2. Participation of Students with Disabilities in Statewide Assessments: As noted in the next part of the General Supervision section of this Report, NJSDE has not yet developed an alternate statewide assessment for students with disabilities who do not participate in the statewide assessment system. However, a review of statistical data reported by NJSDE on the participation rates for students with disabilities statewide on the 1999 and 2000 Elementary School Proficiency Assessment (ESPA) and the Grade Eight Proficiency Assessment (GEPA) demonstrates a high rate of participation.

	STATEWIDE PARTICIPATION RATES FOR STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES ON STATEWIDE ASSESSMENTS 

	 
	ESPA 1999
Participation Rate 
	ESPA 2000
Participation Rate 
	GEPA 1999
Participation Rate 
	GEPA 2000
Participation Rate 

	Language Arts Literacy 
	91% 
	95% 
	91% 
	89% 

	Math 
	92% 
	96% 
	90% 
	91% 

	Science 
	92% 
	96% 
	Not operational in 1999 
	91% 


New Jersey requires that all students with IEPs take the High School Proficiency Test 11 (HSPT 11) which is required for graduation, unless the IEP specifies exemption. A student may take the Special Review Assessment as the alternative assessment to the HSPT11.

The New Jersey statewide assessment system is emerging as a measure of all students’ progress toward achieving and mastering the core curriculum content standards. The Elementary School Proficiency Assessments (ESPA) are administered in grades four and five and the Grade Eight Proficiency Assessment (GEPA) is administered in grade eight. In 1999, the Elementary School Proficiency Assessments measured the progress of fourth graders in language arts literacy, math and science. The Grade Eight Proficiency Assessment measured language arts literacy and math. Additional content areas will be added annually. Each eleventh and twelfth grade student is currently required to take and pass the High School Proficiency Test 11 (HSPT11) for graduation unless the student’s IEP states that he or she is exempt. Students with and without disabilities will also be eligible to graduate if they pass the Special Review Assessment (SRA), an alternative assessment for the High School Proficiency Test 11. The Special Review Assessment measures the same knowledge and skills as the High School Proficiency Test 11 but through a different format. In 1999-2000, the freshman class will be required to pass the High School Proficiency Assessment (HSPA) in their junior or senior year. The High School Proficiency Assessment will be aligned with the Core Curriculum Content Standards and replace the High School Proficiency Test 11.

NJSDE, Office of Assessment, Office of Standards and Professional Development, and the Office of Special Education Programs have worked collaboratively to involve students with disabilities in the core curriculum content standards through the general education curriculum and to increase the performance of students with disabilities in the statewide assessment system. In addition to the core curriculum content standards and frameworks previously described, the Office of Assessment along with teachers from across the state developed directories of test specifications for each subject area for each Statewide assessment. The directories list the knowledge and skills tested and include sample items in order for teachers to see the types of questions and tasks included as well as the level of difficulty of the test items. Directories were disseminated to directors of special education in local education agencies to ensure that they are available to special education personnel. Local district personnel have been instructed to use the information provided in these directories for preparation for IEP meetings in making decisions about participation in statewide assessments. Statewide training has also been conducted regarding decisions for determining whether or not the student will participate in statewide assessments in the development of the IEP, selection of accommodations and their relationship to instruction and federal and state regulations. As a result of these efforts, high participation rates for children with disabilities on the statewide assessments were experienced during the 1999-2000 school year.

The New Jersey Administrative Code has been amended to include criteria for the participation of students with disabilities in the statewide assessments. Students must participate in the general Statewide assessments unless the IEP team determines the student has not been instructed in any of the knowledge and skills tested in a subject area 

. The state monitoring system is effective in identifying systemic noncompliance, but OSEP was unable at the time of the visit (September 2000) to determine the effectiveness of corrections ordered by NJSDE.

OSEP was able to determine the effectiveness of NJSDE’s revised monitoring system in identifying systemic noncompliance as a result of two activities: (a) OSEP’s onsite monitoring of eight local education agencies (see sections of this report related to a provision of a free appropriate public education in the least restrictive environment, including transition from Part C to Part B; secondary transition; and parent involvement) and (b) a comprehensive review of NJSDE’s monitoring reports issued for the twenty-five local education agencies monitored by NJSDE during the 1999-2000 school year.

	Results of NJSDE 1999-2000 Monitoring of 25 local education agencies (LEAs) related to OSEP Findings and Special Conditions 

	Total number of LEAs with 10-15 areas of noncompliance 
	Total number of LEAs found noncompliant with least restrictive environment 
	Total number of LEAs found noncompliant with provision of extended school year services 
	Total number of LEAs found noncompliant with provision of counseling as a related service 
	Total number of LEAs found noncompliant with provision of secondary transition services 

	23 
	25 
	25 
	10 
	25 


Since NJSDE requires that local education agencies submit corrective action plans within 45 days of receipt of the State’s monitoring report and since many of the agencies visited by OSEP were in the process of either developing their plans, submitting their improvement plans, receiving approval of the plans by NJSDE or beginning implementation of corrections, OSEP was unable to determine the effectiveness of the corrections ordered by NJSDE. 

