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Bar raised
with mixed results

Challenges remain as Union schools up test scores
BY ALEXI FRIEDMAN

STAR-LEDGER STAFF

In Elizabeth’s 22,000-student
public school district, progress is
measured out in modest gains.

Union County’s biggest school
district posted higher scores in last
year’s state administered exams,
though individual schools contin-
ued to struggle, according to newly
released data from the state De-
partment of Education.

Although the story was similar
in Plainfield — which, like Eliza-
beth, is an Abbott school district —
around much of Union County
schools showed strong passing
rates in the proficiency exams ad-
ministered last year in grades 3
through 8 and 11.

In Berkeley Heights and West-
field, 90 percent or more of stu-
dents passed the three exams,
given in language arts, mathema-
tics and science each year.

Although Plainfield and Eliza-
beth posted substantially lower
numbers, officials there also
stressed long-term strategies for
eventual success.

And there was reason to be op-
timistic.

Don Goncalves, an Elizabeth
school spokesman, said the district
posted gains from the 2007 to 2008
state tests.

‘‘Overall, we’re happy that the
school district is progressing,’’
Goncalves said, noting that two el-
ementary schools, Nos. 21 and 22,
were recently awarded distinctions
by the state.

This year, 18 of the 29 Elizabeth
schools made the state’s list for
having shown Adequate Yearly
Progress, an indicator of improve-
ment, four more than last year,
Goncalves said.

The 5,000-plus student Eliza-
beth High School continued to suf-
fer, however, with only 56 percent
of students passing in language
arts and 44 percent in math.

But a plan to transform the
high school by dividing it into
smaller schools — set to take effect
next fall — should contribute to its
turnaround, Goncalves said.

In Plainfield, the new superin-
tendent, Steven Gallon III, has al-
ready implemented numerous
changes since coming on last sum-
mer, from curriculum to source ma-
terials.

The district’s traditionally low
state test scores, Gallon said, offer
‘‘a tremendous opportunity’’ for
improvement.

The upcoming state exams will
be a benchmark of sorts for the
new superintendent, he acknowl-
edged, adding that improvements
to the underperforming district will
also come from other places, like
higher graduation and attendance
rates and lower dropout rates.
‘‘We’re not simply hanging our hat
on test scores, although they are
very important to me,’’ Gallon said.

Linden’s new superintendent,
Rocco Tomazic, said several of his
schools saw gains in last year’s
exams, most notably at Myles
McManus Middle School.

There, 70.6 percent of students
scored proficient in the language
arts exam, avoiding a possible
school restructuring. ‘‘We’ve
stopped the sliding there,’’ he said.
The high school, meanwhile, had
mixed results, with 71 percent of
students passing language arts but
just 53.6 percent passing in math.

In Westfield, where test scores
are perennially high, last year’s
numbers were virtually no different.

Nearly every school achieved 90
percent passing proficiency in each
of the three subjects. Superinten-

dent Margaret Dolan said Westfield
will continue to look at ways of im-
proving each student’s individual
scores within the categories.

But, she said, ‘‘we’re very
pleased with how our students are
doing, with how our parents are
working hard with them, our teach-
ers are working with them in the
classroom. I think we’re preparing
them well.’’

Alexi Friedman may be reached
at afriedman@starledger.com or
(908) 351-4654.

state changed the rules in the mid-
dle of the game,’’ he said. ‘‘We got
lower scores when, in fact, there
was progress in the classroom. It
was a strange result.’’

Corzine announced an ambi-
tious agenda last year for making
the state’s high schools more rigor-
ous, an initiative that has the
strong support of the business
community and is a response, in
part, to the large number of stu-
dents who arrive at college in need
of remedial help.

Education Commissioner Lu-
cille Davy agreed that, had it not
been for the change in cut scores,
sixth- and seventh-graders would
have fared better on the state tests
than the year before. Fifth grade
scores would have dropped slightly.

‘‘The goal is to have more kids
graduate and go to college without
having to do remedial work or be
prepared to take a job without
doing employer basic skills train-
ing,’’ Davy said. ‘‘We’ll stay headed
in that direction.’’

Critics aren’t so sure.
Steve Wollmer, a spokesman for

the New Jersey Education Associa-
tion, the state’s largest teachers
union, said the state is pushing too
fast and hasn’t created systems al-
lowing teachers to share ‘‘best
practices’’ with colleagues.

‘‘Any test where 40 percent of
the kids are failing immediately has
to be called into question,’’ he said.
‘‘These kids did not suddenly lose
the ability to communicate or com-
pute.’’

Richard Bozza, executive direc-
tor of the New Jersey Association
of School Administrators, had a
similar reaction, although he said
the tests are invaluable for gauging
success of both students and
schools.

‘‘It’s great to see how we per-
form,’’ he said of the data. ‘‘This
year there is some controversy be-
cause they raised the standards
after the assessments were already
given (in fifth, sixth and seventh
grades). But most people realize
we have to continue to strive and
get higher achievement, particu-
larly in the middle and high
schools.’’

The pressure to increase stan-
dards, part of a national move-
ment, has shined a spotlight on
test scores with sometimes embar-
rassing results. In some cases, the
previous bar was so low in New Jer-
sey that middle school students
needed to correctly answer just 33
percent of the questions to be
deemed ‘‘proficient.’’ The bar was
raised to roughly 50 percent on all
the tests.

Although cut scores also
changed for seventh-graders, their
failure rates didn’t rise as dramati-
cally. Statewide, about 30 percent
of seventh-graders failed language
arts and 35 percent failed math.

Davy said many groups of stu-
dents — sometimes in individual
schools, other times entire racial
groups — have been inching for-
ward, something lost in an exami-
nation of statewide averages. One
superintendent noted the scores of
special education or otherwise dis-
advantaged kids can drag down av-
erages.

That, of course, is the point of
the tough No Child Left Behind
Law, which argues that by pressing
higher standards and holding
schools accountable, every child
can succeed.

Davy said part of the point of
raising the bar in middle school
was to identify thousands of chil-
dren who may be in need of reme-
dial help — and need to get it now
if they are to meet new rigorous
standards being pounded into the
high school.

That initiative includes not only
tougher tests and added classes,
but a whole new approach to
teaching that will emphasize tech-
nology and more interaction with
the outside world, she said.

Michael Lasusa, co-principal of
Chatham High School, said his dis-
trict supports the effort and al-
ready is instituting changes to
make that dream come true. He
said he is hopeful the state will one
day focus less on standardized
tests and more on other types of
assessment that gauge critical
thinking and things such as tech-
nology.

‘‘We fared very well on the
tests,’’ he said, ‘‘but we’re very for-
tunate we don’t have some of the
pressures other communities
have.’’
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While classmates finish up, Raritan Township eighth-grader Matt Hyman reads a book after completing the Learnia Benchmark test yesterday.

8 Berkeley Heights I Columbia 69.5 28.6 46.8 46.8 27.1 71.4
11 Berkeley Heights I Governor Livingston High 76.9 18.9 50.0 45.5
4 Berkeley Heights I Mountain Park Elementary 83.9 8.9 41.1 51.8 39.3 58.9
4 Berkeley Heights I Thomas P. Hughes Elementary 77.8 17.3 23.5 71.6 25.9 71.6
4 Berkeley Heights I William Woodruff Elementary 96.1 2 39.2 56.9 43.1 54.9

11 Clark Public Schools FG Arthur L. Johnson 76.8 15.5 65.5 20.9
8 Clark Public Schools FG Carl H. Kumpf 72.7 22.2 52 29.1 46 48.3
4 Clark Township FG Frank K. Hehnly Elementary 84.4 6.3 54.2 35.4 54.2 39.6
4 Clark Township FG Valley Road Elementary 70.1 16.9 51.9 29.9 45.5 48.1
4 Cranford Township I Brookside Place Elementary 87.3 9.1 25.5 67.3 31.5 66.7

11 Cranford Township I Cranford Senior High 66.8 28.3 57.0 32.1
8 Cranford Township I Hillside Avenue 66.9 26.6 40 47.2 46.4 50.4
4 Cranford Township I Hillside Avenue Elementary 85.7 0 46.9 46.9 41.7 52.1
4 Cranford Township I Livingston Avenue Elementary 85.5 1.4 56.5 33.3 54.9 36.6
8 Cranford Township I Orange Ave. 68.6 28.3 47.2 42.8 40.9 56
4 Cranford Township I Orange Avenue Elementary 87.6 3.1 51 40.6 41.7 51
4 Elizabeth A Dr Albert Einstein Academy 74.7 0 53.3 32 50.7 18.7
8 Elizabeth A Dr. Albert Einstein Academy 65.8 1.4 31.5 6.8 53.4 12.3

11 Elizabeth A Elizabeth High 52.9 3.2 39.0 4.8
4 Elizabeth A Hudson 75.6 0 61 34.1 56.1 12.2
4 Elizabeth A Lafayette 61.6 0 52.3 12.5 49.4 3.4
8 Elizabeth A No 17 T. Roosevelt 61.5 1.6 37.4 3.3 62.6 4.1
8 Elizabeth A No 25 Charles Hudson 76.1 1.5 44.8 7.5 67.2 10.4
8 Elizabeth A No 26 Westminster Avenue 77.6 6.1 34.7 20.4 49 30.6
8 Elizabeth A No 30 Ronald Reagan Academy 60 1.5 46.2 6.2 66.2 6.2
8 Elizabeth A No 6 Lafayette 66.3 3.4 29.3 6.5 53.9 5.6
8 Elizabeth A No 70 Cleveland Middle 35.2 0 15 0.6 36 0
8 Elizabeth A No 71 Mabel Holmes Middle 46 1.2 23.9 2.5 40 1.9
8 Elizabeth A No 72 Hamilton Middle 45.7 0.4 24.9 5.1 45.9 1.9
8 Elizabeth A No 75 Battin Middle 53.5 0.9 22.4 3.4 48.7 2.7
8 Elizabeth A No 76 Reilly Middle 87.2 10.1 41.3 48.6 59.3 37
8 Elizabeth A No 77 Mcauliffe Middle 46.5 0.6 23.4 7 51.6 5.7
4 Elizabeth A Number 1, George Washington Elementary 49.3 0 47.9 4.8 34.7 2.1
4 Elizabeth A Number 12, Elmora Elementary 92.1 2.6 22.1 74 55.8 35.1
4 Elizabeth A Number 13, Benjamin Franklin Elementary 75.5 0 55.6 14.8 64.8 0
4 Elizabeth A Number 14, Abraham Lincoln Elementary 71.1 0.8 53.7 30.1 55.6 12.1
4 Elizabeth A Number 15, Christopher Columbus Elementary 78.5 1.3 37 51.9 58 21
4 Elizabeth A Number 16, Madison-Monroe Elementary 80 0 61 28.6 58.4 13
4 Elizabeth A Number 18, Robert Morris Elementary 76.1 2.8 47.3 35.1 59.5 17.6
4 Elizabeth A Number 19, Woodrow Wilson Elementary 87.9 2.2 47.9 43.8 52.6 5.2
4 Elizabeth A Number 2, Winfield Scott Elementary 64 2 56 8 46 8
4 Elizabeth A Number 20, John Marshall Elementary 82.8 0 60 16.7 56.7 16.7
4 Elizabeth A Number 22, William F. Halloran Elementary 94.2 4.9 4.9 95.1 35.9 60.2
4 Elizabeth A Number 23, N.M. Butler Elementary 73.5 0 46.6 35 56.3 8.7
4 Elizabeth A Number 3, Peterstown Elementary 60.8 0 41.5 24.5 44.3 9.4
4 Elizabeth A Ronald Reagan Academy 66.3 0 51.3 17.5 48.8 3.8
4 Elizabeth A Roosevelt 65.3 2.8 45.2 34.2 54.8 8.2
4 Elizabeth A Westminster Academy 82 6 50 40 72 14
8 Garwood DE Lincoln/Franklin 64.6 14.6 44.9 26.5 61.2 30.6
4 Garwood DE Lincoln/Franklin Elementary 79.2 0 52.1 37.5 50 43.8
4 Hillside CD Abram P. Morris-Saybrook Elementary * * * * * *
4 Hillside CD Calvin Coolidge Elementary 82.9 7.3 38.5 59 47.5 42.5
4 Hillside CD George Washington Elementary 76.9 1.5 36.9 30.8 53.8 10.8

11 Hillside CD Hillside High 68.9 2.7 41.9 5.4
4 Hillside CD Hurden-Looker Elementary 65.9 3.3 46.7 22.8 51.1 18.5
8 Hillside CD Walter O. Krumbiegel 66.7 2.1 28.9 11.5 56.7 8.2
8 Kenilworth DE David Brearley High 84.4 5.6 55.6 27.8 56.2 30.3

11 Kenilworth DE David Brearley High 82.7 6.4 61.3 17.1
4 Kenilworth DE Harding Elementary 78.7 8 46.7 41.3 52 37.3
8 Linden B Joseph E Soehl Middle 68 4.1 43.4 16.8 58.2 17.6

11 Linden B Linden High 68.2 3.3 44.5 9.1
8 Linden B Myles J. Mcmanus Middle 69.4 1.2 44.6 14.3 60.8 16.8
4 Linden B Number Four 67.8 0 52.3 10.2 56.3 6.9
4 Linden B Number Ten, Highland Avenue 83.3 4.2 35.4 50 50 39.6
4 Linden B Number Eight 79.3 0 49.2 30.5 61 18.6
4 Linden B Number Nine, Deerfield Terrace 97.6 0 66.7 26.7 55.6 15.6
4 Linden B Number One 62.1 0 54.7 10.5 57.9 4.2
4 Linden B Number Six 85.4 0 67.3 24.5 51 26.5
4 Linden B Number Two 78.2 0 55.4 23.2 48.2 21.4
4 Mountainside I Deerfield Elementary 81.9 11.1 26.4 72.2 27.8 72.2
8 Mountainside I Deerfield Elementary 74.4 23.1 47.4 43.6 44.9 53.8
4 New Providence I Allen W. Roberts Elementary 88.8 4.1 41.8 54.1 48 48

11 New Providence I New Providence High 66.9 30.5 27.8 68.9
8 New Providence I New Providence Middle 82.5 15.1 35.8 57.6 28.3 69.9
4 New Providence I Salt Brook Elementary 98.8 0 24.4 73.3 27.9 68.6
4 Plainfield B Cedarbrook Elementary 64.9 1.8 42.1 14 43.9 14
4 Plainfield B Charles H. Stillman Elementary 53.1 0 40.6 3.1 25 3.1
4 Plainfield B Clinton Elementary 61.7 0 37.5 16.7 39.6 6.3
4 Plainfield B Dewitt D. Barlow Elementary 80 0 54.8 35.5 61.3 3.2
4 Plainfield B Emerson Elementary 61.1 0 38.9 23.6 30.1 6.8
4 Plainfield B Evergreen Elementary 66.2 0 47.1 24.3 47.1 25.7
4 Plainfield B Frederic W. Cook Elementary 52.6 0 44.7 39.5 63.2 21.1
8 Plainfield B Hubbard 46.7 0.5 24.4 2.1 46.9 0.5
4 Plainfield B Jefferson Elementary 51.7 0 39.1 14.1 46.9 4.7
8 Plainfield B Maxson 48.3 1.1 27.3 3.4 53.3 5.8

11 Plainfield B Plainfield High 57.5 0.6 36.9 2.9
4 Plainfield B Washington Elementary 45.9 0 46.5 5.8 33.7 8.1
4 Plainfield B Woodland Elementary 81.8 0 66.7 24.2 45.5 18.2
4 Rahway CD Franklin Elementary 56.5 0 64.8 13.2 54.9 12.1
4 Rahway CD Grover Cleveland Elementary 47.9 0 53.1 4.1 46.9 0
4 Rahway CD Madison Elementary 78 0 60 34 56 30

11 Rahway CD Rahway High 70.7 2.6 50.8 7.6
8 Rahway CD Rahway Middle School 66.7 2.9 49.5 18.2 57.8 22.7
4 Rahway CD Roosevelt Elementary 77.8 3.3 57.3 28.1 68.9 3.3

11 Roselle Borough B Abraham Clark High School 59.7 1.0 44.7 3.0
8 Roselle Borough B Abraham Clark High School 62.2 0 27.5 3.8 58.6 6.2
4 Roselle Borough B Dr. Charles C. Polk * * * * * *
4 Roselle Borough B L.V. Moore 67.7 0 57.4 8.6 53.8 7.6
4 Roselle Borough B Washington Elementary * * * * * *
8 Roselle Borough B Wilday * * * * * *
4 Roselle Park DE Ernest J. Finizio-Aldene Elementary 68.4 5.3 37.5 42.5 50 27.5
4 Roselle Park DE Robert Gordon Elementary 74.4 11.6 32.6 62.8 46.5 51.2

11 Roselle Park DE Roselle Park High School 72.1 9.7 59.1 13.0
8 Roselle Park DE Roselle Park Middle 78.3 6.6 49.1 12 73.7 15.6
4 Roselle Park DE Sherman Elementary 89.4 3 39.4 54.5 40.9 57.6
4 Scotch Plains-Fanwood Reg. I Evergreen Elementary 81.8 10.4 37.7 57.1 39 57.1
4 Scotch Plains-Fanwood Reg. I Howard B. Brunner Elementary 86.5 5.4 32.4 59.5 37.8 52.7
4 Scotch Plains-Fanwood Reg. I J. Ackerman Coles Elementary 80.2 12.6 22.5 71.2 41.4 52.3
8 Scotch Plains-Fanwood Reg. I Park Middle 76.1 15.6 42.9 31.2 54.1 34.1
4 Scotch Plains-fanwood I School #1 Elementary 87.7 9.6 30.1 65.8 27.4 65.8

11 Scotch Plains-Fanwood Reg. I Scotch Plains-Fanwood High 70.9 19.3 42.3 48.4
8 Scotch Plains-Fanwood Reg. I Terrill Middle 78.2 14.4 46.8 35.3 45 48
4 Scotch Plains-Fanwood Reg. I William J. Mcginn Elementary 84.8 10.5 32.4 62.9 41 54.3
8 Springfield GH Florence M. Gaudineer 83.2 7.7 45.2 37.4 45.2 49.7
4 Springfield GH James Caldwell Elementary 89.3 2.7 50.7 42.7 42.7 48

11 Springfield GH Jonathan Dayton 72.8 10.3 53.3 26.7
4 Springfield GH Thelma L. Sandmeier Elementary 76.2 1.2 45.2 35.7 43.4 38.6
4 Summit I Brayton Elementary 78.9 14.5 30.3 65.8 24 73.3
4 Summit I Franklin Elementary 95.2 3.6 25 72.6 27.4 70.2
4 Summit I Jefferson Elementary 71.4 7.1 47.6 35.7 45.2 42.9
8 Summit I L.C. Johnson Summit Middle 77.5 16.4 39.5 48.2 43.5 50.4
4 Summit I Lincoln-Hubbard Elementary 72.9 25.7 22.9 77.1 34.3 64.3

11 Summit I Summit Senior High 67.8 26.4 47.7 43.4
4 Summit I Washington Elementary 85.5 6.5 24.2 67.7 38.7 54.8

11 Union County Vo. Tech. V Academy For Allied Health Sciences 51.8 48.2 35.7 64.3
11 Union County Vo. Tech. V Academy For Information Technology 80.0 18.2 34.5 65.5
11 Union County Vo. Tech. V Union Cty. Magnet High 67.2 32.8 16.4 83.6
11 Union County Vo. Tech. V Union Cty. Vo. Tech. High 87.5 12.5 72.9 27.1
4 Union Township DE Battle Hill Elementary 72.3 2.4 44 29.8 52.4 29.8
8 Union Township DE Burnet Middle School 70.8 5.7 41 12.9 62.6 18.6
4 Union Township DE Connecticut Farms Elementary 76.4 0 42.7 36 58.4 28.1
4 Union Township DE Franklin Elementary 69.8 0.9 47.7 17.8 57.5 22.6
4 Union Township DE Hannah Caldwell Elementary 75 7.1 33 45.5 36.6 51.8
8 Union Township DE Kawameeh Middle School 70.8 4.9 39.2 12.8 56.6 26.5
4 Union Township DE Livingston Elementary 77.6 0 55.3 35.5 44.7 43.4

11 Union Township DE Union Senior High 74.3 4.6 52.3 10.6
4 Union Township DE Washington Elementary 87.7 2.6 41.7 51.3 40 49.6
4 Westfield I Franklin Elementary 84.5 6.2 32.1 61.8 47.7 45.4
4 Westfield I Jefferson Elementary 86.5 6.8 21.6 74.3 36.5 59.5
4 Westfield I Mckinley Elementary 88.9 9.3 25.9 72.2 33.3 59.3
8 Westfield I Roosevelt Intermediate 77.8 17.2 48.1 42.7 46 50.2
4 Westfield I Tamaques Elementary 91.7 3.6 27.4 70.2 28.6 69
8 Westfield I Thomas Edison Inter. 73.7 14.2 36.8 46.6 43.3 49
4 Westfield I Washington Elementary 95.5 3 30.3 69.7 39.4 59.1

11 Westfield I Westfield High School 73.3 22.2 38.6 53.3
4 Westfield I Wilson Elementary 94 6 32 68 42 56
4 Winfield Township B Winfield School * * * * * *
8 Winfield Twp B Winfield Township 80 13.3 26.7 46.7 53.3 46.7

The state yesterday released the scores of how students in every public school fared on New Jersey’s proficiency tests in language arts, math and science in 2008. Statewide,
the tests are given to about 700,000 students in grades 4, 8 and 11. The following are the average passing rates for each school on each test in your county.
(Note: There is no science test for the 11th grade)

STATE AVERAGE
Grade 4 78 4.6 44.4 40.4 45.7 39.3
Grade 8 69.7 11.4 42.6 24.8 51.8 32.2
Grade 11 70.6 12.2 51.4 23.4

School test scores: Union County
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DISTRICT FACTOR GROUP Measures
district’s wealth. A is poorest, J is
wealthiest.
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Maria Tolios, Founder and President of Tolios Photo & Video in Astoria, New
York explains how advertising in the Star-Ledger has helped her business.

“Strong circulation, quality audience and multiple channels of distribution, such as print and online, provided
a compelling set of arguments for choosing the Star-Ledger over their competition.

Advertising in the Star-Ledger has raised our profile and won us instant credibility and trust with our new
clients. We project 40% growth in the year to come.

We are greatly impressed by the knowledge and professionalism of the Star-Ledger staff and their ability to
develop specially tailored solutions to satisfy our particular needs and circumstances. We will continue to
advertise in the Star-Ledger without hesitation.”

Strong.
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Powerful.
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