renewal,
average experience dropped to 11.1 years, and stayed roughly the same in the next
year.

(Slide 28)

Before renewal, 11% of teachers had less than three years of experience; after
renewal, 26% of teachers were similarly inexperienced. The research consensus is
clear: teachers gain most in effectiveness during their first few years of teaching.1?
The large increase in novice teachers likely made the overall teaching corps for the
Renew schools less effective.

(Slide 29)

Experience, however, was not the only change in staff characteristics following
renewal. In the program’s first year, the percentage of black teachers at these
schools dropped substantially. Keep in mind that most of the Renew schools serve a
majority black student population.

A recent article in the peer-reviewed journal Urban Education reviews the literature
and concludes that black students benefit from having teachers of their own race.1!

10 htip: //www.urban.org/uploadedpdf/1001455-impact-teacher-experience.pdf
11 Cann, C.N. (2015). “What School Movies and TFA Teach Us About Who Should Teach Urban Youth:

Dominant Narratives as Public Pedagogy.” Urban Education, 50(3) 288-315.
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While there is no indication that the change in the racial composition of the Renew
schools’ staffs was deliberate, there may still have been unintended consequences.

(Slide 30)

This graph shows the student populations for the eight Renew schools; all but one
have majority black student populations. In those seven, at least 75% of the student
body is black.

(Slide 31)

And yet, in the first year of renewal, the proportion of black teachers declined by
seven percentage points.

What did “renewal” ultimately mean for these schools? Intentionally or not, it meant
fewer black teachers with experience - this in schools with large proportions of
black students. It also meant a significant drop in growth scores, and a decline in
proficiency on state tests.

Again: it is too early to come to a definitive conclusion about the efficacy of the
Renew schools program. All early indications, however, are not promising.

ONE NEWARK and “CHOICE”

(Slide 32)

I turn now to the third component of One Newark: school “choice.” The One Newark
plan called for students and families to choose their schools from a menu of charter
and district schools, using a single application. I won’t recount the many problems
with this application system - nor the subsequent staffing, transportation, and
logistical problems - as those have been well reported in the press.

I will, however, refer to a classic economics paper from George Akerlof titled “The
Market for ‘Lemons’: Quality Uncertainty and the Market Mechanism.” Akerlof used
the used car market to explain that a consumer model only works when there is
adequate and impartial information available to consumers. Without this
information, consumers are not only likely to fall victim to unscrupulous providers;
providers of quality goods are less likely to enter the market.

(Slide 33)

A market system of choice for schools, then, requires that families have high-quality
information about the schools they are choosing. NPS attempted to provide that
information on the One Newark application, labeling schools at three different tiers.
“Falling Behind” schools are those that allegedly lag in student outcomes. “On the
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Move” schools are supposedly improving in their performance; “Great” schools
supposedly serve their student well.

It is reasonable to think that Newark’s families leaned heavily on this application
when making their school choices. But what was NPS actually measuring? Were they
taking into account the differences in student populations when ]udglng test score
outcomes?

(Slide 34)

To judge this, | conducted an analysis using a linear regression model, and published
the results in a brief this past spring.12 By using a statistics tool to “hold all things
equal,” I'm able to show which schools performed above or below where we would
predict them to be, given their student populations.

Logically, we would expect the “Falling Behind” schools to perform below
prediction, and the “Great” schools to perform above. In fact, however, the ratings
are all over the map: there are “great” schools that under-perform, and “Falling
Behind” schools that over-perform.

This question, then, is how NPS was judging whether schools were “Great,” “On the
Move,” or “Falling Behind"?

(Slide 35)

This graph gives us a clue. “Great” schools have fewer free lunch eligible students,
fewer boys, fewer black students, and fewer students with special needs. The One
Newark application, arguably, wasn’t evaluating the effectiveness of a school; it was,
instead, judging the characteristics of its student population.

I would argue this is not the sort of information that a family needs when making a
school choice. No school should be penalized simply because it serves a dlfferent
student populatlon

CONCLUSION
(Slide 36)
Today, I will admit that I have raised more questions than I could answer. The truth

is that the body that should be bringing you the information you need is the New
Jersey Department of Education. The appropriate role of the Department is to

12 Weber, M. (2014). “Buyer Beware: One Newark and the Market For Lemons.” NJ Education Policy
Forum. https://njedpolicy.wordpress.com/2014/05 /23 /buyer-beware-one-newark-and-the-

market-for-lemons/
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provide the data and analysis that you, the policy makers of this state, need to
inform your decisions.

To that end, the Department must be an impartial overseer of Newark’s, and every
district’s, schools. There needs to be a system of checks and balances put in place to
ensure that NPS and State Superintendent Anderson are pursuing programs that
have a good chance of succeeding.

I know I speak for many education researchers in New Jersey in stating that we are
ready and willing to assist all of the policy makers responsible for Newark’s schools
in formulating programs that can be successful.

(Slide 37)

One resource for you, your staffs, the NJDOE, and NPS to use is the New Jersey
Education Policy Forum, a collaborative effort of education policy scholars
throughout the state.13 Dr. Baker established this resource because he believes, as
do |, that scholars and researchers should make our work available to policy makers
and other stakeholders.

We will continue to monitor Newark’s progress as best we can, and we stand ready
to assist you and all other policy makers in serving the children of Newark.

Thank you for your time.

13 https://njedpolicy.wordpress.com
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2013-2014
[Standard Deviations Over/Under Expected Growth Percentile]
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NEWARK TEACHERS UNIO

American Federation of Teachers »
Local 481 / AFL-CIO
) 1019 Broad Street - Newark, NJ 07102-2426
it of e i Voice (973) 643-8430 Fax (973) 643-8435, 242-5880
1998 AFT Avar] @ Sti TR OWR befo®etthit foint ﬂmrﬂig53(§v@ﬂ.§ﬁlm%§ph0015"°@;@ ®

Trenton, N.J. March 10, 2015

How many more times must the tax payers of this state be subjected to the distortion and
misdirection of Cami Anderson, cheerleader of Charter Schools and occasional
Superintendent of the Newark Public Schools? In her third opinion piece for The Star
Ledger, January 27, 2015, the discredited Anderson finally outs herself as a lobbyist for the
Charter School and Reform for Profit movement which they disingenuously call “Pro-
Student.”

Describing her recent and embarrassing appearance before the Joint Committee on Public
Schools as an opportunity she appreciated, she fails to mention that she had ignored three
previous attempts to get her there and that the only reason she finally appeared was the
threat of a subpoena. She holds legislators and the supporters of public education in
contempt, plain and simple. -

She states “many charters in Newark are outperforming traditional public schools. Instead of
fighting against a charter system that is working for our kids, we must create a public policy
agenda that gives traditional public schools the same pro-student advantages.” Where is the
acknowledgment and support of the Newark traditional public schools that are outperforming
the charter schools?

Other than directing millions of taxpayer and donor funds to personally and politically
connected firms and friends, there is nothing and no one stopping Anderson from renovating
100 year old buildings or placing air conditioners in sweltering traditional public school
classrooms, except for her agenda to dismantle public education and insure that teachers are to

blame.

Must taxpayers, students and parents tolerate a politically motivated Superintendent who
currently allows the following conditions to exist in her traditional public schools in order to
make the case for more Charter Schools. -

Rafael Hernandez and scores of other schools are purposefully understaffed by the
Anderson administration. How can Newark’s traditional public schools succeed when
Anderson has laden them with uncertified substitutes who teach continuously for months
and years in subjects they know nothing about? When principals, fearful of losing their
livelihoods, cower and permit substitute teachers to teach chemistry at Shabazz High
School for years to Special Education students how can classes succeed? When you have

/34 X
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stripped a district of attendance counselors and truants go AWOL and die in the streets
how is it possible for Newark’s traditional public schools to succeed?

The Central Office at NPS, to make up for the deficit she is embroiled in, cannot process
necessary paperwork because of staff shortages Anderson creates. Anderson maliciously
distorts state teacher evaluation frameworks to make succeeding nearly impossible. She
callously makes testing conditions intolerable for students by denying teachers training
and supplies and students proper learning resources. She uses the new teacher tenure law
as a whip to keep staff in line and enrich law firms. She has spent nearly one million dollars
on cases the new law clearly disallows and arbitrator after arbitrator rules against her.

She knowingly creates her own failures and then blames others. Fortunately, she has a
Commissioner of Education, who is an educator, but fears the man who appointed him. Her
misdeeds and destructiveness of the NPS, and its children’s education will someday be
written about. Like her moral mentor the discredited Michelle Rhee, she will form or join a
group who is making millions on testing schemes and investing in purchasing public
schools. Public Education will remember her as Americans remember Pearl Harbor.

Lastly, and most disgraceful of all her actions to date; On February 20, 2014 Anderson
famously filed a waiver with the NJDOE on the grounds of identifying “low-performing teachers
for reduction.” The request was premised on the self inflicted need to layoff teaching staff.
(Each charter school she succeeds in opening diminishes her budget for operating the traditional
schools.) However, on or prior to July 31, 2013 Anderson, former Executive Director of Teach
For America NYC, knew the Walton Foundation had awarded TFA $20 million to hire new
teachers for the NPS.

The possibility was seriously raised with the state Commissioner of Education that Anderson
may have violated a state Code of Ethics or committed a serious Conflict of Interest if she agreed
with aforethought to receiving and hiring TFA teachers knowing she would have to displace, and
vilify, qualified NJ Certificated teaching staff with inexperienced, often only Provisionally
Certificated TFA staff. Newark’s students are being sabotaged.

As a minion of a much broader and well funded anti public education movement, she should
fight to change public policy and challenge state laws and regulations on her own time and with

their dime—not the taxpayers’.

J o]{g_l M Abeigon

Director of Organization
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October 24, 2104

David C. Hespe

Acting Commissioner of Education
NJ Department of Education

PO Box 500, Trenton, NJ 08625-0500

Dear Mr. Hespe:

On February 20, 2014 Cami Anderson filed an equivalency waiver from N.J.A.C. 6A:32-5.1
with the NJDOE on the ground of identifying “low-performing teachers for reduction.” We
believe Ms. Anderson willfully omitted facts known to her and thus misrepresented the basis for
her request to both the state and the public when she described her reasons for seeking the
waiver.

The request was premised on the need to layoff teaching staff. However, on or prior to July 31,
2013 Ms. Anderson, former Executive Director of Teach For America New York, knew or was
in a position to know that the Walton Foundation had awarded TFA $20 million to hire new
teachers—part of that investment was earmarked for hiring 369 TFA Corp Members for the
Newark Public Schools. We have acquired a confidential document, “Managed Choice,” th<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>