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Comparison of  HACKENSACK PUBLIC SCHOOLS Spring 2016, 
Spring 2017 & Spring 2018 PARCC Administrat ions

Engl ish Language Arts/L i teracy - Percentages

Grade
Level 1 
2016

Level 1 
2017

Level 1 
2018 

Level 2 
2016

Level 2 
2017

Level 2 
2018 

Level 3 
2016

Level 3 
2017

Level 3 
2018 

Level 4 
2016

Level 4 
2017

Level 4 
2018 

Level 5 
2016

Level 5 
2017

Level 5 
2018 

Change 
in Level 
1 and 2 
2016 to 

2018

Change 
in Level 
4 and 5 
2016 to 
2018**

3 13.9 11.9 13.4 18.3 21.2 11.3 27.6 26.3 24.5 36.7 37.0 42.4 3.4 3.6 8.4 - 7.5 + 10.7

4 7.5 10.1 5.9 20.3 16.3 16.9 25.0 31.0 25.9 38.9 36.2 39.1 8.3 6.4 12.2 - 5.0 + 4.1

5 12.5 10.0 13.5 26.0 18.9 24.5 30.7 30.0 29.3 30.1 35.6 29.8 0.6 5.6 2.9 - 0.5 + 2.0

6 12.7 6.7 17.2 21.9 24.2 19.0 31.1 29.1 23.6 28.1 31.8 29.0 6.2 8.3 11.2 + 1.6 + 5.9

7 14.2 9.9 13.7 15.7 14.4 12.1 25.2 26.2 28.9 34.4 34.6 27.3 10.4 14.9 18.0 - 4.1 + 0.5

8 12.1 10.8 11.3 11.5 9.9 16.2 19.2 24.5 20.6 42.6 40.5 37.7 14.5 14.3 14.2 + 3.9 - 5.2

9 11.0 12.6 12.2 12.9 9.0 14.2 24.3 23.0 22.1 42.1 41.2 40.6 9.6 14.2 10.9 + 2.5 - 0.2

10 22.8 14.1 19.7 13.5 9.7 12.9 19.6 19.0 19.7 31.0 40.3 32.7 13.1 16.9 15.0 - 3.7 + 3.6

11* 9.0 11.3 14.5 8.4 14.6 14.3 26.6 18.8 20.9 46.7 41.1 37.7 9.2 14.1 12.6 + 11.4 - 5.6
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Comparison of  HACKENSACK PUBLIC SCHOOLS Spring 2016, 
Spring 2017 & Spring 2018 PARCC Administrat ions

Mathemat ics - Percentages

Grade
Level 1 
2016

Level 1 
2017

Level 1 
2018 

Level 2 
2016

Level 2 
2017

Level 2 
2018 

Level 3 
2016

Level 3 
2017

Level 3 
2018 

Level 4 
2016

Level 4 
2017

Level 4 
2018 

Level 5 
2016

Level 5 
2017

Level 5 
2018 

Change 
in Level 
1 and 2 
2016 to 

2018

Change 
in Level 
4 and 5 
2016 to 
2018**

3 4.8 6.1 5.9 23.8 16.3 16.7 33.9 35.2 29.5 31.5 35.9 35.8 6.0 6.5 12.0 - 6.0 + 10.3

4 8.8 9.0 5.1 23.8 25.9 23.6 30.4 34.4 30.8 34.0 28.3 35.2 3.0 2.4 5.3 - 3.9 + 3.5

5 10.6 11.4 13.2 40.2 32.5 35.8 33.3 32.8 30.9 14.6 20.9 17.9 1.2 2.4 2.1 - 1.8 + 4.2

6 13.4 19.5 13.4 32.4 28.4 29.3 36.4 24.9 33.2 16.9 26.0 21.8 0.9 1.2 2.2 - 3.1 + 6.2

7 17.5 15.5 12.3 24.8 30.7 35.0 39.4 33.5 30.9 18.4 19.8 21.1 0.0 0.6 0.6 + 5.0 + 3.3

8* 24.4 24.4 23.2 20.3 18.1 20.5 24.1 23.1 24.2 30.9 34.4 31.4 0.3 0.0 0.7 - 1.0 + 0.9

ALG 

I
13.3 12.7 13.7 24.6 27.0 18.2 31.6 29.3 25.2 30.1 30.7 42.0 0.4 0.2 0.8 - 6.0 + 12.3

GEO 11.9 9.1 10.7 39.6 39.5 32.1 36.0 35.6 39.3 11.4 15.6 17.5 1.0 0.2 0.4 + 3.0 + 2.7

ALG 

II
38.4 36.4 37.9 29.2 26.5 32.7 22.2 21.9 16.5 9.9 14.7 12.2 0.3 0.5 0.7 - 8.7 + 5.5
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Comparison of  HACKENSACK PUBLIC SCHOOLS
2016 to 2018 Spring PARCC Administrat ions

Engl ish Language Arts/L i teracy ςPercentage Changes

Grade

Levels 1 
& 2

District
Trend

Levels 1 
& 2

District

Levels 1 
& 2

State
Trend

Levels 1 
& 2

State

Level 3
District
Trend

Level 3
District

Level 3
State
Trend

Level 3
State

Levels 4 
& 5

District 
Trend

Levels 4 
& 5

District

Levels 4 
& 5

State
Trend

Levels 4 
& 5

State

3 - 7.5% - 2.4% - 3.1% - 1.6% + 10.7% + 4.1%

4 - 5.0% - 1.8% + 0.9% - 2.7% + 4.1% + 4.5%

5 - 0.5% - 1.9% - 1.4% - 2.9% + 2.0% + 4.7%

6 + 1.6% - 1.7% - 7.5% - 2.2% + 5.9% + 3.9%

7 - 4.1% - 3.3% + 3.7% - 3.1% + 0.5% + 6.3%

8 + 3.9% - 3.3% + 1.4% - 1.9% - 5.2% + 5.2%

9 + 2.5% - 3.9% - 2.2% - 1.9% - 0.2% + 5.7%

10 - 3.7% - 5.3% + 0.1% - 1.2% + 3.6% + 6.6%

11* + 11.4% + 2.0% - 5.7% - 0.9% - 5.6% - 1.1%
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Comparison of  HACKENSACK PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
2016 to 2018 Spring PARCC Administrat ions

Mathemat ics ςPercentage Changes

Grade

Levels 1 
& 2

District
Trend

Levels 1 
& 2

District

Levels 1 
& 2

State
Trend

Levels 1 
& 2

State

Level 3
District
Trend

Level 3
District

Level 3
State
Trend

Level 3
State

Levels 4 
& 5

District 
Trend

Levels 
4 & 5

District

Levels 4 
& 5

State
Trend

Levels 4 
& 5

State

3 - 6.0% - 0.7% - 4.4% - 0.6% + 10.3% + 1.3%

4 - 3.9% - 2.2% + 0.4% - 0.5% + 3.5% + 2.8%

5 - 1.8% - 0.2% - 2.4% - 1.5% + 4.2% + 1.6%

6 - 3.1% + 0.6% - 3.2% - 1.2% + 6.2% + 0.5%

7 + 5.0% - 1.1% - 8.5% - 3.7% + 3.3% + 4.7%

8 - 1.0% - 2.1% + 0.1% - 0.4% + 0.9% + 2.6%

Algebra I* - 6.0% - 4.1% - 6.4% - 0.5% + 12.3% + 4.6%

AlgebraII + 3.0% - 2.8% - 5.7% - 0.8% + 2.7% + 3.6%

Geometry - 8.7% - 0.7% + 3.3% - 1.8% + 5.5% + 2.5%
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Comparison of  HACKENSACK PUBLIC SCHOOLS
Number of  Students Tested 

Spring 2017 & Spring 2018 PARCC Administrat ions
Engl ish Language Arts/L i teracy

Grade Students Tested 2018 Students Tested 2017 Difference between number of 
students tested in 2017 and 2018

3 417 419 -2

4 409 406 3

5 379 360 19

6 348 327 21

7 322 355 -33

8 345 343 2

9 466 500 -34

10 513 462 51

11* 454 467 -13

TOTAL 3653 3639 14
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Comparison of  HACKENSACK PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
Number of  Students Tested

Spring 2017 & Spring 2018 PARCC Administrat ions
Mathemat ics

Grade Students Tested 2018 Students Tested 2017 Difference between number of 
students tested in 2017 and 2018

3 424 429 -5

4 415 410 5

5 385 369 16

6 358 334 24

7 317 349 -32

8* 293 299 -6

AlgebraI 357 566 -209

Algebra II 449 374 75

Geometry 521 430 91

TOTAL 3519 3560 -41
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Comparison of  HACKENSACK PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
Spr ing 2018 PARCC Admin ist rat ions

Engl ish Language Ar ts /L i te racy to  New Jersey
Percentages for  2018

Grade Level 1, 
District

Level 1, 
State

Level 2, 
District

Level 2, 
State

Level 3, 
District

Level 3, 
State

Level 4, 
District

Level 4, 
State

Level 5, 
District

Level 5, 
State

3 13.4 13.5 11.3 13.5 24.5 21.4 42.4 43.5 8.4 8.1

4 5.9 7.6 16.9 12.3 25.9 22.1 39.1 39.1 12.2 18.9

5 13.5 6.9 24.5 12.6 29.3 22.4 29.8 47.2 2.9 10.8

6 17.2 6.2 19.0 13.6 23.6 24.0 29.0 41.3 11.2 14.9

7 13.7 8.6 12.1 10.2 28.9 18.5 27.3 34.1 18.0 28.6

8 11.3 8.7 16.2 11.1 20.6 19.8 37.7 39.9 14.2 20.4

9 12.2 12.3 14.2 12.5 22.1 21.1 40.6 38.0 10.9 16.1

10 19.7 18.3 12.9 12.8 19.7 19.0 32.7 31.8 15.0 18.1

11* 14.5 23.1 14.3 16.6 20.9 22.2 37.7 29.1 12.6 9.0
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Comparison of  HACKENSACK PUBLIC SCHOOLS 
Spr ing 2018 PARCC Admin ist rat ions

Mathemat ics to  New Jersey - Percentages for  2018

Grade Level 1, 
District

Level 1, 
State

Level 2, 
District

Level 2, 
State

Level 3, 
District

Level 3, 
State

Level 4, 
District

Level 4, 
State

Level 5, 
District

Level 5, 
State

3 5.9 8.0 16.7 15.3 29.5 23.7 35.8 37.8 12.0 15.2

4 5.1 7.5 23.6 16.8 30.8 26.3 35.2 41.8 5.3 7.6

5 13.2 7.5 35.8 17.0 30.9 26.7 17.9 38.5 2.1 10.4

6 13.4 8.5 29.3 20.1 33.2 27.9 21.8 35.6 2.2 8.0

7 12.3 7.7 35.0 20.3 30.9 28.6 21.1 36.0 0.6 7.4

8* 23.2 22.0 20.5 22.7 24.2 27.1 31.4 27.2 0.7 1.0

AlgebraI 13.7 11.3 18.2 18.6 25.2 24.3 42.0 39.3 0.8 6.5

Algebra II 37.9 31.0 32.7 22.4 16.5 18.0 12.2 24.6 0.7 4.0

Geometry 10.7 9.4 32.1 31.5 39.3 29.6 17.5 24.6 0.4 4.9
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Hackensack Publ ic  Schools
2018 Spring PARCC School- & Grade-Level Outcomes

Engl ish Language Arts/L i teracy Grade 3 - Percentages

ELA03

Not Yet
Meeting 

Expectations
(Level 1)

Partially 
Meeting 

Expectations
(Level 2)

Approaching 
Expectations

(Level 3)

Meeting 
Expectations

(Level 4)

Exceeding 
Expectations

(Level 5)

% of 
students 
at Level 4 

and 5

JUST
ABOUT 
THERE!

Fairmount 14.7 13.7 28.4 41.2 2.0 43.2 71.6

Hillers 13.9 10.4 19.1 46.1 10.4 56.5 75.6

Jackson 12.8 13.8 29.8 41.5 2.1 43.6 73.4

Parker 12.3 7.5 21.7 40.6 17.9 58.5 80.2
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Hackensack Publ ic  Schools
2018 Spring PARCC School- & Grade-Level Outcomes

Engl ish Language Arts/L i teracy Grade 4 - Percentages

ELA04

Not Yet
Meeting 

Expectations
(Level 1)

Partially 
Meeting 

Expectations
(Level 2)

Approaching 
Expectations

(Level 3)

Meeting 
Expectations

(Level 4)

Exceeding 
Expectations

(Level 5)

% of 
students 
at Level 4 

and 5

JUST
ABOUT 
THERE!

Fairmount 5.4 18.8 32.1 37.5 6.3 43.8 75.9

Hillers 4.8 16.3 22.1 41.3 15.4 56.7 78.8

Jackson 6.2 12.3 27.2 40.7 13.6 54.3 81.5

Parker 7.1 18.8 22.3 37.5 14.3 51.8 74.1
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Hackensack Publ ic  Schools
2018 Spring PARCC School- & Grade-Level Outcomes

Mathemat ics Grade 3 - Percentages

MAT03

Not Yet
Meeting 

Expectations
(Level 1)

Partially 
Meeting 

Expectations
(Level 2)

Approaching 
Expectations

(Level 3)

Meeting 
Expectations

(Level 4)

Exceeding 
Expectations

(Level 5)

% of 
students 
at Level 4 

and 5

JUST
ABOUT 
THERE!

Fairmount 5.0 15.8 29.7 41.6 7.9 49.5 79.2

Hillers 8.5 20.3 32.2 28.8 10.2 39.0 71.2

Jackson 3.1 16.3 31.6 37.8 11.2 49.0 80.6

Parker 6.5 14.0 24.3 36.4 18.7 55.1 79.4
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Hackensack Publ ic  Schools
2018 Spring PARCC School- & Grade-Level Outcomes

Mathemat ics Grade 4 - Percentages

MAT04

Not Yet
Meeting 

Expectations
(Level 1)

Partially 
Meeting 

Expectations
(Level 2)

Approaching 
Expectations

(Level 3)

Meeting 
Expectations

(Level 4)

Exceeding 
Expectations

(Level 5)

% of 
students 
at Level 4 

and 5

JUST
ABOUT 
THERE!

Fairmount 3.5 30.1 31.9 29.2 5.3 34.5 66.4

Hillers 4.8 18.1 29.5 41.0 6.7 47.7 77.2

Jackson 3.6 21.4 36.9 35.7 2.4 38.1 75

Parker 8.0 23.9 26.5 35.4 6.2 41.6 68.1
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Comparison of  C!Lwah¦b¢ {/Ihh[Ω{
Spring 2018 Administrat ion

Engl ish Language Arts/L i teracy to HACKENSACK PUBLIC SCHOOLS 

Percentages in 2018

Grade
Level 1, 
School

Level 1, 
District

Level 2, 
School

Level 2,
District

Level 3, 
School

Level 3, 
District

Level 4, 
School

Level 4, 
District

Level 5, 
School

Level 5, 
District

3 14.7 13.4 13.7 11.3 28.4 24.5 41.2 42.4 2.0 8.4

4 5.4 5.9 18.8 16.9 32.1 25.9 37.5 39.1 6.3 12.2

14



Comparison of  C!bb¸ aΦ IL[[9w{ {/Ihh[Ω{
Spring 2018 Administrat ion

Engl ish Language Arts/L i teracy to HACKENSACK PUBLIC SCHOOLS 

Percentages in 2018

Grade
Level 1, 
School

Level 1, 
District

Level 2, 
School

Level 2,
District

Level 3, 
School

Level 3, 
District

Level 4, 
School

Level 4, 
District

Level 5, 
School

Level 5, 
District

3 13.9 13.4 10.4 11.3 19.1 24.5 46.1 42.4 10.4 8.4

4 4.8 5.9 16.3 16.9 22.1 25.9 41.3 39.1 15.4 12.2
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Comparison of  W!/Y{hb !±9b¦9 {/Ihh[Ω{
Spring 2018 Administrat ion

Engl ish Language Arts/L i teracy to HACKENSACK PUBLIC SCHOOLS

Percentages in 2018

Grade
Level 1, 
School

Level 1, 
District

Level 2, 
School

Level 2,
District

Level 3, 
School

Level 3, 
District

Level 4, 
School

Level 4, 
District

Level 5, 
School

Level 5, 
District

3 12.8 13.4 13.8 11.3 29.8 24.5 41.5 42.4 2.1 8.4

4 6.2 5.9 12.3 16.9 27.2 25.9 40.7 39.1 13.6 12.2
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Comparison of  b9[[L9 YΦ t!wY9w {/Ihh[Ω{
Spring 2018 Administrat ion

Engl ish Language Arts/L i teracy to HACKENSACK PUBLIC SCHOOLS 

Percentages in 2018

Grade
Level 1, 
School

Level 1, 
District

Level 2, 
School

Level 2,
District

Level 3, 
School

Level 3, 
District

Level 4, 
School

Level 4, 
District

Level 5, 
School

Level 5, 
District

3 12.3 13.4 7.5 11.3 21.7 24.5 40.6 42.4 17.9 8.4

4 7.1 5.9 18.8 16.9 22.3 25.9 37.5 39.1 14.3 12.2
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Comparison of  I!/Y9b{!/Y aL55[9 {/Ihh[Ω{
Spring 2018 Administrat ion

Engl ish Language Arts/L i teracy to HACKENSACK PUBLIC SCHOOLS 

Percentages in 2018

Grade
Level 1, 
School

Level 1, 
District

Level 2, 
School

Level 2,
District

Level 3, 
School

Level 3, 
District

Level 4, 
School

Level 4, 
District

Level 5, 
School

Level 5, 
District

5 13.5 13.5 24.5 24.5 29.3 29.3 29.8 29.8 2.9 2.9

6 17.0 17.2 19.0 19.0 23.6 23.6 29.1 29.0 11.2 11.2

7 13.7 13.7 12.1 12.1 28.9 28.9 27.3 27.3 18.0 18.0

8 11.3 11.3 16.2 16.2 20.6 20.6 37.7 37.7 14.2 14.2
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Comparison of  I!/Y9b{!/Y ILDI {/Ihh[Ω{
Spring 2018 Administrat ion

Engl ish Language Arts/L i teracy to HACKENSACK PUBLIC SCHOOLS 

Percentages in 2018

Grade
Level 1, 
School

Level 1, 
District

Level 2, 
School

Level 2,
District

Level 3, 
School

Level 3, 
District

Level 4, 
School

Level 4, 
District

Level 5, 
School

Level 5, 
District

9 12.1 12.2 14.2 14.2 22.2 22.1 40.5 40.6 11.0 10.9

10 19.7 19.7 12.9 12.9 19.7 19.7 32.7 32.7 15.0 15.0

11 14.5 14.5 14.3 14.3 20.9 20.9 37.7 37.7 12.6 12.6
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Comparison of  C!Lwah¦b¢ {/Ihh[Ω{ 
Spring 2018 Administrat ion

Mathemat ics to HACKENSACK PUBLIC SCHOOLS

Percentages for 2018

Grade
Level 1, 
School

Level 1, 
District

Level 2, 
School

Level 2,
District

Level 3, 
School

Level 3, 
District

Level 4, 
School

Level 4, 
District

Level 5, 
School

Level 5, 
District

3 5.0 5.9 15.8 16.7 29.7 29.5 41.6 35.8 7.9 12.0

4 3.5 5.1 30.1 23.6 31.9 30.8 29.2 35.2 5.3 5.3
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Comparison of  C!bb¸ aΦ IL[[9w{ {/Ihh[Ω{
Spring 2018 Administrat ion

Mathemat ics to HACKENSACK PUBLIC SCHOOLS 

Percentages for 2018

Grade
Level 1, 
School

Level 1, 
District

Level 2, 
School

Level 2,
District

Level 3, 
School

Level 3, 
District

Level 4, 
School

Level 4, 
District

Level 5, 
School

Level 5, 
District

3 8.5 5.9 20.3 16.7 32.2 29.5 28.8 35.8 10.2 12.0

4 4.8 5.1 18.1 23.6 29.5 30.8 41.0 35.2 6.7 5.3
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Comparison of  W!/Y{hb !±9b¦9 {/Ihh[Ω{
Spring 2018 Administrat ion

Mathemat ics to HACKENSACK PUBLIC SCHOOLS 

Percentages for 2018

Grade
Level 1, 
School

Level 1, 
District

Level 2, 
School

Level 2,
District

Level 3, 
School

Level 3, 
District

Level 4, 
School

Level 4, 
District

Level 5, 
School

Level 5, 
District

3 3.1 5.9 16.3 16.7 31.6 29.5 37.8 35.8 11.2 12.0

4 3.6 5.1 21.4 23.6 36.9 30.8 35.7 35.2 2.4 5.3
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Comparison of  b9[[L9 YΦ t!wY9w {/Ihh[Ω{ 
Spring 2018 Administrat ion

Mathemat ics to HACKENSACK PUBLIC SCHOOLS

Percentages for 2018

Grade
Level 1, 
School

Level 1, 
District

Level 2, 
School

Level 2,
District

Level 3, 
School

Level 3, 
District

Level 4, 
School

Level 4, 
District

Level 5, 
School

Level 5, 
District

3 6.5 5.9 14.0 16.7 24.3 29.5 36.4 35.8 18.7 12.0

4 8.0 5.1 23.9 23.6 26.5 30.8 35.4 35.2 6.2 5.3
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Comparison of  I!/Y9b{!/Y aL55[9 {/Ihh[Ω{ 
Spring 2018 Administrat ion

Mathemat ics to HACKENSACK PUBLIC SCHOOLS 

Percentages for 2018

Grade
Level 1, 
School

Level 1, 
District

Level 2, 
School

Level 2,
District

Level 3, 
School

Level 3, 
District

Level 4, 
School

Level 4, 
District

Level 5, 
School

Level 5, 
District

5 13.2 13.2 35.8 35.8 30.9 30.9 17.9 17.9 2.1 2.1

6 13.2 13.4 29.4 29.3 33.3 33.2 21.8 21.8 2.2 2.2

7 12.3 12.3 35.0 35.0 30.9 30.9 21.1 21.1 0.6 0.6

8* 23.2 23.2 20.5 20.5 24.2 24.2 31.4 31.4 0.7 0.7
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Comparison of  I!/Y9b{!/Y ILDI {/Ihh[Ω{ 
Spring 2018 Administrat ion

Mathemat ics to HACKENSACK PUBLIC SCHOOLS

Percentages for 2018

Grade
Level 1, 
School

Level 1, 
District

Level 2, 
School

Level 2,
District

Level 3, 
School

Level 3, 
District

Level 4, 
School

Level 4, 
District

Level 5, 
School

Level 5, 
District

AlgebraI 16.4 13.7 21.4 18.2 28.8 25.2 33.1 42.0 0.3 0.8

Algebra II 37.9 37.9 32.7 32.7 16.5 16.5 12.2 12.2 0.7 0.7

Geometry 11.1 10.7 33.0 32.1 40.3 39.3 15.2 17.5 0.4 0.4
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COMPARISON OF HACKENSACKõSSUBGROUP

SPRING 2017  AND SPRING 201 8  GRADE 3  

PARCC ADMINISTRATIONS

ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS/L ITERACY- PERCENTAGES

Not YetMeeting 

Expectations

(Level 1)

Partially Meeting 

Expectations

(Level 2)

Approaching 

Expectations

(Level 3)

Meeting 

Expectations

(Level 4)

Exceeding 

Expectations

(Level 5)

% Difference 

>= Level 4

2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018

Female 9.8% 12.4% 19.1% 9.3% 25.6% 24.4% 40.9% 42% 4.7% 11.9% + 1.1%

Male 14.2% 14.3% 23.5% 12.9% 27% 24.6% 32.8% 42.9% 2.5% 5.4% + 10.1%

Hispanic 13.7% 14.7% 21.7% 12.4% 25.7% 29.3% 36.1% 37.8% 2.8% 5.8% + 1.7%

African

American
11% 14% 25.4% 9% 31.4% 19% 28.0% 51.0% 4.2% 7.0% + 23.0%

White 0% 10.3% 9.1% 13.8% 18.2% 13.8% 72.7% 55.2% 0% 6.9% - 17.5%

Economically

Disadvantaged
14.9% 16.8% 23.8% 9.5% 27.9% 26.7% 30.5% 42.4% 3% 4.6% + 11.9%

Non-

Economically

Disadvantaged 

6.7% 7.7% 16.7% 14.2% 23.3% 20.6% 48.7% 42.6% 4.7% 14.8% - 6.1%
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COMPARISON OF HACKENSACKõSSUBGROUP

SPRING 2017  AND SPRING 201 8  GRADE 4

PARCC ADMINISTRATIONS

ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS/L ITERACY- PERCENTAGES

Not YetMeeting 

Expectations

(Level 1)

Partially Meeting 

Expectations

(Level 2)

Approaching 

Expectations

(Level 3)

Meeting 

Expectations

(Level 4)

Exceeding 

Expectations

(Level 5)

% Difference 

>= Level 4

2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018

Female 6.2% 2.9% 11.9% 14.9% 31.1% 24.5% 42.2% 40.4% 8.5% 17.3% - 1.8%

Male 13.1% 9% 19.7% 18.9% 31% 27.4% 31.4% 37.8% 4.8% 7% + 6.4%

Hispanic 11.1% 5.6% 18.3% 17.5% 34.5% 25.5% 32.5% 39.8% 3.6% 11.6% + 7.3%

African

American
11.4% 8.1% 14.3% 16.2% 25.7% 30.6% 38.1% 35.1% 10.5% 9.9% - 3.0%

White 3.4% 0% 13.8% 4.3% 27.6% 21.7% 44.8% 56.5% 10.3% 17.4% + 11.7%

Economically

Disadvantaged
12.5% 7.2% 18% 17.8% 33.3% 29.2% 31.8% 35.2% 4.3% 10.6% + 3.4%

Non-

Economically

Disadvantaged 

6% 3.4% 13.2% 15.2% 27.2% 20% 43.7% 46.2% 9.9% 15.2% + 2.5%
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COMPARISON OF HACKENSACKõSSUBGROUP

SPRING 2017  AND SPRING 201 8  GRADE 5

PARCC ADMINISTRATIONS

ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS/L ITERACY- PERCENTAGES

Not YetMeeting 

Expectations

(Level 1)

Partially Meeting 

Expectations

(Level 2)

Approaching 

Expectations

(Level 3)

Meeting 

Expectations

(Level 4)

Exceeding 

Expectations

(Level 5)

% Difference 

>= Level 4

2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018

Female 6.5% 8.2% 11.3% 22.4% 31.5% 27.6% 42.3% 37.6% 8.3% 4.1% - 4.7%

Male 13% 17.7% 25.5% 26.3% 28.6% 30.6% 29.7% 23.4% 3.1% 1.9% - 6.3%

Hispanic 10.7% 13.2% 18.2% 27.8% 31.4% 31.2% 36.4% 26.1% 3.3% 1.7% - 10.3%

African

American
11% 16.8% 24.4% 23.8% 28% 26.7% 30.5% 30.7% 6.1% 2% + 0.2%

White 4.5% 7.7% 13.6% 11.5% 36.4% 23.1% 31.8% 46.2% 13.6% 11.5% + 14.4%

Economically

Disadvantaged
11.1% 12.1% 20.6% 27.9% 33.3% 32.4% 32.1% 26.5% 2.9% 1.1% - 5.6%

Non-

Economically

Disadvantaged 

7.7% 16.8% 15.4% 15.9% 23.1% 21.5% 42.7% 38.3% 11.1% 7.5% - 4.4%
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COMPARISON OF HACKENSACKõSSUBGROUP

SPRING 2017  AND SPRING 201 8  GRADE 6

PARCC ADMINISTRATIONS

ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS/L ITERACY- PERCENTAGES

Not YetMeeting 

Expectations

(Level 1)

Partially Meeting 

Expectations

(Level 2)

Approaching 

Expectations

(Level 3)

Meeting 

Expectations

(Level 4)

Exceeding 

Expectations

(Level 5)

% Difference 

>= Level 4

2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018

Female 4.1% 10.3% 24.6% 17.6% 25.7% 22.4% 35.1% 35.2% 10.5% 14.5% + 0.1%

Male 9.6% 23.5% 23.7% 20.2% 32.7% 24.6% 28.2% 23.5% 5.8% 8.2% - 4.7%

Hispanic 6.3% 16.1% 27.5% 18.6% 33.3% 26.7% 27.1% 29.7% 5.8% 8.9% + 2.6%

African

American
8.4% 21.7% 21.7% 22.9% 21.7% 16.9% 37.3% 27.7% 10.8% 10.8% - 9.6%

White 0% 20% 21.1% 20% 31.6% 20% 26.3% 13.3% 21.1% 26.7% - 13%

Economically

Disadvantaged
9% 19% 27% 19.8% 30.3% 24.2% 28% 28.6% 5.7% 8.3% + 0.6%

Non-

Economically

Disadvantaged 

2.6% 12.5% 19% 16.7% 26.7% 21.9% 38.8% 30.2% 12.9% 18.8% - 8.6%
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COMPARISON OF HACKENSACKõSSUBGROUP

SPRING 2017  AND SPRING 201 8  GRADE 7

PARCC ADMINISTRATIONS

ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS/L ITERACY- PERCENTAGES

Not YetMeeting 

Expectations

(Level 1)

Partially Meeting 

Expectations

(Level 2)

Approaching 

Expectations

(Level 3)

Meeting 

Expectations

(Level 4)

Exceeding 

Expectations

(Level 5)

% Difference 

>= Level 4

2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018

Female 5.6% 8.6% 11.2% 8.0% 25.8% 30.7% 37.6% 29.4% 19.7% 23.3% - 8.2%

Male 14.1% 18.9% 17.5% 16.4% 26.6% 27% 31.6% 25.2% 10.2% 12.6% - 6.4%

Hispanic 10.1% 15% 12.1% 13.1% 27.1% 31.6% 34.2% 26.2% 16.6% 14.1% - 8%

African

American
8% 12.2% 18.6% 9.8% 31.9% 30.5% 35.4% 28% 6.2% 19.5% - 7.4%

White 17.4% 6.3% 17.4% 18.8% 13% 12.5% 26.1% 25% 26.1% 37.5% - 1.1%

Economically

Disadvantaged
7.3% 15.8% 15.5% 14% 33.5% 29.8% 30.5% 27% 13.3% 13.5% - 3.5%

Non-

Economically

Disadvantaged 

14.8% 9.3% 12.3% 8.4% 12.3% 27.1% 42.6% 28% 18% 27.1% - 14.6%
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COMPARISON OF HACKENSACKõSSUBGROUP

SPRING 2017  AND SPRING 201 8  GRADE 8

PARCC ADMINISTRATIONS

ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS/L ITERACY- PERCENTAGES

Not YetMeeting 

Expectations

(Level 1)

Partially Meeting 

Expectations

(Level 2)

Approaching 

Expectations

(Level 3)

Meeting 

Expectations

(Level 4)

Exceeding 

Expectations

(Level 5)

% Difference 

>= Level 4

2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018

Female 6.3% 9.4% 8.1% 9.4% 23.1% 21.1% 42.5% 44.4% 20% 15.8% + 1.9%

Male 14.8% 13.2% 11.5% 23% 25.7% 20.1% 38.8% 31% 9.3% 12.6% - 7.8%

Hispanic 12.7% 12.1% 11.8% 13.6% 26.7% 20.7% 37.1% 39.9% 11.8% 13.6% + 2.8%

African

American
6.8% 10.2% 6.8% 22.2% 22.7% 22.2% 51.1% 37% 12.5% 8.3% - 14.1%

White 15.4% 18.2% 7.7% 13.6% 7.7% 18.2% 46.2% 27.3% 23.1% 22.7% - 18.9%

Economically

Disadvantaged
11.8% 10.7% 11.4% 15.9% 27.2% 21% 38.6% 41.2% 11% 11.2% + 2.6%

Non-

Economically

Disadvantaged 

8.7% 12.5% 7% 17% 19.1% 19.6% 44.3% 30.4% 20.9% 20.5% - 13.9%
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COMPARISON OF HACKENSACKõSSUBGROUP

SPRING 2017  AND SPRING 201 8  GRADE 9

PARCC ADMINISTRATIONS

ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS/L ITERACY- PERCENTAGES

Not YetMeeting 

Expectations

(Level 1)

Partially Meeting 

Expectations

(Level 2)

Approaching 

Expectations

(Level 3)

Meeting 

Expectations

(Level 4)

Exceeding 

Expectations

(Level 5)

% Difference 

>= Level 4

2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018

Female 9% 8.3% 5.7% 12.2% 20.4% 23% 46.5% 40.4% 18.4% 16.1% - 6.1%

Male 16.1% 16.1% 12.2% 16.1% 25.5% 21.2% 36.1% 40.7% 10.2% 5.9% + 4.6%

Hispanic 15.9% 15.3% 8.4% 14.9% 26.4% 22.5% 37.2% 41.1% 12.2% 6.2% + 3.9%

African

American
10.2% 8.2% 11.2% 13.3% 26.5% 22.4% 44.9% 43.9% 7.1% 12.2% - 1%

White 5.3% 11.1% 8% 11.1% 10.7% 23.8% 49.3% 36.5% 26.7% 17.5% - 12.8%

Economically

Disadvantaged
17.2% 16.9% 10.7% 14% 25.2% 21.2% 37.8% 40.7% 9.2% 7.2% + 2.9%

Non-

Economically

Disadvantaged 

7.6% 7.4% 7.1% 14.3% 20.6% 23% 45% 40.4% 19.7% 14.8% - 4.6%
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COMPARISON OF HACKENSACKõSSUBGROUP

SPRING 2017  AND SPRING 201 8  GRADE 10

PARCC ADMINISTRATIONS

ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS/L ITERACY- PERCENTAGES

Not YetMeeting 

Expectations

(Level 1)

Partially Meeting 

Expectations

(Level 2)

Approaching 

Expectations

(Level 3)

Meeting 

Expectations

(Level 4)

Exceeding 

Expectations

(Level 5)

% Difference 

>= Level 4

2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018

Female 7.4% 13.2% 7% 9.7% 14.9% 21.7% 50.7% 36% 20% 19.4% - 14.7%

Male 19.8% 26.3% 12.1% 16.1% 22.7% 17.6% 31.2% 29.4% 14.2% 10.6% - 1.8%

Hispanic 19.6% 23.7% 10% 14% 19.1% 22% 37% 27% 14.3% 13.3% - 10%

African

American
10.6% 19% 13.8% 13% 23.6% 20% 44.7% 39% 7.3% 9% - 5.7%

White 5.5% 8.6% 5.5% 11.1% 16.4% 14.8% 41.1% 42% 31.5% 23.5% + 0.9%

Economically

Disadvantaged
15.2% 21.8% 13% 15.2% 20.4% 21.8% 38.7% 29.6% 12.6% 11.5% - 9.1%

Non-

Economically

Disadvantaged 

12.9% 17.8% 6.5% 10.7% 17.7% 17.8% 41.8% 35.6% 21.1% 18.1% - 6.2%
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COMPARISON OF HACKENSACKõSSUBGROUP

SPRING 2017  AND SPRING 201 8  GRADE 11

PARCC ADMINISTRATIONS

ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS/L ITERACY- PERCENTAGES

Not YetMeeting 

Expectations

(Level 1)

Partially Meeting 

Expectations

(Level 2)

Approaching 

Expectations

(Level 3)

Meeting 

Expectations

(Level 4)

Exceeding 

Expectations

(Level 5)

% Difference 

>= Level 4

2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018

Female 6.6% 8.4% 13.3% 12.6% 16.8% 18.1% 43.4% 46% 19.9% 14.9% + 2.6%

Male 15.8% 20.1% 15.8% 15.9% 20.7% 23.4% 39% 30.1% 8.7% 10.5% - 8.9%

Hispanic 15.4% 18.2% 16.9% 16.4% 18.1% 19.6% 37.4% 37.3% 12.2% 8.4% - 0.1%

African

American
10.1% 12.3% 17.2% 16.4% 21.2% 30.3% 37.4% 33.6% 14.1% 7.4% - 3.8%

White 2.3% 9.2% 8% 10.5% 20.7% 13.2% 52.9% 43.4% 16.1% 23.7% - 9.5%

Economically

Disadvantaged
16.1% 17.2% 14.3% 15.3% 22.1% 20.9% 34.1% 36.7% 13.4% 9.8% + 2.6%

Non-

Economically

Disadvantaged 

7.2% 12.1% 14.8% 13.4% 16% 20.9% 47.2% 38.5% 14.8% 15.1% - 8.7%
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COMPARISON OF HACKENSACKõSSUBGROUP

SPRING 2017  AND SPRING 201 8  GRADE 3

PARCC ADMINISTRATIONS

MATHEMATICS - PERCENTAGES

Not YetMeeting 

Expectations

(Level 1)

Partially Meeting 

Expectations

(Level 2)

Approaching 

Expectations

(Level 3)

Meeting 

Expectations

(Level 4)

Exceeding 

Expectations

(Level 5)

% Difference 

>= Level 4

2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018

Female 6.3% 4.6% 15.3% 23.4% 36.5% 26.4% 36.5% 34.5% 5.4% 11.2% -2%

Male 5.8% 7% 17.4% 11% 33.8% 32.2% 35.3% 37% 7.7% 12.8% + 1.7%

Hispanic 5.5% 6.4% 16.8% 17% 37.1% 30.6% 36.3% 37.7% 4.3% 8.3% + 1.4%

African

American
8.4% 7% 18.5% 21% 38.7% 31% 28.6% 32% 5.9% 9% + 3.4%

White 0% 0% 8.7% 10% 17.4% 20% 52.2% 53.3% 21.7% 16.7% + 1.1%

Economically

Disadvantaged
8% 7.2% 17.4% 19.2% 36.6% 30.6% 34.1% 36.2% 4% 6.8% + 2.1%

Non-

Economically

Disadvantaged

2.6% 3.8% 14.4% 12.6% 32.7% 27.7% 39.2% 35.2% 11.1% 20.8% -4.%

35



COMPARISON OF HACKENSACKõSSUBGROUP

SPRING 2017  AND SPRING 201 8  GRADE 4

PARCC ADMINISTRATIONS

MATHEMATICS - PERCENTAGES

Not YetMeeting 

Expectations

(Level 1)

Partially Meeting 

Expectations

(Level 2)

Approaching 

Expectations

(Level 3)

Meeting 

Expectations

(Level 4)

Exceeding 

Expectations

(Level 5)

% Difference 

>= Level 4

2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018

Female 7.2% 4.2% 29.4% 23.6% 33.3% 32.1% 27.8% 34.4% 2.2% 5.7% + 6.6%

Male 10.4% 5.9% 23% 23.6% 35.2% 29.6% 28.7% 36% 2.6% 4.9% + 7.3%

Hispanic 10.1% 3.5% 26.8% 24.6% 37.4% 31.6% 24.9% 37.9% 0.8% 2.3% + 13%

African

American
8.6% 5.4% 28.6% 28.8% 31.4% 32.4% 29.5% 28.8% 1.9% 4.5% - 0.7%

White 3.6% 4.3% 17.9% 4.3% 32.1% 30.4% 35.7% 43.5% 10.7% 17.4% + 7.8%

Economically

Disadvantaged
8.9% 5.7% 30% 25.7% 35% 30.6% 24.5% 34.3% 1.6% 3.8% + 9.8%

Non-

Economically

Disadvantaged

9.2% 4% 19% 20% 33.3% 31.3% 34.6% 36.7% 3.9% 8% + 2.1%
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COMPARISON OF HACKENSACKõSSUBGROUP

SPRING 2017  AND SPRING 201 8  GRADE 5

PARCC ADMINISTRATIONS

MATHEMATICS - PERCENTAGES

Not YetMeeting 

Expectations

(Level 1)

Partially Meeting 

Expectations

(Level 2)

Approaching 

Expectations

(Level 3)

Meeting 

Expectations

(Level 4)

Exceeding 

Expectations

(Level 5)

% Difference 

>= Level 4

2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018

Female 5.8% 15.6% 29.8% 37% 38% 26.6% 24% 18.5% 2.3% 2.3% - 5.5%

Male 16.2% 11.3% 34.8% 34.9% 28.3% 34.4% 18.2% 17.5% 2.5% 1.9% - 0.7%

Hispanic 10% 16% 33.3% 35.7% 35.7% 32.4% 19.7% 15.1% 1.2% 0.8% - 4.6%

African

American
14.6% 8.9% 37.8% 38.6% 26.8% 34.7% 19.5% 17.8% 1.2% 0% - 1.7%

White 17.4% 14.8% 26.1% 25.9% 21.7% 18.5% 26.1% 29.6% 8.7% 11.1% + 3.5%

Economically

Disadvantaged
11.2% 14.2% 34.8% 40% 32.4% 30.2% 20% 14.9% 1.6% 0.7% - 5.1%

Non-

Economically

Disadvantaged

11.8% 10.9% 27.7% 25.5% 33.6% 32.7% 22.7% 25.5% 4.2% 5.5% + 2.8%
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COMPARISON OF HACKENSACKõSSUBGROUP

SPRING 2017  AND SPRING 201 8  GRADE 6

PARCC ADMINISTRATIONS

MATHEMATICS - PERCENTAGES

Not YetMeeting 

Expectations

(Level 1)

Partially Meeting 

Expectations

(Level 2)

Approaching 

Expectations

(Level 3)

Meeting 

Expectations

(Level 4)

Exceeding 

Expectations

(Level 5)

% Difference 

>= Level 4

2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018

Female 17.8% 8.9% 31% 27.8% 25.9% 36.1% 25.3% 25.4% 0% 1.8% + 0.1%

Male 21.3% 17.5% 25.6% 30.7% 23.8% 30.7% 26.9% 18.5% 2.5% 2.6% - 8.4%

Hispanic 21.5% 13.4% 29% 30.5% 25.2% 32.9% 23.4% 21.1% 0.9% 2% - 2.3%

African

American
18.3% 15.7% 30.5% 32.5% 26.8% 32.5% 23.2% 18.1% 1.2% 1.2% - 5.1%

White 10.5% 13.3% 21.1% 20% 26.3% 40% 42.1% 26.7% 0% 0% - 15.4%

Economically

Disadvantaged
23.4% 14.9% 28.4% 31.4% 25.7% 33% 21.6% 19.2% 0.9% 1.5% - 2.4%

Non-

Economically

Disadvantaged

12.1% 9.3% 28.4% 23.7% 23.3% 34% 34.5% 28.9% 1.7% 4.1% - 5.6%
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COMPARISON OF HACKENSACKõSSUBGROUP

SPRING 2017  AND SPRING 201 8  GRADE 7

PARCC ADMINISTRATIONS

MATHEMATICS - PERCENTAGES

Not YetMeeting 

Expectations

(Level 1)

Partially Meeting 

Expectations

(Level 2)

Approaching 

Expectations

(Level 3)

Meeting 

Expectations

(Level 4)

Exceeding 

Expectations

(Level 5)

% Difference 

>= Level 4

2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018

Female 14% 10.4% 29.7% 37.4% 36% 30.1% 19.8% 22.1% 0.6% 0% + 2.3%

Male 16.9% 14.3% 31.6% 32.5% 31.1% 31.8% 19.8% 20.1% 0.6% 1.3% + 0.3%

Hispanic 15.6% 12.6% 29.6% 34.8% 37.2% 30.9% 17.1% 21.3% 0.5% 0.5% + 4.2%

African

American
17.1% 14.8% 33.3% 37% 31.5% 30.9% 17.1% 17.3% 0.9% 0% + 0.2%

White 9.5% 0% 33.3% 20% 14.3% 33.3% 42.9% 46.7% 0% 0% + 3.8%

Economically

Disadvantaged
15.3% 14.2% 33.2% 35.6% 33.6% 32.4% 17% 17.8% 0.9% 0% + 0.8%

Non-

Economically

Disadvantaged

15.8% 8.2% 25.4% 33.7% 33.3% 27.6% 25.4% 28.6% 0% 2% + 3.2%
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COMPARISON OF HACKENSACKõSSUBGROUP

SPRING 2017  AND SPRING 201 8  GRADE 8

PARCC ADMINISTRATIONS

MATHEMATICS - PERCENTAGES

Not YetMeeting 

Expectations

(Level 1)

Partially Meeting 

Expectations

(Level 2)

Approaching 

Expectations

(Level 3)

Meeting 

Expectations

(Level 4)

Exceeding 

Expectations

(Level 5)

% Difference 

>= Level 4

2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018

Female 23.4% 19.3% 18.2% 27.1% 24.1% 22.1% 34.3% 31.4% 0% 0% - 2.9%

Male 25.3% 26.8% 17.9% 14.4% 22.2% 26.1% 34.6% 31.4% 0% 1.3% - 3.2%

Hispanic 25.3% 22.1% 18.2% 15.7% 23.7% 24.4% 32.8% 37.2% 0% 0.6% + 4.4%

African

American
18.4% 25% 19.7% 29.2% 27.6% 25% 34.2% 20.8% 0% 0% - 13.4%

White 33.3% 26.7% 11.1% 20% 0% 26.7% 55.6% 20% 0% 6.7% - 35.6%

Economically

Disadvantaged
28.8% 21.8% 18% 20.9% 21.5% 21.8% 31.7% 35% 0% 0.5% + 3.3%

Non-

Economically

Disadvantaged

14.9% 26.4% 18.1% 19.5% 26.6% 29.9% 40.4% 23% 0% 1.1% - 17.4%
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COMPARISON OF HACKENSACKõSSUBGROUP

SPRING 2017  AND SPRING 201 8  ALGEBRA I

PARCC ADMINISTRATIONS

MATHEMATICS - PERCENTAGES

Not YetMeeting 

Expectations

(Level 1)

Partially Meeting 

Expectations

(Level 2)

Approaching 

Expectations

(Level 3)

Meeting 

Expectations

(Level 4)

Exceeding 

Expectations

(Level 5)

% Difference 

>= Level 4

2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018

Female 8.2% 11.4% 23.4% 16.9% 33.5% 28.9% 34.9% 42.8% 0% 0% + 7.9%

Male 16.8% 15.7% 30.3% 19.4% 25.6% 22% 26.9% 41.4% 0.3% 1.6% + 14.5%

Hispanic 13.5% 16.1% 28.5% 22.9% 29.4% 22.4% 28.5% 37.7% 0% 0.9% + 9.2%

African

American
16% 11.5% 28.2% 6.6% 30.5% 34.4% 25.2% 47.5% 0% 0% + 22.3%

White 6.9% 10% 18.1% 16% 29.2% 30% 44.4% 42% 1.4% 2% - 2.4%

Economically

Disadvantaged
13.8% 13.8% 27.9% 22.1% 29.2% 22.1% 29.2% 41% 0% 1% + 11.8%

Non-

Economically

Disadvantaged

11.6% 13.6% 26.1% 13.6% 29.5% 29% 32.5% 43.2% 0.4% 0.6% + 10.7%
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COMPARISON OF HACKENSACKõSSUBGROUP

SPRING 2017  AND SPRING 201 8  ALGEBRA I I

PARCC ADMINISTRATIONS

MATHEMATICS - PERCENTAGES

Not YetMeeting 

Expectations

(Level 1)

Partially Meeting 

Expectations

(Level 2)

Approaching 

Expectations

(Level 3)

Meeting 

Expectations

(Level 4)

Exceeding 

Expectations

(Level 5)

% Difference 

>= Level 4

2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018

Female 39.7% 31.6% 27.7% 35.5% 21.2% 19.3% 11.4% 13.6% 0% 0% + 2.2%

Male 33.2% 44.3% 25.3% 29.9% 22.6% 13.6% 17.9% 10.9% 1.1% 1.4% - 7.0%

Hispanic 33.7% 38.7% 29.7% 31.1% 22.3% 17.3% 14.4% 12% 0% 0.9% - 2.4%

African

American
52% 44.7% 26.7% 39.5% 17.3% 14% 4% 1.8% 0% 0% - 2.2%

White 34.3% 35.8% 22.4% 25.9% 25.4% 17.3% 17.9% 21% 0% 0% + 3.1%

Economically

Disadvantaged
34.5% 41.3% 27% 32.7% 21.8% 14.9% 16.7% 10.1% 0% 1% - 6.6%

Non-

Economically

Disadvantaged

38% 34.9% 26% 32.8% 22% 17.8% 13% 14.1% 1% 0.4% + 1.1%
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COMPARISON OF HACKENSACKõSSUBGROUP

SPRING 2017  AND SPRING 201 8  GEOMETRY

PARCC ADMINISTRATIONS

MATHEMATICS - PERCENTAGES

Not YetMeeting 

Expectations

(Level 1)

Partially Meeting 

Expectations

(Level 2)

Approaching 

Expectations

(Level 3)

Meeting 

Expectations

(Level 4)

Exceeding 

Expectations

(Level 5)

% Difference 

>= Level 4

2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018 2017 2018

Female 5.4% 6.1% 39% 32.4% 41.3% 41.2% 14.3% 19.8% 0% 0.4% + 5.5%

Male 13% 15.4% 40.1% 31.7% 29.5% 37.5% 16.9% 15.1% 0.5% 0.4% - 1.8%

Hispanic 11.8% 11.7% 39.8% 32.7% 33.5% 39.7% 14.5% 16% 0.5% 0% + 1.5%

African

American
9.3% 15.2% 53.3% 37.5% 30.8% 37.5% 6.5% 9.8% 0% 0% + 3.3%

White 2.8% 3.8% 25.4% 24.1% 50.7% 45.6% 21.1% 25.3% 0% 1.3% + 4.2%

Economically

Disadvantaged
10.5% 10.7% 44.8% 36% 31.4% 38% 13.3% 15.3% 0% 0% + 2%

Non-

Economically

Disadvantaged

7.7% 10.8% 34.5% 28.7% 39.5% 40.5% 17.7% 19.4% 0.5% 0.7% + 1.7%
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ELA03 ELA04 ELA05 ELA06 ELA07 ELA08 ELA09 ELA10 ELA11

2018 47.0% 45.8% 27.6% 36.9% 40.5% 52.4% 47.9% 41.1% 46.5%

2017 33.5% 36.1% 35.0% 33.7% 43.8% 50% 47.0% 51.3% 47.5%

2016 32.9% 39.9% 24.8% 31.4% 37.8% 55.2% 46.3% 31.8% 49.7%
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Performance of Economically Disadvantaged Subgroup over 3 years
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MAT03 MAT04 MAT05 MAT06 MAT07 MAT08 ALG01 ALG02 GEO01

2018 43.0% 38.1% 15.6% 20.7% 17.8% 35.5% 42.0% 11.1% 15.3%

2017 38.1% 26.1% 21.6% 22.5% 17.9% 31.7% 29.2% 16.7% 13.3%

2016 32.3% 30.5% 9.5% 15.4% 17.1% 29.4% 28.7% 9.5% 12.3%
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Performance of Economically Disadvantaged Subgroup over 3 years
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ELA03 ELA04 ELA05 ELA06 ELA07 ELA08 ELA09 ELA10 ELA11

2018 57.4% 61.4% 45.8% 49.0% 55.1% 50.9% 55.2% 53.7% 53.6%

2017 53.4% 53.6% 53.8% 51.7% 60.6% 65.2% 64.7% 62.9% 62.0%

2016 57.5% 64.5% 42.2% 41.2% 59.8% 61.5% 57.8% 54.6% 60.7%
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Performance of Non-Economically Disadvantaged Subgroup over 3 years
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MAT03 MAT04 MAT05 MAT06 MAT07 MAT08 ALG01 ALG02 GEO01

2018 56.0% 44.7% 31.0% 33.0% 30.6% 24.1% 43.8% 14.5% 20.1%

2017 50.3% 38.5% 26.9% 36.2% 25.4% 40.4% 32.9% 14.0% 18.2%

2016 50.4% 52.3% 27.9% 2.9% 21.5% 35.5% 32.7% 10.6% 12.6%
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Performance of Non-Economically Disadvantaged Subgroup over 3 years
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ELA03 ELA04 ELA05 ELA06 ELA07 ELA08 ELA09 ELA10 ELA11

Hispanic 43.6% 51.4% 27.8% 38.5% 40.3% 53.5% 47.3% 40.3% 45.8%

African American 58.0% 45.0% 32.7% 38.6% 47.5% 45.3% 56.1% 48.0% 41.0%

White 62.1% 73.9% 57.7% 40.0% 62.5% 50.0% 54.0% 65.5% 67.1%
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49

MAT03 MAT04 MAT05 MAT06 MAT07 MAT08 ALG01 ALG02 GEO01

Hispanic 46.0% 40.2% 15.9% 23.2% 21.7% 37.8% 38.6% 12.9% 16.0%

African American 41.0% 33.3% 17.8% 19.3% 17.3% 20.8% 47.5% 1.8% 9.8%

White 70.0% 60.9% 40.7% 26.7% 46.7% 26.7% 44.0% 21.0% 26.6%
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Performance of Subgroup Race in Mathematics PARCC Spring 2018



50

ELA03 ELA04 ELA05 ELA06 ELA07 ELA08 ELA09 ELA10 ELA11

Female 53.9% 57.7% 41.8% 49.7% 52.8% 60.2% 56.5% 55.4% 60.9%

Male 48.2% 44.8% 25.4% 31.7% 37.7% 43.7% 46.6% 40.0% 40.6%
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MAT03 MAT04 MAT05 MAT06 MAT07 MAT08 ALG01 ALG02 GEO01

Female 45.7% 40.1% 20.8% 27.2% 22.1% 31.4% 42.8% 13.6% 20.2%

Male 49.8% 40.9% 19.3% 21.2% 21.4% 32.7% 42.9% 12.2% 15.4%
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DLM Overview
·DLM is the alternate assessment for students with the 

most significant cognitive disabilities.
·NJ uses the DLM Year-End (YE) model in English 

Language Arts, Mathematics, and Science.
·ELA and Math are tested in Grades 3 - 8 and 11
·Science is tested in Grades 5, 8, and 11
·The NJ Fall Training materials provide a description of the 

tested population and participation criteria that determine 
who is eligible to take the NJ DLM test.
·Districts must follow the criteria, as it is based on federal   

requirements and guidelines.
·Paperwork will be completed by the IEP team to document 

the eligibility of students.



DLM Student Reports

·PÒÏÖÉÄÅ ÒÅÓÕÌÔÓ ÒÅÌÁÔÅÄ ÔÏ Á ÓÔÕÄÅÎÔȭÓ ÏÖÅÒÁÌÌ 
performance level for the subject.

·3ÕÍÍÁÒÉÚÅ ÒÅÓÕÌÔÓ ÒÅÌÁÔÅÄ ÔÏ ÅÁÃÈ ÓÔÕÄÅÎÔȭÓ 
performance on groups of related Essential Elements 
in ELA and Math

·Are reported using four performance levels approved 
by New Jersey



DLM Four Performance Levels
·Emerging ɀStudent demonstrates emerging

understanding of and ability to apply content knowledge 
and skills represented by the Essential Elements

·Approaching ɀ3ÔÕÄÅÎÔȭÓ ÕÎÄÅÒÓÔÁÎÄÉÎÇ ÏÆ ÁÎÄ ÁÂÉÌÉÔÙ ÔÏ 
apply targetedcontent knowledge and skills represented by 
the Essential Elements

·Target ɀ3ÔÕÄÅÎÔȭÓ ÕÎÄÅÒÓÔÁÎÄÉÎÇ ÏÆ ÁÎÄ ÁÂÉÌÉÔÙ ÔÏ ÁÐÐÌÙ 
content knowledge and skills represented by the Essential 
Elements.

·Advanced ɀStudent demonstrates advanced 
understanding of and ability to apply targeted content 
knowledge and skills represented by the Essential 
Elements.



Results ςEnglish Language Arts
Grade Emerging Approaching Target Advanced

Target and 
Advanced

3 11.1% 33.3% 44.4% 11.1% 56%

4 60% 0% 40% 0% 40%

5 0% 25% 50% 25% 75%

6 40% 50% 10% 0% 10%

7 0% 100% 0% 0% 0%

8 100% 0% 0% 0% 0%



Results ςMathematics
Grade Emerging Approaching Target Advanced

Target and 
Advanced

3 33.3% 11.1% 33.3% 22.2% 56%

4 73.3% 40% 20% 0% 20%

5 50% 50% 0% 0% 0%

6 60% 20% 10% 10% 20%

7 80% 0% 20% 0% 20%

8 100% 0% 0% 0% 0%



Results ςScience
Grade Emerging Approaching Target Advanced

Target and 
Advanced

5 50% 50% 0% 0% 0%

8 100% 0% 0% 0% 0%



Grade 3 Results
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Grade 4 Results
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Grade 5 Results
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Grade 6 Results
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Grade 7 Results
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Grade 8 Results
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Moving Forward:
·Grades 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8 ɀ7ÉÌÌ ÂÅ ÕÓÉÎÇ Ȱ$ÉÒÅÃÔ 
)ÎÓÔÒÕÃÔÉÏÎȱ ÓÕÐÐÌÅÍÅÎÔÁÌ ÃÕÒÒÉÃÕÌÕÍ ÔÈÁÔ ÆÏÃÕÓÅÓ ÏÎ 
Essential Elements

·Teachers in Grades 5-8 analyzed student data and have 
decided to focus on:

·Math:

· Compare, compose and decompose numbers and set

· Represent and interpret data

·ELA:

· Determining Critical Elements of Text

· Construct Understandings of text





Full Time Bilingual ESL Only Parent Refusals
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