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The “NAEP” Assessment

e NAEP - National Assessment of Educational Progress — The Nation’s Report Card
e NAEP State Coordinator position — funded by the United States Department of Education
e State NAEP — Grades 4 & 8 Reading and Mathematics — Administered every two years
— Grade 12 Reading and Mathematics — 2009 and 2013
O Timeframe: Last week of January through First week of March
O Number of Schools Selected in NH: Approximately 250 Schools (more with HS)
O Number of Students Sampled in NH: Approximately 3000 for each Grade and each
Assessment
O Each Student sampled takes only one assessment
O Administered by a NAEP assessment Field Staff
e Results: State-level only
O Scale Score — 0 to 500
O Achievement Levels: Below Basic, Basic, Proficient, and Advanced
= At or above Proficient is the most common Achievement reference
= Proficient represents solid academic performance with a demonstration of
competency of challenging subject matter.



NAEP 2011 Reading — Grades 4 & 8
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Overall Results:
= In 2011, the average score of fourth-grade students in Mew
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NAEP Grade 4 Reading - All Students

Average Scale Scores - Composite Scale

Jurisdiction| 2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2009 | 2011 Jurisdiction| 2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2009 | 2011
Massachusetts 228 231 236 234 237 Indiana 220 218 222 223 221
New Jersey 225 223 231 229 231 Iowa 223 221 225 221 221
Maryland 219 220 225 226 231 Washington 221 223 224 221 221
New Hampshire 228 227 229 229 230 Utah 219 221 221 219 220
DoDEA 224 226 229 228 229 Missouri 222 221 221 224 220
Connecticut 228 226 227 229 227 Alabama 207 208 216 216 220
Pennsylvania 219 223 226 224 227 National public 216 217 220 220 220
Vermont 226 227 228 229 227 South Dakota 222 222 223 222 220
Virginia 223 226 227 227 226 Illinois 216 216 219 219 219
North Dakota 222 225 226 226 226 Michigan 219 218 220 218 219
Montana 223 225 227 225 225 Texas 215 219 220 219 218
Kentucky 219 220 222 226 225 Arkansas 214 217 217 216 217
Delaware 224 226 225 226 225 Oregon 218 217 215 218 216
Florida 218 219 224 226 225 Oklahoma 214 214 217 217 215
Wyoming 222 223 225 223 224 South Carolina 215 213 214 216 215
Ohio 222 223 226 225 224 Tennessee 212 214 216 217 215
Kansas 220 220 225 224 224 West Virginia 219 215 215 215 214
Colorado 224 224 224 226 223 Hawaii 208 210 213 211 214
Nebraska 221 221 223 223 223 Nevada 207 207 211 211 213
New York 222 223 224 224 222 Arizona 209 207 210 210 212
Rhode Island 216 216 219 223 222 California 206 207 209 210 211
Minnesota 223 225 225 223 222 Louisiana 205 209 207 207 210
Maine 224 225 226 224 222 Mississippi 205 204 208 211 209
North Carolina 221 217 218 219 221 New Mexico 203 207 212 208 208
Wisconsin 221 221 223 220 221 Alaska 212 211 214 211 208
Idaho 218 222 223 221 221 District of Columbia 188 191 197 202 201

Georgia 214 214 219 218 221

NOTE: The NAEP Reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. Some apparent differences between estimates may not be statistically significant.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 2003, 2005,
2007, 2009 and 2011 Reading Assessments.



NAEP Grade 8 Reading - All Students

Average Scale Scores - Composite Scale

Jurisdiction| 2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2009 | 2011 Jurisdiction| 2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2009 | 2011

Massachusetts 273 274 273 274 275 Illinois 266 264 263 265 266
New Jersey 268 269 270 273 275 Michigan 264 261 260 262 265
Connecticut 267 264 267 272 275 Rhode Island 261 261 258 260 265
Vermont 271 269 273 272 274 Indiana 265 261 264 266 265
Montana 270 269 271 270 273 Iowa 268 267 267 265 265
DoDEA 272 271 273 272 272 Oregon 264 263 266 265 264
New Hampshire 271 270 270 271 272 National public 261 260 261 262 264
Maryland 262 261 265 267 271 North Carolina 262 258 259 260 263
Colorado 268 265 266 266 271 Georgia 258 257 259 260 262
Minnesota 268 268 268 270 270 Florida 257 256 260 264 262
Maine 268 270 270 268 270 Texas 259 258 261 260 261
Wyoming 267 268 266 268 270 Alaska 256 259 259 259 261
South Dakota 270 269 270 270 269 South Carolina 258 257 257 257 260
Kentucky 266 264 262 267 269 Arizona 255 255 255 258 260
North Dakota 270 270 268 269 269 Oklahoma 262 260 260 259 260
Ohio 267 267 268 269 268 Tennessee 258 259 259 261 259
Idaho 264 264 265 265 268 Arkansas 258 258 258 258 259
Pennsylvania 264 267 268 271 268 Alabama 253 252 252 255 258
Nebraska 266 267 267 267 268 Nevada 252 253 252 254 258
Washington 264 265 265 267 268 Hawaii 251 249 251 255 257
Kansas 266 267 267 267 267 West Virginia 260 255 255 255 256
Virginia 268 268 267 266 267 New Mexico 252 251 251 254 256
Wisconsin 266 266 264 266 267 California 251 250 251 253 255
Utah 264 262 262 266 267 Louisiana 253 253 253 253 255
Missouri 267 265 263 267 267 Mississippi 255 251 250 251 254
Delaware 265 266 265 265 266 District of Columbia 239 238 241 242 242

New York 265 265 264 264 266

NOTE: The NAEP Reading scale ranges from 0 to 500. Some apparent differences between estimates may not be statistically significant.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 2003, 2005,
2007, 2009 and 2011 Reading Assessments.



NAEP 2011 Mathematics — Grades 4 & 8
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Overall Results

= Im 2011, the average score of fourth-grade students in New
Hampshire was 252. This was higher than the average score of
240 for public school students in the nation.

= The average score for students in New Hampshire in 2011 {252)

wias not significantly different from their average score in 2008

{251) and was higher than their average score in 1992 (2304,

Im 2011, the score gap bebween students in Mew Hampshire at the

75th percentile and students at the 25th percentile was 33 points.

This performance gap was narrower than that of 1992 (37 points).

= The percentage of students in Mew Hampshire who performed at
ar above the NAEP Froficient level was 67 percent in 201 1. This
percentage was nol sgnificantly different from that in 2009 {56
percent) and was greater than that in 1992 (25 percent).

= The percentage of students in Mew Hampshire who performed at
or above the MAEP Basic level was 2 percent in 201 1. This
percentage was not significantty different from that in 2009 (92
percent) and was greater than that in 1992 (72 percent).
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Owverall Results

= In 2011, the average score of eighth-grade students in Mew
Hampshire was 292, This was higher than the average score of
283 for public schodl students in the nation.

= The average score for students in Mew Hamgpehire in 2011 (292}
was not significantly different from their average score in 2009
(282) and was higher than their average scorein 1890 (273).

m In 2011, the score gap betwean students in Mew Hampshire at the
75th percentile and students at the 25th percentile was 45 points.
This performance gap was not significantty different from that of
1980 (41 points).

= The percentage of students in Mew Hampshire who performed at
or above the NAEP Proficient level was 44 percentin 2011, This
percentage was not significantly different from that in 2008 (43
percent} and was greater than that in 1880 {20 percent).

m The percentage of students in New Hampshire who performed at
or above the NAEP Basic level was 82 percent in 2011, This
percentage was not significantly different from that in 2008 (82
percent) and was greater than that in 1990 (65 percent).

Achievement-Level Percentages and Average Seore Results
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Results for Student Grouwps in 2011
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Score Gaps for Student Groups

m In 2011, Black students had an average score that was 17
points lower than White students. Data are not reported for
Black students in 1992, because reporting standards were
not met.

= In 2011, Hispanic students had an average score that was
18 points lewer than White students. Data are not reported
for Hispanic students in 1892, because reporting standards
wera not met.

= In 2011, male students n Mew Hampshire had an average
score that was not significantly different from female
students

m In 2011, students who were eligible for reefreduced-price
school lunch, an indicator of low family income, had an
average score that was 15 points lower than students who
ware not eligible for freefreduced-price school lunch. This
performance gap was not significantly diffierent from that in
2003 (18 points).
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NAEP Grade 4 Mathematics - All Students

Average Scale Scores - Composite Scale

Jurisdiction| 2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2009 | 2011 Jurisdiction| 2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2009 | 2011
Massachusetts 242 247 252 252 253 Missouri 235 235 239 241 240
New Hampshire 243 246 249 251 252 Delaware 236 240 242 239 240
Minnesota 242 246 247 249 249 Idaho 235 242 241 241 240
New Jersey 239 244 249 247 248 National public 234 237 239 239 240
Maryland 233 238 240 244 247 Florida 234 239 242 242 240
Vermont 242 244 246 248 247 Nebraska 236 238 238 239 240
Kansas 242 246 248 245 246 Illinois 233 233 237 238 239
Pennsylvania 236 241 244 244 246 Hawaii 227 230 234 236 239
Virginia 239 240 244 243 245 Georgia 230 234 235 236 238
North Dakota 238 243 245 245 245 Arkansas 229 236 238 238 238
Wisconsin 237 241 244 244 245 New York 236 238 243 241 238
North Carolina 242 241 242 244 245 Oklahoma 229 234 237 237 237
Colorado 235 239 240 243 244 South Carolina 236 238 237 236 237
Maine 238 241 242 244 244 Nevada 228 230 232 235 237
Ohio 238 242 245 244 244 Oregon 236 238 236 238 237
Wyoming 241 243 244 242 244 Michigan 236 238 238 236 236
Indiana 238 240 245 243 244 Alaska 233 236 237 237 236
Montana 236 241 244 244 244 Arizona 229 230 232 230 235
Washington 238 242 243 242 243 West Virginia 231 231 236 233 235
Iowa 238 240 243 243 243 California 227 230 230 232 234
Utah 235 239 239 240 243 Tennessee 228 232 233 232 233
Connecticut 241 242 243 245 242 New Mexico 223 224 228 230 233
Rhode Island 230 233 236 239 242 Alabama 223 225 229 228 231
Texas 237 242 242 240 241 Louisiana 226 230 230 229 231
South Dakota 237 242 241 242 241 Mississippi 223 227 228 227 230
Kentucky 229 231 235 239 241 District of Columbia 205 211 214 219 222

DoDEA 237 239 240 240 241

NOTE: The NAEP Mathematics scale ranges from 0 to 500. Some apparent differences between estimates may not be statistically significant.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 2003, 2005,
2007, 2009 and 2011 Mathematics Assessments.



NAEP Grade 8 Mathematics - All Students

Average Scale Scores - Composite Scale

Jurisdiction| 2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2009 | 2011 Jurisdiction| 2003 | 2005 I 2007 | 2009 | 2011
Massachusetts 287 292 298 299 299 Illinois 277 278 280 282 283
Minnesota 291 290 292 294 295 Nebraska 282 284 284 284 283
New Jersey 281 284 289 293 294 Rhode Island 272 272 275 278 283
Vermont 286 287 291 293 294 Delaware 277 281 283 284 283
Montana 286 286 287 292 293 National public 276 278 280 282 283
New Hampshire 286 285 288 292 292 Oregon 281 282 284 285 283
North Dakota 287 287 292 293 292 Missouri 279 276 281 286 282
Colorado 283 281 286 287 292 Kentucky 274 274 279 279 282
South Dakota 285 287 288 291 291 South Carolina 277 281 282 280 281
Texas 277 281 286 287 290 New York 280 280 280 283 280
Kansas 284 284 290 289 290 Michigan 276 277 277 278 280
Virginia 282 284 288 286 289 Oklahoma 272 271 275 276 279
Maine 282 281 286 286 289 Arkansas 266 272 274 276 279
Wisconsin 284 285 286 288 289 Arizona 271 274 276 277 279
Ohio 282 283 285 286 289 Georgia 270 272 275 278 278
Washington 281 285 285 289 288 Nevada 268 270 271 274 278
Maryland 278 278 286 288 288 Florida 271 274 277 279 278
DoDEA 285 284 285 287 288 Hawaii 266 266 269 274 278
Wyoming 284 282 287 286 288 New Mexico 263 263 268 270 274
Connecticut 284 281 282 289 287 Tennessee 268 271 274 275 274
Idaho 280 281 284 287 287 West Virginia 271 269 270 270 273
North Carolina 281 282 284 284 286 Louisiana 266 268 272 272 273
Pennsylvania 279 281 286 288 286 California 267 269 270 270 273
Indiana 281 282 285 287 285 Mississippi 261 262 265 265 269
Iowa 284 284 285 284 285 Alabama 262 262 266 269 269
Utah 281 279 281 284 283 District of Columbia 243 245 248 254 260

Alaska 279 279 283 283 283

NOTE: The NAEP Mathematics scale ranges from 0 to 500. Some apparent differences between estimates may not be statistically significant.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 2003, 2005,
2007, 2009 and 2011 Mathematics Assessments.



In a search for Opportunities of Improvement...

e NAEP 2003 — 2011 Reading and Mathematics Results Trend

Analysis Reports

O National, New England States, and New Hampshire Student
Comparisons



Student Enrollment and Funding Information

Percentage of State Total for Demographic Data

Asian 7 |American : Limited | Children .
Jurisdiction| White | Black | Hispanic Pacifi£ Indlan /| Economically | g oich with Fepbupl
Islander Alas!<an Disadvantaged Proficiency | Disabilities Expenditure
Native
National public $10,591
Alabama 58 35 4 1 1 55 3 11 $9,042
Alaska 53 4 6 8 23 36 11 14 $15,353
Arizona 44 6 41 3 5 47 8 12 $7,929
Arkansas 65 22 9 2 1 60 6 14 $8,854
California 27 7 50 12 1 55 18 11 $9,503
Colorado 61 6 29 4 1 38 11 10 $8,782
Connecticut 64 14 18 4 0 32 5 12 $15,353
Delaware 52 33 11 3 0 46 6 15 $12,109
District of Columbia 7 80 12 2 0 70 S 16 $19,698
Florida 44 23 26 3 0 54 9 14 $8,867
Georgia 45 37 11 3 0 56 5 11 $9,649
Hawaii 20 2 5 73 1 43 10 11 $12,399
Idaho 80 1 15 2 2 43 6 10 $7,118
Illinois 53 19 21 4 0 43 S 15 $11,592
Indiana 74 12 7 2 0 45 5 16 $9,254
Iowa 82 5 8 2 1 37 4 14 $10,055
Kansas 69 8 16 3 1 45 8 14 $10,201
Kentucky 82 11 3 1 0 55 2 16 $9,038
Louisiana 48 46 3 1 1 66 2 12 $10,625
Maine 93 3 1 2 1 41 2 17 $12,183
Maryland 45 38 10 6 0 38 5 12 $13,737
Massachusetts 69 8 15 5 0 33 5 18 $14,540
Michigan 70 20 5 3 1 46 4 14 $10,373
Minnesota 75 10 7 6 2 36 7 15 $11,088
Mississippi 46 50 2 1 0 71 1 13 $8,064
Missouri 76 18 4 2 0 44 2 14 $9,891

NOTE: The percentages have been rounded to nearest whole number.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, 2011 EdFacts State Trend Profiles. Student Enroliment figures from 2009-2010 School Year. Per Pupil Expenditure from CCD FY 2009.



Student Enrollment and Funding Information

Percentage of State Total for Demographic Data

Asian 7 |American . Limited | Children .
Jurisdiction| White | Black | Hispanic Pacifi£ Indlan /| Economically | g oich with Fepbupl
Islander Alas!<an Disadvantaged Proficiency | Disabilities Expenditure
Native
Montana 83 1 3 1 12 40 3 12 $10,189
Nebraska 74 8 14 2 2 41 7 15 $10,846
Nevada 41 11 38 8 1 42 16 11 $8,321
New Hampshire 91 2 4 3 0 24 2 i5 $12,583
New Jersey 53 17 21 9 0 32 4 16 $17,076
New Mexico 26 2 60 1 10 65 15 14 $9,648
New York 51 19 22 8 0 21 7 17 $17,746
North Carolina 54 31 11 3 1 49 7 13 $8,518
North Dakota 85 2 2 1 9 34 5 14 $9,802
Ohio 75 16 3 2 0 42 2 15 $10,902
Oklahoma 56 11 11 2 19 59 6 15 $7,878
Oregon 65 3 19 4 20 47 11 14 $9,611
Pennsylvania 72 16 8 3 0 37 3 17 $12,299
Rhode Island 68 9 19 3 1 42 5 18 $14,719
South Carolina 53 38 6 2 0 55 5 14 $9,228
South Dakota 81 3 3 1 12 38 3 15 $8,543
Tennessee 68 24 6 2 0 53 3 12 $7,992
Texas 33 14 49 4 0] 51 15 9 $8,562
Utah 71 1 13 3 1 39 8 12 $6,612
Vermont 94 2 1 2 0 32 1 15 $15,096
Virginia 56 25 9 6 0 36 7 13 $10,928
Washington 64 6 16 9 2 42 6 12 $9,688
West Virginia 92 5 1 1 0 52 1 16 $10,821
Wisconsin 76 10 4 1 37 5 14 $11,183
Wyoming 81 1 12 1 3 35 2 16 $14,628
DoDEA

NOTE: The percentages have been rounded to nearest whole number.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, 2011 EdFacts State Trend Profiles. Student Enroliment figures from 2009-2010 School Year. Per Pupil Expenditure from CCD FY 2009.



National & New England Comparisons Ordered by NAEP 2011 Results
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NAEP Grade 4 Mathematics - Non-white Students

Percentage of Students Performing at or above Proficient

Jurisdiction| 2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2009 | 2011 Jurisdiction| 2003 | 2005 I 2007 | 2009 | 2011

New Hampshire 29 36 39 43 44 West Virginia 21 21 26 24 25

Massachusetts 18 25 36 36 41 Delaware 15 20 24 22 25

Hawaii 21 24 31 34 37 Connecticut 17 18 23 23 24

New Jersey 23 33 38 31 35 Rhode Island 8 12 18 17 24

Maryland 18 22 25 28 3b Montana 15 21 23 30 24

Vermont 40 35 38 40 35 Oklahoma 14 18 23 23 24

Virginia 21 23 26 28 34 Oregon 23 24 22 23 24

Washington 26 27 30 31 33 Illinois 13 17 19 23 23

Minnesota 19 22 26 31 33 Alaska 17 21 23 24 23

DoDEA 24 25 27 31 31 Wisconsin 12 14 22 20 23

Wyoming 20 30 27 22 31 Arkansas 9 15 18 17 23

Texas 22 28 30 28 30 New Mexico 10 13 17 18 23

Kansas 20 32 32 28 30 Arizona 12 15 17 17 22

Colorado 16 21 23 27 30 Idaho 16 21 21 24 22

Nevada 13 17 21 22 28 Missouri 12 13 16 25 21

North Carolina 21 22 22 26 28 Utah 13 17 19 20 21

Florida 19 25 28 29 27 South Dakota 12 17 16 19 20

Iowa 16 23 26 24 27 Michigan 13 16 20 17 20

National public 17 21 24 24 27 North Dakota 13 18 21 20 19

Indiana 14 19 26 22 27 Nebraska 11 12 15 17 19

Kentucky 12 12 16 23 26 South Carolina 15 15 17 19 18

New York 19 22 30 30 26 Tennessee 9 12 12 12 16

Maine 19 37 22 36 26 District of Columbia 5 10 12 16

Ohio 14 20 25 23 26 Louisiana 8 11 13 11 14

Pennsylvania 13 18 26 26 26 Alabama 6 12 10 12

California 16 20 22 22 26 Mississippi 7 8 10 10 12
Georgia 13 17 19 21 25

NOTE: The percentages have been rounded to nearest whole number. Some apparent differences between estimates may not be statistically significant. Non-White includes Black,
Hispanic, Asian/Pacific Islander, Native American/Alaskan Native, and unclassified race.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 2003, 2005,
2007, 2009 and 2011 Mathematics Assessments.



NAEP Grade 8 Mathematics - Non-white Students

Percentage of Students Performing at or above Proficient

Jurisdiction| 2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2009 | 2011 Jurisdiction| 2003 | 2005 I 2007 | 2009 | 2011

Vermont 40 29 19 26 35 Delaware 18 16 16 12 20
New Hampshire 37 24 30 21 34 Oklahoma 16 15 12 12 20
Massachusetts 33 29 26 19 32 Arizona 18 15 14 10 20
New Jersey 30 26 21 19 32 North Dakota 22 16 13 14 19
Texas 26 23 19 14 32 Nevada 16 15 12 12 19
Washington 25 23 26 22 31 Ohio 16 16 13 11 19
Virginia 23 23 18 16 29 Pennsylvania 21 20 13 8 19
DoDEA 29 26 26 25 29 Michigan 13 10 12 10 19
Hawaii 24 20 17 15 28 Connecticut 18 15 13 14 19
Maryland 25 19 16 15 27 Towa 18 17 14 14 19
Maine 26 23 20 19 27 South Dakota 18 18 13 12 18
Colorado 22 18 13 14 27 Kentucky 16 14 13 11 18
Montana 21 19 18 19 26 South Carolina 15 17 12 10 18
Kansas 24 21 16 16 25 New Mexico 12 10 8 7 18
Oregon 24 23 20 20 24 Georgia 16 14 12 10 17
North Carolina 19 19 16 15 23 Rhode Island 11 11 7 7 17
Minnesota 23 21 16 20 23 Nebraska 13 11 10 12 15
Alaska 22 18 17 15 22 Missouri 21 10 7 10 15
National public 20 18 15 13 22 West Virginia 17 11 14 11 14
Wyoming 16 20 12 15 21 District of Columbia 9 6 4 4 14
Wisconsin 19 15 13 11 21 Utah 15 15 13 11 14
Illinois 18 16 13 12 21 Arkansas 12 11 7 5 14
Idaho 18 17 15 11 21 Tennessee 13 10 5 7 13
Florida 20 18 15 13 20 Louisiana 11 9 6 6 12
California 17 17 16 14 20 Mississippi 6 4 5 3 10
Indiana 21 18 13 11 20 Alabama 8 5 5 4 9

New York 22 19 19 17 20

NOTE: The percentages have been rounded to nearest whole number. Some apparent differences between estimates may not be statistically significant. Non-White includes Black,
Hispanic, Asian/Pacific Islander, Native American/Alaskan Native, and unclassified race.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 2003, 2005,
2007, 2009 and 2011 Mathematics Assessments.



NAEP Grade 4 Mathematics - Students with a Disability

Percentage of Students Performing at or above Proficient

Jurisdiction| 2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2009 | 2011 Jurisdiction| 2003 | 2005 I 2007 | 2009 | 2011
Maryland 13 17 21 27 33 West Virginia 7 13 18 14 17
Massachusetts 19 22 33 32 26 Vermont 16 18 16 22 17
Indiana 17 14 25 24 26 South Dakota 15 19 22 22 17
New Jersey 10 17 25 27 25 Montana 6 14 18 16 17
Minnesota 17 26 25 32 25 DoDEA 11 12 13 17 15
New Hampshire 15 18 25 27 25 Arizona 8 9 13 15 15
North Dakota 9 19 24 21 24 Idaho 7 10 14 16 15
Virginia 15 21 26 21 23 Mississippi 12 8 14 10 14
Pennsylvania 12 16 26 19 21 Arkansas 6 8 18 14 14
Wisconsin 9 17 21 18 21 Georgia 11 15 18 13 14
Missouri 15 18 23 26 21 Oregon 13 16 16 17 14
Nevada 9 13 26 16 21 Delaware 11 19 22 16 14
Kentucky 8 12 19 21 21 Michigan 14 21 16 19 14
Wyoming 13 13 19 20 20 Iowa 7 9 15 12 13
Utah 9 15 16 18 20 Rhode Island 9 11 15 13 13
Ohio 9 20 22 18 20 Maine 10 18 21 19 13
Kansas 13 20 23 23 19 Oklahoma 8 8 14 16 12
Nebraska 15 15 17 18 19 Tennessee 12 6 19 11 12
Illinois 14 16 22 23 19 New York 11 11 15 13 12
Texas 16 22 23 18 19 South Carolina 14 16 16 13 11
North Carolina 26 20 22 23 19 New Mexico 12 5 9 10 11
Alaska 11 15 14 16 19 California 12 12 14 16 9
Florida 13 24 18 26 18 Louisiana 6 8 11 10 9
Colorado 9 15 14 15 18 District of Columbia 2 4 3 4 5
Connecticut 17 14 13 19 18 Hawaii 5 5 8 S 5
Washington 11 15 21 17 18 Alabama 3 7 8 5 5

National public 12 16 19 19 17

NOTE: The percentages have been rounded to nearest whole number. Some apparent differences between estimates may not be statistically significant.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 2003, 2005,
2007, 2009 and 2011 Mathematics Assessments.



NAEP Grade 8 Mathematics - Students with a Disability

Percentage of Students Performing at or above Proficient

Jurisdiction| 2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2009 | 2011 Jurisdiction| 2003 | 2005 I 2007 | 2009 | 2011
New Jersey 7 4 9 13 18 South Carolina 5 7 7 7 7
Massachusetts 9 17 18 21 16 Michigan 5 4 4 3 7
Texas 4 8 8 14 15 Rhode Island 8 3 5 5 7
New Hampshire 8 11 9 14 14 Indiana 4 8 11 12 7
Minnesota 6 10 11 16 14 Oregon 7 7 9 6 7
Maine 7 4 11 10 13 Idaho 5 3 5 8 6
Connecticut 8 10 9 13 13 California 5 5 5 3 6
Maryland 12 10 16 18 12 Nebraska 4 5 8 10 6
Virginia 10 9 13 10 12 Montana 4 7 5 6 6
DoDEA 4 4 6 10 11 Nevada 4 5 9 9 6
Pennsylvania 6 6 14 10 11 New Mexico 6 1 6 6 6
Ohio 5 ") 7 11 11 Alaska 9 6 7 6 6
North Dakota 6 ¥ 9 13 10 Louisiana 4 3 4 6 5
Oklahoma 4 3 3 5 10 New York 7 7 6 10 5
Missouri 5 5 7 9 10 Delaware 3 11 12 9 5
Kansas 6 8 9 9 10 Arizona 3 6 4 5 5
Illinois 5 5 7 8 10 Mississippi 2 2 # 1 4
Kentucky 3 5 7 7 10 Georgia 6 6 6 6 4
North Carolina 13 10 14 11 9 Utah 5 3 3 6 4
Vermont 10 12 12 11 9 Tennessee 16 3 15 6 4
Florida 5 13 8 8 9 Iowa 4 4 6 5 4
Washington 5 6 7 6 9 West Virginia 1 2 4 2 3
National public 6 7 8 9 9 Arkansas 1 1 3 4 3
Wyoming 4 5 6 8 9 Hawaii 1 1 2 3 3
Wisconsin 7 9 8 10 8 District of Columbia 1 # 1 1 3
South Dakota 5 6 8 8 8 Alabama 2 6 1 1 1

Colorado 7 5 11 11 8

NOTE: The percentages have been rounded to nearest whole number. Some apparent differences between estimates may not be statistically significant.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 2003, 2005,
2007, 2009 and 2011 Mathematics Assessments.



NAEP Grade 4 Mathematics - Eligible for Free/Reduced Lunch

Percentage of Students Performing at or above Proficient

Jurisdiction| 2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2009 | 2011 Jurisdiction| 2003 | 2005 I 2007 | 2009 | 2011
New Hampshire 24 25 32 35 39 Hawaii 11 17 20 23 26
Massachusetts 17 22 32 31 36 South Dakota 21 26 25 27 25
Vermont 23 23 31 32 35 New York 18 21 28 28 25
Minnesota 20 27 28 31 33 Nevada 11 14 16 20 25
Kansas 24 30 34 32 33 Oklahoma 14 19 22 23 25
Wyoming 25 32 32 29 32 National public 15 19 22 22 24
Montana 20 25 30 31 31 Delaware 16 19 23 21 24
Maine 21 25 27 31 31 Virginia 14 16 20 23 24
Indiana 17 24 30 26 31 Arizona 12 16 15 15 22
Ohio 17 21 23 24 30 Alaska 14 18 23 24 22
North Dakota 21 28 30 29 29 Oregon 19 25 21 22 22
Iowa 20 24 26 25 28 South Carolina 18 19 20 20 21
North Carolina 21 22 24 25 28 Nebraska 17 18 21 23 21
Utah 20 23 25 24 28 New Mexico 11 12 16 17 21
Texas 20 26 27 26 28 Georgia 12 16 16 19 21
Colorado 14 20 21 24 28 West Virginia 16 18 22 20 21
Idaho 20 28 27 30 27 Illinois 11 15 17 18 20
New Jersey 15 23 26 22 27 Tennessee 11 14 17 16 19
Wisconsin 17 19 25 24 27 Connecticut 12 16 16 18 19
Washington 20 26 26 27 27 Michigan 15 19 20 17 18
Missouri 15 17 22 24 27 California 11 15 16 15 18
Arkansas 18 22 24 23 26 Mississippi 9 12 13 14 17
Maryland 10 16 19 20 26 Louisiana 13 15 17 14 17
Pennsylvania 16 21 22 23 26 Alabama 8 10 13 13 15
Florida 16 22 25 29 26 District of Columbia 3 5 7 8 12
Kentucky 12 16 18 21 26 DoDEA ¥ ¥ e f ¥

Rhode Island 13 13 18 18 26

NOTE: The percentages have been rounded to nearest whole number. Some apparent differences between estimates may not be statistically significant. # Reporting standards not
met.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 2003, 2005,
2007, 2009 and 2011 Mathematics Assessments.



NAEP Grade 8 Mathematics - Eligible for Free/Reduced Lunch

Percentage of Students Performing at or above Proficient

Jurisdiction| 2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2009 | 2011 Jurisdiction| 2003 | 2005 I 2007 | 2009 | 2011
Montana 23 21 22 27 31 Kentucky 11 14 15 15 18
Massachusetts 13 22 25 29 29 Nevada 10 10 13 14 18
Texas 12 17 21 23 28 New York 16 19 19 22 18
New Hampshire 16 17 18 24 27 Arkansas 12 13 14 15 18
North Dakota 23 20 29 27 27 South Carolina 12 15 18 16 18
Wyoming 18 17 23 20 26 Missouri 13 13 16 19 18
Vermont 16 21 24 24 26 Iowa 15 17 20 17 17
Minnesota 24 22 22 21 26 Delaware 10 13 16 17 17
Maine 16 18 21 19 25 Illinois 10 10 13 14 17
South Dakota 22 24 24 24 25 Maryland 10 10 15 17 17
Washington 16 20 19 20 25 Michigan 13 13 14 13 16
Kansas 19 19 23 24 24 Rhode Island 8 7 10 12 16
New Jersey 10 14 17 20 24 Oklahoma 10 10 13 14 16
Idaho 17 20 22 25 24 Nebraska 15 17 17 17 16
Colorado 13 13 17 19 23 Georgia 8 9 12 13 16
Ohio 11 16 16 18 22 Florida 11 13 16 18 16
North Carolina 14 15 17 18 22 New Mexico 7 7 9 11 15
Alaska 13 14 17 19 21 Louisiana 8 8 11 11 14
Hawaii 8 7 13 15 21 California 9 10 12 12 14
Oregon 17 20 20 21 20 Connecticut 12 10 10 13 14
Utah 18 20 19 20 20 Tennessee 9 9 12 13 13
Indiana 16 16 20 21 20 West Virginia 10 10 10 11 13
Wisconsin 12 15 18 20 20 Mississippi 5 7 7 8 12
Pennsylvania 10 12 19 18 20 District of Columbia 2 4 4 7 11
Arizona 9 12 13 14 19 Alabama 7 5 6 10 9
National public 11 13 15 17 19 DoDEA ¥ F = ¥ ¥

Virginia 11 11 15 15 18

NOTE: The percentages have been rounded to nearest whole number. Some apparent differences between estimates may not be statistically significant. ¥+ DoDEA does not provide
data for School Lunch Eligibility

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 2003, 2005,
2007, 2009 and 2011 Mathematics Assessments.



NAEP Grade 8 Mathematics - Parental Education Level

Percentage Performing at or above Proficient - Graduated High School

Jurisdiction| 2003 ‘ 2005 | 2007 | 2009 | 2011 Jurisdiction‘ 2003 ‘ 2005 | 2007 | 2009 ‘ 2011
Massachusetts 20 24 33 32 33 Nevada 14 14 18 16 19
Texas 18 20 25 27 32 Iowa 17 18 20 23 19
New Hampshire 19 19 22 26 31 New York 22 20 18 20 19
Montana 25 24 27 30 30 Rhode Island 12 12 12 16 19
New lersey 17 22 27 25 29 Hawaii 8 10 12 14 19
Washington 20 24 24 24 26 Nebraska 20 21 22 19 18
Vermont 21 22 23 24 25 Colorado 19 17 22 25 18
Kansas 23 19 24 29 25 South Carolina 14 20 18 18 18
Ohio 20 20 22 22 25 Connecticut 20 17 14 18 17
Wyoming 25 19 25 22 25 Florida 16 18 15 18 16
Pennsylvania 19 17 24 24 25 Arkansas 12 15 18 16 16
Minnesota 28 25 25 23 24 New Mexico 6 6 10 12 16
Wisconsin 23 24 22 27 24 Louisiana 12 10 13 12 16
Maryland 17 17 22 20 23 Arizona 16 15 19 18 16
South Dakota 25 21 25 28 23 Illinois 19 15 16 17 15
DoDEA 21 19 19 19 23 Utah 12 12 15 17 15
Maine 19 17 22 21 23 Georgia 11 12 13 14 15
North Dakota 22 19 22 26 22 Tennessee 12 12 14 12 15
Oregon 19 19 24 22 22 Michigan 16 19 18 15 15
Delaware 17 19 20 23 21 Oklahoma 11 11 14 15 14
Indiana 21 21 23 25 20 California 9 12 15 13 13
North Carolina 21 19 20 21 20 Alabama 9 7 8 10 12
Idaho 18 16 18 24 20 West Virginia 14 11 11 10 11
National public 16 17 19 19 20 District of Columbia 1 2 3 5 10
Virginia 18 16 21 19 20 Mississippi 6 7 6 3 10
Kentucky 14 11 17 17 19 Alaska ES ¥ s S ES

Missouri 18 17 17 22 19

NOTE: The percentages have been rounded to nearest whole number. Some apparent differences between estimates may not be statistically significant. # Alaskan students did not
respond to the student questionnaire.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 2003, 2005, 2007,
2009 and 2011 Mathematics Assessments.



NAEP Grade 8 Mathematics - Parental Education Level

Percentage Performing at or above Proficient - Did not complete High School

Jurisdiction| 2003 ‘ 2005 | 2007 | 2009 | 2011 Jurisdiction‘ 2003 ‘ 2005 | 2007 | 2009 ‘ 2011
Texas 11 17 17 19 28 New York 13 13 12 18 12
New Jersey 9 16 17 18 25 District of Columbia 2 4 4 7 12
New Hampshire 6 12 20 19 22 Oregon 12 16 17 17 12
North Carolina 14 17 16 18 22 Nevada 8 10 7 12 12
Montana 14 11 13 18 20 Ohio 8 14 12 18 12
Kansas 11 12 19 17 19 Connecticut 12 9 11 13 12
Massachusetts 13 17 27 26 19 Nebraska 10 10 12 11 11
Minnesota 15 16 11 15 18 Colorado 7 8 8 12 11
Delaware 9 14 13 19 17 Louisiana 8 8 11 11 11
Washington 10 17 13 11 17 South Carolina 17 15 20 15 11
Maryland 7 8 16 17 17 Tennessee 9 10 10 12 11
Arizona 7 7 9 13 17 Missouri 11 15 13 17 11
Maine 6 14 13 17 16 Mississippi 5 5 5 4 10
Illinois 8 6 10 15 16 Pennsylvania 7 12 20 18 10
Arkansas 9 12 12 13 16 Towa 4 13 11 13 10
Kentucky 9 6 11 10 16 Wisconsin 8 11 11 13 10
Indiana 13 9 16 22 16 Oklahoma 4 5 8 9 10
Wyoming 17 11 11 16 16 Michigan 8 11 8 7 9
Hawaii 8 6 13 16 16 Alabama 5 5 5 10 9
South Dakota 16 13 12 18 15 New Mexico 4 3 6 10 9
National public 9 11 12 14 15 California 6 8 9 11 9
Virginia 11 10 10 17 15 West Virginia 7 6 8 6 6
Vermont 17 9 13 20 14 Utah 9 9 7 9 5
Florida 9 12 14 15 13 Alaska ¥ ¥ ¥ S ¥
Idaho 10 13 12 15 13 North Dakota 11 14 ¥ 23 £
Georgia 7 7 12 10 13 DoDEA ES ¥ £ s ¥

Rhode Island 7 6 8 8 12

NOTE: The percentages have been rounded to nearest whole number. Some apparent differences between estimates may not be statistically significant. # Alaskan students did not
respond to the student questionnaire. North Dakota's and DoDEA's samples sizes were too small to report.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 2003, 2005, 2007,
2009 and 2011 Mathematics Assessments.



NAEP Grade 4 Reading - Non-white Students

Percentage of Students Performing at or above Proficient

Jurisdiction| 2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2009 | 2011 Jurisdiction| 2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2009 | 2011
DoDEA 27 28 32 30 34 Illinois 15 14 20 20 20
New Hampshire 28 39 30 35 33 North Carolina 17 16 16 18 20
New Jersey 23 25 30 27 33 Montana 18 19 22 21 20
Massachusetts 19 21 29 29 32 Missouri 18 17 15 22 20
Maryland 19 18 22 25 32 California 14 15 16 18 19
Vermont 38 40 34 37 30 Iowa 17 18 23 24 19
Kentucky 20 20 21 21 29 Nevada 12 14 16 17 19
Virginia 21 24 25 27 27 Indiana 18 15 17 19 19
Florida 21 22 25 28 26 Ohio 19 15 19 19 19
Delaware 19 19 22 23 26 Idaho 14 14 19 17 18
Hawaii 19 21 23 23 25 South Dakota 15 13 15 17 18
New York 19 22 23 26 25 Minnesota 15 17 19 18 18
Pennsylvania 12 19 17 22 25 Michigan 13 15 17 15 18
Kansas 18 19 23 23 24 Wisconsin 18 16 16 16 18
Georgia 15 16 17 20 24 West Virginia 21 18 22 18 17
Washington 22 23 28 22 24 Utah 15 17 16 14 17
Connecticut 18 18 21 23 23 Arizona 12 12 15 16 17
Colorado 20 20 19 23 22 Alabama 10 10 16 15 17
Nebraska 16 14 16 21 22 Arkansas 12 14 12 16 16
Maine 32 28 28 26 22 South Carolina 13 13 14 14 15
Wyoming 21 18 23 25 22 New Mexico 12 13 17 14 15
National public 16 17 19 20 21 Alaska 13 15 15 16 15
Oregon 20 18 16 21 21 Tennessee 12 12 11 14 15
Rhode Island 14 14 14 17 21 District of Columbia 7 8 10 12 14
North Dakota 15 15 17 21 21 Mississippi 8 7 8 10 13
Oklahoma 17 18 20 21 21 Louisiana 9 10 10 10 13
Texas 18 19 21 20 21

NOTE: The percentages have been rounded to nearest whole number. Some apparent differences between estimates may not be statistically significant. Non-White includes Black,
Hispanic, Asian/Pacific Islander, Native American/Alaskan Native, and unclassified race.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 2003, 2005,
2007, 2009 and 2011 Reading Assessments.



NAEP Grade 8 Reading - Students with a Disability

Percentage of Students Performing at or above Proficient

Jurisdiction| 2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2009 | 2011 Jurisdiction| 2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2009 | 2011

Connecticut 6 11 8 13 17 Delaware 4 5 10 9 6
New Hampshire 8 10 11 12 16 Rhode Island 8 6 6 7 6
Massachusetts 11 13 13 18 16 Oklahoma 3 4 4 6 6
New Jersey 5 9 10 19 15 Indiana 3 7 5 9 6
Maryland 7 8 9 18 14 North Carolina 11 5 7 5 6
Maine 10 7 11 10 13 Kansas 8 8 6 6 6
Kentucky 7 6 7 12 13 Colorado 5 5 8 7 6
Ohio 4 7 S 13 11 South Carolina 4 4 6 7 5
Pennsylvania 4 6 10 10 10 South Dakota 4 3 6 4 5
DoDEA 3 6 8 9 10 Nevada 2 3 7 4 5
Virginia 9 12 9 8 9 Oregon 7 5 6 9 5
Wisconsin 4 6 3 6 9 Utah 3 1 4 3 5
North Dakota 6 9 8 7 9 Arkansas 3 2 3 5 4
Florida 4 9 7 11 9 Missouri 7 4 6 8 4
Georgia 2 5 6 4 8 Iowa 4 4 4 5 4
Nebraska 5 4 8 6 8 New Mexico 8 3 6 5 4
Washington 4 5 6 9 8 Idaho 2 4 6 5 4
Tennessee 14 4 15 5 8 Louisiana 7 3 3 5 4
Illinois 5 7 8 10 8 California 3 3 4 2 3
New York 8 8 9 9 8 Arizona 3 2 5 6 3
National public 5 6 7 8 7 Alaska 4 5 6 5 3
Michigan 4 9 6 5 7 West Virginia 3 5 3 5 3
Montana 6 5 7 7 7 Hawaii 1 1 4 3 3
Minnesota 6 9 10 9 7 Alabama 2 5 1 2 2
Vermont 11 7 17 14 7 Mississippi 1 1 2 2 2
Wyoming 4 4 6 6 7 District of Columbia 1 1 4 2 2

Texas 6 5 5 4 6

NOTE: The percentages have been rounded to nearest whole number. Some apparent differences between estimates may not be statistically significant.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 2003, 2005,
2007, 2009 and 2011 Reading Assessments.



NAEP Grade 4 Reading - Eligible for Free/Reduced Lunch

Percentage of Students Performing at or above Proficient

Jurisdiction| 2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2009 | 2011 Jurisdiction| 2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2009 | 2011
Massachusetts 20 19 22 23 25 Ohio 19 17 19 17 19
New Hampshire 18 21 21 23 25 Oregon 18 17 14 17 19

Vermont 22 21 21 26 25 National public 15 15 17 17 18
Maryland 13 11 16 18 24 Wisconsin 18 16 18 15 18
Florida 18 19 22 25 24 Washington 20 23 21 18 18
Pennsylvania 14 17 19 19 24 Alabama 11 12 15 16 18
North Dakota 19 23 23 22 23 West Virginia 21 17 19 17 18
Kentucky 21 22 21 24 23 Minnesota 19 22 19 17 17
New York 18 20 20 24 23 Virginia 16 16 20 18 17
Wyoming 23 27 24 21 23 Towa 19 20 22 21 17
New Jersey 15 17 20 17 23 Michigan 16 16 16 15 17
Kansas 18 20 21 22 23 Texas 16 17 17 17 17
Montana 20 22 26 21 23 Connecticut 18 14 13 18 17
Delaware 18 18 19 21 21 Illinois 14 13 16 15 16
Nebraska 19 16 20 22 21 Nevada 10 9 13 13 16
Idaho 20 21 23 21 21 South Carolina 14 13 14 15 16

Utah 20 20 23 19 21 Arizona 11 12 13 13 15
Indiana 18 19 19 20 20 Hawaii 13 12 16 15 15
Arkansas 20 19 17 20 20 Tennessee 15 14 14 17 15
Georgia 13 13 15 18 20 Mississippi 11 11 12 14 15
Missouri 19 20 18 21 20 Louisiana 12 12 14 13 14
Maine 24 22 20 21 20 New Mexico 13 13 15 12 14

Rhode Island 14 13 14 17 19 Alaska 13 14 15 14 13

North Carolina 16 14 16 17 19 California 10 10 11 10 12

South Dakota 21 20 19 20 19 District of Columbia 6 6 6 9 10

Colorado 19 20 17 19 19 DoDEA ¥ ¥ # ¥ ¥
Oklahoma 17 17 19 18 19

NOTE: The percentages have been rounded to nearest whole number. Some apparent differences between estimates may not be statistically significant. # DoDEA does not provide
data for School Lunch Eligibility

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 2003, 2005,
2007, 2009 and 2011 Reading Assessments.



NAEP Grade 8 Reading - Eligible for Free/Reduced Lunch

Percentage of Students Performing at or above Proficient

Jurisdiction| 2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2009 | 2011 Jurisdiction| 2003 | 2005 I 2007 | 2009 | 2011

Montana 25 25 24 26 30 Indiana 16 18 16 18 19
Vermont 19 22 25 24 28 Michigan 15 14 12 15 19
Wyoming 21 26 22 19 26 Illinois 15 15 15 16 19
Kentucky 23 22 17 21 25 North Carolina 13 14 14 14 18
Massachusetts 19 23 20 20 25 Arkansas 19 16 15 17 18
Maine 25 27 26 23 24 National public 15 15 15 16 18
New York 18 20 19 19 24 Maryland 13 12 17 16 18
New Hampshire 22 21 25 24 23 Rhode Island 15 12 12 14 18
Connecticut 15 12 14 18 23 Tennessee 13 14 14 15 17
Idaho 22 22 22 21 23 Wisconsin 17 19 16 18 17
Minnesota 17 19 21 18 22 Arizona 12 11 11 14 17
Washington 18 20 20 21 22 Nevada 13 12 12 13 17
South Dakota 30 24 25 22 22 Hawaii 12 11 13 14 16
Kansas 22 21 20 19 22 Alaska 12 12 14 15 16
Delaware 16 16 18 17 21 South Carolina 13 13 11 13 16
Ohio 18 18 16 21 21 Texas 12 14 15 15 16
Missouri 21 18 18 18 21 Georgia 12 12 14 14 16
Nebraska 21 19 21 19 21 New Mexico 10 12 10 14 15
Iowa 18 22 22 21 20 Virginia 17 18 16 15 15
New Jersey 15 17 16 18 20 West Virginia 17 13 15 15 15
Oklahoma 19 18 18 16 20 Alabama 11 11 11 12 15
Colorado 17 15 18 16 20 Louisiana 14 12 12 13 14
Florida 15 17 17 21 20 California 12 10 11 11 13
Utah 19 22 21 18 20 Mississippi 12 10 10 12 13
Pennsylvania 15 16 20 19 20 District of Columbia 6 8 7 9 10
Oregon 22 21 21 19 20 DoDEA ¥ F # ¥ ES

North Dakota 27 24 20 25 19

NOTE: The percentages have been rounded to nearest whole number. Some apparent differences between estimates may not be statistically significant. # DoDEA does not provide
data for School Lunch Eligibility

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 2003, 2005,
2007, 2009 and 2011 Reading Assessments.



NAEP Grade 8 Reading - Parental Education Level

Percentage Performing at or above Proficient - Did not complete High School

Jurisdiction| 2003 ‘ 2005 | 2007 | 2009 | 2011 Jurisdiction‘ 2003 ‘ 2005 | 2007 | 2009 ‘ 2011
Montana 16 11 21 17 26 National public 13 12 12 14 13
Connecticut 19 16 7 11 22 New York 17 13 15 19 13
Kentucky 18 14 10 13 21 Oklahoma 16 15 13 15 13
Wyoming 11 19 15 16 20 Tennessee 13 11 14 12 13
New Hampshire 18 24 13 13 19 Hawaii 11 9 11 15 13
Washington 17 12 12 16 18 California 10 10 10 10 13
Illinois 12 12 14 14 18 Indiana 17 13 15 12 13
Kansas 17 16 13 14 18 Ohio 12 13 15 15 13
South Dakota 14 12 23 17 18 Mississippi 12 13 9 11 12
Georgia 14 11 13 16 18 New Jersey 16 15 16 18 12
Florida 18 14 14 18 18 Idaho 10 14 13 15 12
Nebraska 10 19 18 12 18 Rhode Island 12 10 7 10 12
Colorado 15 12 13 10 17 Virginia 17 18 14 20 12
Michigan 15 12 10 10 17 Towa 11 13 20 17 11
Maryland 14 10 15 15 17 Arizona 10 7 11 12 11
Minnesota 14 11 15 15 16 South Carolina 16 12 12 11 10
Delaware 12 23 21 15 16 Utah 7 10 8 10 9
Maine 10 14 18 13 16 Texas 11 12 13 14 9
Vermont 17 11 20 15 16 New Mexico 8 8 10 12 9
Oregon 15 14 14 16 15 Louisiana 14 10 12 14 9
Missouri 20 15 14 20 15 District of Columbia 5 6 6 15 8
North Carolina 12 10 10 15 15 Wisconsin 13 11 11 14 8
Pennsylvania 15 14 12 15 15 West Virginia 14 7 7 11 8
Massachusetts 16 18 11 18 14 Alaska ¥ ¥ ¥ S ¥
Nevada 3 9 11 15 14 DoDEA ¥ ¥ ¥ S ES
Arkansas 14 14 18 14 14 North Dakota 24 ¥ £ £ ¥

Alabama 9 8 11 13 14

NOTE: The percentages have been rounded to nearest whole number. Some apparent differences between estimates may not be statistically significant. + Alaskan students did not
respond to the student questionnaire. North Dakota's and DoDEA's samples sizes were too small to report.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 2003, 2005, 2007,
2009 and 2011 Reading Assessments.



Opportunities of
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Hampshire Students



NAEP Grade 4 Mathematics - Not Eligible for Free/Reduced Lunch

Percentage of Students Performing at or above Proficient

Jurisdiction| 2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2009 | 2011 Jurisdiction| 2003 | 2005 I 2007 | 2009 | 2011
Massachusetts 52 60 67 70 70 Montana 39 47 54 56 56
Minnesota 50 56 60 64 65 South Carolina 48 54 54 51 56
New Jersey 49 56 62 62 64 Kentucky 32 37 46 53 55
New Hampshire 48 53 57 62 64 Oregon 40 45 47 50 54
Colorado 43 50 55 58 63 Iowa 43 44 52 51 54
Kansas 53 59 63 60 63 Nebraska 44 48 49 49 53
Maryland 44 49 51 59 63 Delaware 42 48 50 48 53
North Carolina 55 54 57 60 62 Hawaii 34 35 43 48 52
Pennsylvania 48 54 61 60 62 Utah 37 45 48 50 52
Connecticut 54 52 57 58 62 Wyoming 47 49 51 47 52
Wisconsin 44 51 58 58 61 Idaho 38 50 50 49 51
Washington 48 53 56 56 61 South Dakota 42 51 49 50 51
Ohio 47 56 59 60 59 Nevada 33 36 42 41 50
Vermont 50 53 57 60 59 New Mexico 31 35 43 45 50
Texas 48 59 56 57 59 Alaska 39 44 50 49 49
Indiana 45 49 58 54 58 New York 48 50 58 52 49
Virginia 46 52 52 52 58 Arizona 39 42 46 44 49
Georgia 40 45 49 53 58 Michigan 45 48 48 49 49
Rhode Island 41 41 45 54 57 District of Columbia 20 27 27 42 48
National public 45 50 53 54 57 Oklahoma 34 41 46 44 47
Arkansas 37 49 54 55 57 Mississippi 34 36 39 41 47
Maine 41 45 51 54 57 Louisiana 41 41 42 43 46
Missouri 41 42 50 54 57 Tennessee 32 40 40 42 44
California 41 45 46 48 56 Alabama 33 34 41 39 44
Illinois 48 45 51 54 56 West Virginia 33 34 43 40 43
Florida 46 53 55 55 56 DoDEA ¥ ¥ £3 Es ¥

North Dakota 40 46 53 52 56

NOTE: The percentages have been rounded to nearest whole number. Some apparent differences between estimates may not be statistically significant. * Reporting standards not
met.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 2003, 2005,
2007, 2009 and 2011 Mathematics Assessments.



NAEP Grade 8 Mathematics - Not Eligible for Free/Reduced Lunch

Percentage of Students Performing at or above Proficient

Jurisdiction| 2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2009 | 2011 Jurisdiction| 2003 | 2005 I 2007 | 2009 | 2011
Massachusetts 46 52 60 61 62 Alaska 36 37 41 42 45
Minnesota 50 50 50 56 58 Arizona 31 35 36 42 45
Texas 36 43 49 51 58 Kentucky 33 31 37 38 44
New Jersey 41 44 50 53 57 Arkansas 25 30 35 40 44
Vermont 41 44 48 51 56 Nebraska 40 43 43 45 44
Colorado 43 41 48 51 56 Wyoming 37 34 41 41 43
Montana 40 43 46 52 55 Georgia 34 35 36 41 43
Kansas 41 43 50 51 54 Iowa 39 40 42 42 43
North Carolina 42 43 48 50 52 Utah 36 34 38 40 43
Wisconsin 43 43 45 48 52 Delaware 32 36 39 41 43
Maryland 36 39 45 50 52 New York 45 41 42 43 43
Pennsylvania 38 39 46 50 52 Florida 34 36 37 40 42
Ohio 38 39 44 45 52 Missouri 35 35 39 45 42
Washington 40 44 45 51 51 Michigan 34 36 36 41 41
South Dakota 41 44 46 49 51 California 33 33 36 37 40
Connecticut 44 44 44 49 50 Oklahoma 28 31 30 33 39
Virginia 38 41 46 45 50 New Mexico 23 25 30 34 39
North Dakota 41 40 45 49 50 Nevada 25 27 30 31 38
Maine 35 35 40 44 49 Hawaii 24 26 27 32 38
New Hampshire 38 38 42 48 49 Tennessee 28 30 32 35 36
Illinois 41 40 42 45 47 Mississippi 23 25 26 30 35
Idaho 35 36 41 46 47 Louisiana 29 27 30 35 35
National public 37 39 42 45 47 District of Columbia 12 16 15 24 33
South Carolina 38 43 45 45 47 Alabama 24 24 30 31 32
Rhode Island 33 31 36 37 46 West Virginia 28 25 26 28 29
Oregon 37 41 45 48 46 DoDEA ¥ ¥ e f ES

Indiana 37 39 43 45 45

NOTE: The percentages have been rounded to nearest whole number. Some apparent differences between estimates may not be statistically significant. ¥+ DoDEA does not provide
data for School Lunch Eligibility

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 2003, 2005,
2007, 2009 and 2011 Mathematics Assessments.



NAEP Grade 4 Reading - Not Eligible for Free/Reduced Lunch

Percentage of Students Performing at or above Proficient

Jurisdiction| 2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2009 | 2011 Jurisdiction| 2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2009 | 2011
Massachusetts 51 53 59 59 63 Indiana 40 39 43 45 46
Connecticut 53 48 53 52 57 Montana 44 44 47 44 45
Maryland 43 43 46 49 56 District of Columbia 24 29 29 39 45
New Jersey 48 46 51 51 55 Wisconsin 39 42 44 44 45
Colorado 45 46 48 53 55 South Carolina 39 40 39 43 45
Pennsylvania 44 46 52 48 53 Iowa 42 40 43 42 44
Florida 45 42 46 49 53 Idaho 38 41 44 41 44
Vermont 43 46 50 49 52 Oregon 37 37 40 43 44
Virginia 44 47 45 49 51 Maine 42 42 45 45 43
Delaware 41 43 43 45 50 Michigan 41 40 42 40 43
North Carolina 45 41 41 46 50 California 34 36 37 40 43
Alabama 36 34 45 43 50 North Dakota 38 42 41 41 43
New Hampshire 45 43 46 47 50 Wyoming 40 39 43 39 42
Kentucky 41 39 46 49 50 Utah 38 41 40 37 41
Kansas 42 42 46 47 50 Tennessee 34 37 39 39 41
New York 51 46 51 48 49 Arizona 36 36 36 38 41
Ilinois 45 41 45 47 49 Louisiana 36 36 36 32 41
Washington 42 44 47 46 49 South Dakota 41 42 42 40 41
Missouri 44 42 42 47 49 Mississippi 36 34 34 38 40
Rhode Island 41 40 42 48 48 Oklahoma 38 35 36 39 39
Texas 39 44 44 43 48 Hawaii 29 33 33 34 38
National public 41 42 44 45 48 Nevada 28 30 33 32 38
Georgia 39 41 42 44 48 New Mexico 32 36 41 36 37
Arkansas 39 43 44 42 48 Alaska 36 35 39 38 37
Nebraska 40 45 44 44 48 West Virginia 38 36 37 37 37
Ohio 43 45 46 48 47 DoDEA ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥

Minnesota 44 45 44 47 46

NOTE: The percentages have been rounded to nearest whole number. Some apparent differences between estimates may not be statistically significant. # DoDEA does not provide
data for School Lunch Eligibility

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 2003, 2005,
2007, 2009 and 2011 Reading Assessments.



NAEP Grade 8 Reading - Not Eligible for Free/Reduced Lunch

Percentage of Students Performing at or above Proficient

Jurisdiction| 2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2009 | 2011 Jurisdiction| 2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2009 | 2011
Massachusetts 51 52 51 52 57 Idaho 38 38 36 39 43
Connecticut 45 42 45 51 55 Georgia 37 36 36 40 43
New Jersey 45 45 47 49 55 South Dakota 43 41 42 44 42
Vermont 45 44 48 48 52 Michigan 40 34 36 40 42
Colorado 43 39 42 40 52 Texas 37 37 41 40 41
Maryland 36 38 39 44 50 Alaska 32 33 35 34 41
Pennsylvania 39 46 44 51 50 Indiana 40 35 39 40 41
Maine 42 43 42 41 49 Delaware 38 36 37 39 41
Montana 42 42 46 44 49 Florida 35 32 36 42 41
Ohio 40 43 45 45 49 Arkansas 34 35 36 38 41
Illinois 46 41 39 43 48 North Dakota 42 41 36 38 40
Kentucky 41 38 38 44 48 Towa 41 39 42 38 40
New York 48 46 44 46 47 Arizona 34 32 34 38 40
Minnesota 43 44 42 46 47 Mississippi 32 33 32 34 39
Washington 39 42 41 44 47 Tennessee 32 35 35 38 38
Kansas 42 43 44 43 46 South Carolina 34 35 37 36 38
Oregon 37 38 42 43 46 Alabama 32 32 31 35 37
Missouri 40 38 39 44 46 California 33 30 32 35 36
Virginia 43 42 40 40 45 Louisiana 33 30 30 32 35
Rhode Island 38 37 35 36 44 Nevada 25 28 28 27 35
New Hampshire 43 41 40 43 44 Hawaii 28 24 25 27 34
Wyoming 39 40 37 41 44 Oklahoma 38 33 34 35 34
North Carolina 37 35 39 40 44 New Mexico 28 30 28 34 34
National public 39 38 39 41 44 West Virginia 32 30 30 31 32
Nebraska 41 41 42 43 44 District of Columbia 17 20 22 26 31
Wisconsin 42 40 40 41 44 DoDEA ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥

Utah 37 33 34 38 44

NOTE: The percentages have been rounded to nearest whole number. Some apparent differences between estimates may not be statistically significant. # DoDEA does not provide
data for School Lunch Eligibility

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 2003, 2005,
2007, 2009 and 2011 Reading Assessments.



New Hampshire Student Sub-group
with the Greatest Opportunity for
Improvement compared to the
Nation

e Students without a Disability who are Not Eligible for
Free/Reduced-priced School Lunch

e Represents 65% of New Hampshire Students



NAEP Grade 4 Mathematics - Non-SD & Not Eligible for School Lunch
Percentage of Students Performing at or above Proficient

Jurisdiction| 2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2009 | 2011 Jurisdiction| 2003 | 2005 I 2007 | 2009 | 2011
Massachusetts 57 65 71 75 75 California 42 47 48 50 59
Minnesota 53 58 63 67 69 Montana 42 49 56 58 59
New Hampshire 52 58 62 67 69 Kentucky 34 39 47 54 58
New Jersey 54 60 67 66 69 Delaware 44 49 53 51 57
Kansas 57 62 65 63 67 Oregon 43 48 50 53 57
Pennsylvania 51 58 64 64 66 Iowa 46 47 55 55 57
Colorado 46 52 58 62 66 Nebraska 46 52 52 52 56
North Carolina 58 57 60 63 66 Hawaii 36 38 46 51 55
Connecticut 58 56 62 62 65 Wyoming 50 52 54 50 55
Maryland 46 53 53 61 64 South Dakota 44 54 52 53 55
Washington 51 56 59 59 64 Utah 40 47 50 53 54
Wisconsin 47 55 61 62 64 New York 51 54 62 57 54
Vermont 53 56 62 65 64 Idaho 41 52 52 51 53
Ohio 49 58 61 63 62 Alaska 43 48 54 54 53
Indiana 48 53 61 56 62 New Mexico 32 37 46 48 52
Rhode Island 46 46 48 59 61 Arizona 41 44 48 46 52
Maine 44 48 54 59 61 Nevada 35 38 43 43 52
Virginia 48 54 54 55 61 Michigan 47 50 50 51 52
Texas 50 61 57 60 61 District of Columbia 21 28 28 45 51
Arkansas 40 52 56 58 60 Louisiana 43 45 45 45 51
Georgia 43 47 51 55 60 Oklahoma 37 44 48 46 50
National public 47 52 56 57 60 Mississippi 35 38 40 43 48
Florida 50 55 58 57 60 Alabama 34 36 43 40 46
Missouri 43 44 52 56 59 Tennessee 33 42 41 43 46
South Carolina 50 57 57 54 59 West Virginia 35 36 45 42 45
North Dakota 43 49 56 55 59 DoDEA ¥ £ ¥ ES £S

Illinois 51 48 54 57 59

NOTE: The percentages have been rounded to nearest whole number. Some apparent differences between estimates may not be statistically significant.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 2003, 2005,
2007, 2009 and 2011 Mathematics Assessments.



NAEP Grade 4 Mathematics - Non-SD & Not Eligible for School Lunch
Percentage Performing at or above Proficient - New England Students

Jurisdiction | 2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2009 | 2011
Massachusetts 57 65 71 75 75
New Hampshire 52 58 62 67 69
Connecticut 58 56 62 62 65
Vermont 53 56 62 65 64
Rhode Island 46 46 48 59 61
Maine 44 48 54 59 61
National public 47 52 56 57 60

m 2003
m 2005
m 2007
m 2009
m2011

Massachusetts  New Hampshire Connecticut Vermont Rhode Island Maine National public

NOTE: The percentages have been rounded to nearest whole number. Some apparent differences between estimates may not be statistically significant. ¥ Reporting
standards not met.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP),
2003, 2005, 2007, 2009 and 2011 Mathematics Assessments.



NAEP Grade 8 Mathematics - Non-SD & Not Eligible for School Lunch
Percentage of Students Performing at or above Proficient

Jurisdiction| 2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2009 | 2011 Jurisdiction| 2003 | 2005 I 2007 | 2009 | 2011
Massachusetts 51 55 63 66 69 Alaska 39 40 43 45 48
Vermont 45 48 53 58 62 Arkansas 28 32 37 43 48
New Jersey 46 49 54 58 61 Arizona 33 37 39 45 47
Minnesota 54 54 53 59 61 New York 48 45 44 48 47
Colorado 45 43 50 53 59 Nebraska 43 47 46 48 47
Texas 38 45 51 53 59 Iowa 43 44 45 45 47
Montana 43 46 49 55 58 Wyoming 41 37 44 44 46
Kansas 45 46 53 54 57 Kentucky 34 32 39 40 46
Wisconsin 47 47 48 52 56 Georgia 36 37 38 42 46
North Carolina 45 46 51 52 56 Delaware 34 37 41 44 46
Pennsylvania 41 43 49 55 56 Utah 39 36 40 42 45
Washington 43 47 47 54 55 Florida 36 38 39 43 45
Ohio 40 42 47 47 54 Missouri 37 38 42 47 45
New Hampshire 42 42 48 53 54 Michigan 36 38 39 44 43
Maryland 38 40 46 52 54 California 35 35 38 40 42
Connecticut 48 48 47 53 54 New Mexico 24 27 32 37 41
South Dakota 43 46 48 52 54 Hawaii 27 28 29 35 40
North Dakota 45 43 47 53 53 Oklahoma 31 33 32 35 40
Virginia 41 45 48 48 53 Nevada 27 29 32 32 40
Maine 38 39 43 47 53 Louisiana 30 29 31 37 38
Rhode Island 37 35 41 41 51 Tennessee 28 32 32 36 38
Illinois 45 44 45 48 51 Mississippi 23 26 27 31 36
National public 40 41 44 47 50 District of Columbia 13 18 16 25 35
Indiana 40 41 46 48 49 Alabama 25 25 31 33 34
Oregon 40 43 48 50 49 West Virginia 31 27 29 30 31
Idaho 37 38 44 48 49 DoDEA ¥ £ ¥ ES F

South Carolina 40 45 47 47 48

NOTE: The percentages have been rounded to nearest whole number. Some apparent differences between estimates may not be statistically significant.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 2003, 2005,
2007, 2009 and 2011 Mathematics Assessments.



NAEP Grade 8 Mathematics - Non-SD & Not Eligible for School Lunch
Percentage Performing at or above Proficient - New England Students

Jurisdiction | 2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2009 | 2011
Massachusetts 51 55 63 66 69
Vermont 45 48 53 58 62
New Hampshire 42 42 48 53 54
Connecticut 48 48 47 53 54
Maine 38 39 43 47 53
Rhode Island 37 35 41 41 51
National public 40 41 44 47 50
75
70
65
%0 1 ® 2003
>3] ® 2005
2 1 ¥ 2007
% 1 ® 2009
" 7 ®2011
35 -
30 A
25 A

Massachusetts Vermont New Hampshire Connecticut Maine Rhode Island National public

NOTE: The percentages have been rounded to nearest whole number. Some apparent differences between estimates may not be statistically significant.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP),
2003, 2005, 2007, 2009 and 2011 Mathematics Assessments.



NAEP Grade 4 Reading - Non-SD & Not Eligible for School Lunch

Percentage of Students Performing at or above Proficient

Jurisdiction| 2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2009 | 2011 Jurisdiction| 2003 | 2005 I 2007 | 2009 | 2011
Massachusetts 56 58 63 64 68 Indiana 43 41 46 47 49
Connecticut 57 51 57 56 62 District of Columbia 26 31 29 39 49
New Jersey 52 50 54 53 58 Wisconsin 41 44 46 46 48
Colorado 48 49 51 56 58 Iowa 45 42 45 44 48
Vermont 45 49 53 54 58 Oregon 40 40 42 45 47
Maryland 45 44 48 50 57 South Carolina 40 42 41 45 47
Pennsylvania 48 50 55 51 57 Maine 45 44 47 48 47
Florida 47 45 49 52 57 Montana 47 47 48 45 47
New Hampshire 50 48 50 51 55 Idaho 40 44 46 43 47
Virginia 45 48 46 51 54 Wyoming 44 43 46 42 46
Delaware 43 44 44 47 54 Michigan 42 42 44 43 45
North Carolina 48 45 44 50 53 North Dakota 41 44 42 43 45
New York 53 50 54 52 53 Arizona 37 38 38 40 45
Illinois 48 43 48 50 53 Louisiana 38 38 38 34 44
Kansas 45 45 48 50 53 California 36 38 39 42 44
Rhode Island 46 44 46 53 52 South Dakota 44 44 44 42 44
Washington 44 47 50 48 52 Utah 40 44 42 38 43
Alabama 38 36 47 45 52 Tennessee 35 38 39 40 42
Missouri 46 44 45 51 51 Mississippi 36 35 34 40 42
Nebraska 43 48 46 47 51 Oklahoma 40 38 38 40 42
Kentucky 42 41 48 51 51 Hawaii 31 35 34 37 41
Arkansas 41 44 46 45 51 Alaska 40 38 42 42 40
National public 44 44 46 47 51 Nevada 30 31 34 33 40
Ohio 45 46 48 50 50 New Mexico 32 38 42 38 39
Minnesota 47 47 46 49 49 West Virginia 39 37 40 38 39
Texas 41 46 46 45 49 DoDEA ¥ £ ¥ ES F

Georgia 42 42 43 45 49

NOTE: The percentages have been rounded to nearest whole number. Some apparent differences between estimates may not be statistically significant.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 2003, 2005,
2007, 2009 and 2011 Reading Assessments.



NAEP Grade 4 Reading - Non-SD & Not Eligible for School Lunch
Percentage Performing at or above Proficient - New England Students

Jurisdiction | 2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2009 | 2011
Massachusetts 56 58 63 64 68
Connecticut =¥ 51 87 56 62
Vermont 45 49 53 54 58
New Hampshire 50 48 50 51 55
Rhode Island 46 44 46 53 52
National public 44 a4 46 47 51
Maine 45 44 47 48 47

m 2003
m 2005
m 2007
m 2009
m2011

Massachusetts Connecticut Vermont New Hampshire Rhode Island National public Maine

NOTE: The percentages have been rounded to nearest whole number. Some apparent differences between estimates may not be statistically significant. ¥ Reporting

standards not met.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP),

2003, 2005, 2007, 2009 and 2011 Reading Assessments.



NAEP Grade 8 Reading - Non-SD & Not Eligible for School Lunch

Percentage of Students Performing at or above Proficient

Jurisdiction| 2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2009 | 2011 Jurisdiction| 2003 | 2005 I 2007 | 2009 | 2011
Massachusetts 55 56 56 57 61 Indiana 43 37 42 42 45
New Jersey 49 50 51 52 59 Idaho 40 40 38 41 45
Connecticut 49 45 49 55 59 South Dakota 45 43 43 45 45
Vermont 49 48 52 53 58 Alaska 36 36 37 37 45
Colorado 46 42 45 43 55 Florida 39 34 38 45 45
Pennsylvania 43 49 48 56 54 Delaware 39 37 39 42 44
Maine 45 47 45 45 52 Georgia 40 38 38 42 44
Illinois 50 44 41 45 52 Michigan 42 36 38 42 44
Maryland 39 40 41 45 52 Iowa 45 42 45 40 44
Ohio 43 46 47 47 51 Arizona 37 35 36 40 43
New York 51 48 46 48 51 Texas 39 40 43 43 43
Montana 45 45 49 46 51 Arkansas 37 37 38 40 43
Washington 43 44 44 46 50 North Dakota 46 43 38 39 42
Minnesota 47 47 44 48 50 Mississippi 33 34 33 35 40
Missouri 42 41 42 46 50 Alabama 35 33 33 37 39
Rhode Island 44 41 39 40 50 South Carolina 36 37 38 38 39
Kansas 44 46 46 45 50 Tennessee 34 36 36 39 39
Oregon 40 40 45 46 49 California 35 32 34 38 38
Kentucky 43 40 39 45 49 Louisiana 34 32 32 34 38
Virginia 45 45 42 43 49 Nevada 27 30 29 29 37
New Hampshire 48 47 44 48 48 Hawaii 31 25 28 30 37
Wyoming 42 43 40 44 48 Oklahoma 41 35 36 37 36
North Carolina 40 39 42 42 47 New Mexico 30 32 29 36 36
National public 42 40 41 44 47 West Virginia 34 32 33 33 34
Wisconsin 46 43 43 44 47 District of Columbia 19 22 23 27 33
Nebraska 45 45 44 46 46 DoDEA ¥ £ ¥ ES F

Utah 40 35 36 40 46

NOTE: The percentages have been rounded to nearest whole number. Some apparent differences between estimates may not be statistically significant.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 2003, 2005,
2007, 2009 and 2011 Reading Assessments.



NAEP Grade 8 Reading - Non-SD & Not Eligible for School Lunch
Percentage Performing at or above Proficient - New England Students

Jurisdiction | 2003 | 2005 | 2007 | 2009 | 2011
Massachusetts 55 56 56 57 61
Connecticut 49 45 49 55 59
Vermont 49 48 52 o3 58
Maine 45 47 45 45 52
Rhode Island 44 41 39 40 50
New Hampshire 48 47 44 48 48
National public 42 40 41 44 47
70
65

m 2003
m 2005
m 2007
m 2009
m 2011

Massachusetts Connecticut Vermont Maine Rhode Island New Hampshire  National public

NOTE: The percentages have been rounded to nearest whole number. Some apparent differences between estimates may not be statistically significant.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP),
2003, 2005, 2007, 2009 and 2011 Reading Assessments.



But what about NAEP
Grade 12?

e NAEP 2009 was first year for State Level Data
e Only 11 states participated
e Will have comparison data from NAEP 2013



2011
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2011 ASSESSMENT SNAPSHOT

A comparison of New Hampshire Students with the Nation and Surrounding States



SAT Participation - Graduating Class of 2010

Participation Rates

St}'d?nt e . Nation Connecticut | Maine | Massachusetts Rhode Vermont
Description | Hampshire Island
Number of
Students 12,351 1,547,990 36,076 15,383 61,104 8,369 5,164
Tested
Percent of
Graduates 77 47 84 92 86 67 66
Tested
Caucasian/
White 20 57 72 a0 74 73 91
African
American/Black 2 13 11 2 8 / 1
Mexican 0.4 6 0.7 0.4 0.3 0.6 0.3
American
Puerto Rican 0.5 1.6 4 0.4 2 1.7 0.3
Other Hispanic 2 8 5 1 5 10 1
Asian/Pacific 4 11 5 3 v 5 5
Islander
American
Indian/Alaskan 0.5 0.6 0.3 1.4 0.4 0.5 0.4
Native
Other Ethnic > 3 > 2 3 3 >

Group




Average State SAT Scores 2006-2010 - By Race
New Hampshire Students

Critical Reading 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010
Asian 539 533 546 550 548
Other Ethnicity 529 507 535 543 528
All Students - NH 520 521 521 523 520
White 517 519 520 521 519
All Students - Nation 503 502 502 501 501
Hispanic 513 494 490 507 491
Black 488 483 478 497 496
Mathematics 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010
Asian 602 585 603 617 605
Other Ethnicity 520 512 533 529 533
All Students - NH 524 521 523 523 524
White 520 518 522 520 521
All Students - Nation 518 515 515 515 516
Hispanic 507 493 479 503 485
Black 478 485 474 487 488
Writing 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010
Asian 536 538 547 551 555
Other Ethnicity 513 494 530 530 520
All Students - NH 509 512 511 510 510
White 507 510 510 508 509
All Students - Nation 497 494 494 493 492
Hispanic 501 484 479 488 486
Black 478 481 463 483 483




Average State SAT Scores 2006-2010 - By Race

White Students

Critical Reading 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010
Connecticut 528 528 529 530 530
Massachusetts 525 527 529 530 529
Nation 527 527 528 528 528
Vermont 517 520 524 522 523
New Hampshire 517 519 520 521 519
Rhode Island 512 514 516 519 516
Maine 506 495 489 474 474

Mathematics 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010
Massachusetts 534 534 537 539 539
Nation 536 534 537 536 536
Connecticut 533 529 533 534 534
New Hampshire 520 518 522 520 521
Vermont 521 521 525 519 520
Rhode Island 519 516 519 517 516
Maine 506 492 487 471 470

Writing 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010
Connecticut 527 529 533 532 534
Massachusetts 523 525 528 527 526
Nation 519 518 518 517 516
Rhode Island 507 511 514 516 512
New Hampshire 507 510 510 508 509
Vermont 506 512 511 510 509
Maine 496 489 484 462 460




Links to Trend Analysis Reports

NAEP 2003-2011 Mathematics:

http://www.education.nh.gov/instruction/assessment/naep/documents/math _trend analysis2011.pdf

NAEP 2003-2011 Reading:

http://www.education.nh.gov/instruction/assessment/naep/documents/reading trend analysis2011.pdf

New Hampshire 2011 Assessment Snapshot:

http://www.education.nh.gov/instruction/assessment/documents/assessment _snapshot.ppt




Where do we go from
here?

Questions / Comments



