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The Nation’s Report Card™

What is The Nation's
Report Card™?

The Nation’s Report Card™, the Natonal
Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP),

is a nationally representative and continuing

assessment of what America’s students know
and can do in various subject areas. For over

three decades, assessments have been conducted
periodically in reading, mathematics, science,
writing, history, geography, and other subjects.

By making objective information on student perfor-
mance available to policymakers at the national, state,
and local levels, NAEP is an integral part of our nation’s
evaluation of the condidon and progress of education.
Only information related to academic achievement and
relevant variables is collected under this program. The
privacy of individual students and their families is pro-
tected, and the identides of participating schools are not

released.

NAEP is a congressionally mandated project of the
National Center for Education Statistics within the
Instiute of Education Sciences of the U.S. Deparument
of Education. The Commissioner of Education Statistics
is responsible, by law, for carrying our the NAEP project
through competitive awards to qualified organizations.

In 1988, Congress established the Natonal
Assessment Governing Board (NAGB) w oversee and

set policy for NAEFR. The Board is responsible for select-
ing the subject areas to be assessed; setting appropriate

student achievement levels; developing assessment objec-
tives and test specifications; developing 2 process for

the review of the assessment; designing the assessment
methodology; developing guidelines for reporting and
disseminating NAEP results; developing standards and

procedures for interstate, regional, and national compaz-

isons; determining the appropriateness of all assessment
items and ensuring the assessment items are free from
bias and are secular, neutral, and nonideological; taking
actions to improve the form, content, use, and reporting

of results of the National Assessment and planning and
executing the inital public release of NAEP reports.
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Executive Summary

This report presents the national and state resulss of

the NAEP assessment in reading and compares them

to results from assessments in 2003 and in the first year
dara were available, usually 1992. In 2005, nationally
representive saraples of more than 163,000 fourth-grade
and 159,000 eighth-grade students nationwide partici-

pated in that assessment.

National Reading Results

Fourth-graders’ average score was 1 point higher, and
eighth-graders’ average score was 1 point lower in 2005
than in 2003 on a 0 to 500 point scale. Average scores
in 2005 were 2 points higher than in the first assess-

~ ment year, 1992, ar
both grades 4 and 8.

Between 1992 and
2005, there was no
significant change
in the percentage of
fourth-graders per-
forming at or above
Basic, but the per-
centage performing
at or above Proficient increased during this time. The
percentage of eighth-graders performing at or above
Basic was higher in 2005 (73 percent) than in 1992
{69 percent}, but there was no significant change in the
percentage scoring at or above Proficient between these
sarme Years. o

Average reading scores
were 2 points higher

in 2005 Cémgared to
1992 at both grades 4
and 8.

Reading Results for Student Groups at Grade 4
White students scored higher on average in reading
than their Black and Hispanic peers. The scores for

all three racial/ethnic groups, as well as Asian/Pacific
Islanders, increased between 1992 and 2005. Looking at
the short-term trend, Black and Hispanic students each
scored higher on average in 2005 than in 2003, The
White — Black and White — Hispanic score gaps nar-
rowed during this same time.

In 2005, students who were eligible for free or
reduced-price school lunch and those who were not
eligible had higher average scores than in 1998, In the
short term, students who were eligible showed a Z-point
increase from 2003 to 2005.

In 2005, female students scored higher on average
than their male counterparts. Male students’ average
scores increased by 3 points from 1992 wo 2005,

" For More Information...

Reading Results for Student Groups at Grade 8
White, Black, and Hispanic students scored higher, on
average, in 2005 than in 1992, The White — Hispanic
score gap decreased by 2 points between 2003 and 2005,

The average score for students who were not eligible
for free or reduced-price lunch decreased by 1 point
between 2003 and 2005. The longer trend between
1998 and 2005 showed no statistically significant
changes regarciless of free-lunch eligibility.

Both male and
fernale students’ aver-
age scores showed
decreases betweert
2003 and 2005. In
the fonger term, the
average score for male
students was 3 points
higher in 2005 than
n 1992

Reading Results for the States

Examining the short-term trends between 2003 and
2005, when all 50 states, the District of Columbia, and
Department of Defense (DoD) schools were assessed,
shows average scores for students at grade 4 increased

in 7 states and in the DolD schools and decreased in

2 states. The percentage of students performing at or
above Basic increased in 3 states and in the DolD schools
and decreased in 2 states. -

Between 1992 and
2005, average scores
increasad for White,
Black, and Hispanic
students at grades

4 and 8.

'At.g.i"ade 8, no state had a higher average score in
2005 than in 2003, and 7 states had lower scores. The
percentage of students performing at or above Basic
increased in 1 state and decreased in 6 states.

Turning to the longer trend at grade 4, there were 42
states and jurisdictions that participated in both 1692
and 2005. The District of Columbia and 19 states had
higher average scores, and 3 states had lower average
scares, in 2005 than in 1592, Over the same period, the
percentage of students at or above Basic increased in 15
states and decreased in 3 states.

At grade B, the first state assessment was given in
1998 in 38 states and jurisdictions. Three states had
higher average scores in 2005 compared 1o 1998, and 8
states had lower average scores. The percentage of stu-
dents performing at or above Basic increased in 3 states
and in the DoD schools and decreased in 11 states.

The NAEP initial release website (www.nat?onsrenortcard.gev) provides additional information on the NAEP

assessments, including an interactive view of state results and links to PDF versions of all NAEP reports, a
data tool for exploring resulis and calculating the statistical significance of differences, and a tool Tor examining

released guestions.
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Understanding NAEP Results

Results are presented in two ways: in terms of scale scores
and as the percentage of students scoring at or above
three benchmarks cafled achievement leveks. For results to
be presented in this report, each reporting group raust
meet minimum reporting standards. Reporting standards
were met for public schools in the nation and the states.
Fowever, too few private schools participated for their
results to be reported separately. See the Technical Notes
on page 32 for more information.

Scale Scores

NAEP reading scores are reported for grades 4 and 8 on
a -500 scale. Scale score results also are presented for
students at various percentiles. An examination of scores
at different percentiles on the 0-500 scale indicates
whether or'not the trends seen in the overall national
average score results are reflected in the performance of
lower-, middle-, and higher-performing students.

Ttern maps, presented on pages 26 and 30, provide
interpretive inforrmation about a scale score in terrns of
the skills and knowledge students with a certain score
are likely to have, Itemms placed along the scale in an item
map demonstrate how skills correspond to levels of per-
formarice.

Scales are created for other subjects independently, so
even when anot_}_ae'r s_a_z_bj_e_gt’s scaie ha_s the sarme n_um_e;_-iz:al
range {0--500), average scores should not be compared -

across subjects.

Achievement Levels

NAEP results are reported at three achievement levels:
Basic, Proficient, and Advanced. Achievement levels are
performance standards showing what students should
know and be able to do. They are set by the National
Assessment Governing Board (NAGB), based on recom-
mendations from panels of educators and members of
the public, to provide a context for interpreting student
performance on NAEP. In this report, the achievement-
level results are reported as percentages of students per-
forming at or above Basic and at or above Proficient.

The Nation’s Report Card™

As provided by law, the National Center for Education
Statistics (NCES), upon review of congressionally mandat-
ed evaiuations of NAEP has determined that achievernent
levels are to be used on a trial basis and should be inter-
preted with caution. However, NCES and NAGB have
affirrned the usefulress of these performance standards for
understanding trends in achievernent. NAEP achievement
levels have been widely used by national and state officials.

Interpreting Resulls

NAEF uses widely accepted statistical standards in analyz-
ing data. For instance, this report discusses only findings
that are statistically significant at the .03 fevel. Flowsver,
some differences that are statistically significant appear
small, particularly in recent assessment years, when the
sample sizes have been larger. See the Technical Notes on
page 33 for more information on interpreting the size of
score differenices.

Differences between scale scores or percentages are
calculated using unrounded numbers, In some instances,
the result of the subtraction differs from what would be
obtained by subtracting the rounded values shown in the
accompanyying figure or table. The first part of the report
presents the national results of all schools. However, when
state results are compared to the nation, only public
school results are showr. The national public numbers
may differ slightly from overall national numbers.

Finally, most figures show data for two samples. One
sample includes students who received accommodations
when they needed them, and the other includes students
for whom no accornmodations were permitted. In 1998,
adrninistration procedures were first introduced that
allowed the use of accommodations for students who
needed them. Therefore, the results frorn more recent
years are more inclusive than resulis from earlier years.
See tables A-1-A-3 for exclusion rates. Any comparisons
between 2005 and 1998 will be made with the accom-
modated sarmple.

- NAEP Achievement-Level Descriptions
i Thé .thrée NAEP achievement levels, from iowest to highest, are

Basie—denotes par{iaI mastery of the knowiedge and skilis that are fundamental for proficient work at a given grade.

Praﬁé_fentf—represents solid academic performance. Students reaching this level have demonstrated competency over
chailenging subject mattern

. _Advahced~signiﬁes superior performance.

Detailed descriptions of the NAEP achievement levels for each subject and grade can be found on the NAGE
website (http://www.nagh.org/pubs/pubs. itml).
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Figure 1.’ Average scale scores and achievement-level results in reading, grades 4 and 8:
) Vatious vears, 1992-2005
KEY FINDINGS
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Reportmg Student Groups

in addition to national resuits, NAEP reports results for spemf ied gz'oups of s?uden’is
Because performance of & particular student group can be signifi cantly | céiffereﬂt
from the performance of the overall student population, it is 1mportant to examme
separately the performance of each major student Eroup.

Results are provided on the following pages for student groups defined by rase/
ethnicity, eligibility for free/reduced-price school lunch, and gender. These results show
how these groups of students performed in comparison with one another, and over
time. More information, including interactive charts of performance for various student
groups, can be found at www.nationsreportcard.gov.

Typicatly, NAEP reports also show resuits separately for public and private schools.
However, overall, an insufficierit proportion of private schools participated in NAEP
in 2008, so the resulis are shown in the Technical Notes for Cathelic and Lutheran
schools only.
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Results for Groups of Students
Resuits by Race/Ethnicity Hispanic includes Latino, and Pacific Islander includes
Native Hawaiian, Race categories exclude Hispanic origin
unless specified. For information about the performance
of students not classified in one of these categories, visit
www.nationsreportcard. gov.

NAFP reports data on student race/ethnicity based on
information obtained from school rosters. Figures Z and 3
show results for five mutually exclusive categories: White,
Biack, Hispanic, Asian/Pacific Islander, and American
Indian/Alaska Native, Black includes African American,

Figurs 2. Average scale scores and achievement-level resulls in reading, by race/ethnicity, grade 4:
Various years, 1892-2005
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White - Black and White - Hispan%c Score Gaps

Another way to view trends in student performance is across assessment years. Score gaps are calculated by sub-
to determine whether the score “gap” between student tracting the unrounded average scale score of one student
groups has narrowed or widened since earlier years. group from that of another. Here, the average score for
Figures 4 and 5 show the score gaps between White and Black or Hispanic students is subtracted from the average

Black students and between White and Hispanic students  score for White students.

Figure 4, Average reading scale scores and score gaps for White - Black and White - Hispanic
students, grade 4: Various years, 1992-2005
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Figure 5. Average reading scale scores and score gaps for White - Black and White - Hispanic
students, grade 8: Varlous years, 19922005
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Results by Eligibility for Free/ Reduced-Price
School Lunch

An indicator of a student’s sociceconomnic status is
whether or not that student is eligible for free or
reduced-price lunch under the National School Lunch
Programn (NSLP). Children from families with incomes
at or below 130 percent of the poverty level are eligible
for free meals. Those with incomes between 130 per-
cent and 185 percent of the poverty level are eligible
for reduced-price meais. (For the period July 1, 2004,
through June 30, 2005, for a family of four, 130 per-
cerit of the poverty level was $24,505, and 185 percent
was $34,873. See http://www.fns.usda.gov/end/lunch/
for more information.}

The Nation's Report Card™

Average reading scores and achievernent-level results
by students’ eligibility for free/reduced-price school
lunch are shown in figure 6 for grade 4 and figure 7 for
grade 8. NAEP first began collecting information on
student lunch eligibility for the reading assessment in
1998; therefore, results for these student groups are not
available for 1992 and 1994,

The percentage of students with available informa-
tion has changed over time. In addition, the regulations
on classifying students have changed over the years. See
Changing Demographics of Students at Grades 4 and 8
on page 22 for more information.

Figure 6. Average scale scorgs and achieﬁement—iewei results in reading, by students’
eligibility for free/reduced-price lunch, grade 4: Various years, 1998-2005
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Figure 7. Average scale scores and achievement-level resnlts in reading, by students’
aligibility for free/ reduced-price lunch, grade 8: Various years, 1998-2005
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Resu!ts'by Gender

The average reading scores and percenitages of students gender at grade 4 in figure 8 and at grade 8 in figure 9.
- at or above Basic and at or above Proficient are shown by

Figure 8. Average scale scores and achievement-level resulls in reading, by gender, grade 4:
Various years, 1992-2005
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Figure 9, Average scale scores and achievemant-level results in reading, by gender, grade 8:
Various years, 1982-2005

280
28

i 287 Azfz i 513;273* m_@ 267 Female O

20 287 s S

Ao X H s w7 L —
B T e 255 26071258% 257 Male A

'8z 94 98 I ] U5 VEAR

* Significartly different from 2005,

SOURGE: 1.5, Department of Education, institute of Eduration Scientes, National oe o vn - AtcomMmodations not pereitted
Cemer for Coucation Svatistics, Nationat Assessment of Edutational Progress [RAEP), —— ACTOMIMOGENONS PEIMIED
varioys years, 1882-2003 Reading Assessments. ’

AL or abiove
Profiient




12 PERCENTILES The Nation’s Report Card™

Cemparing Scores Among Lower-, Middle-, and Higher-Performing
Students

Examining trends in the performance of students at percent of students assessed at grade 4 scored at or below
selected percentiles can indicate whether trends for 166 in 2005, one point higher than the 25th percentile
Iower-, middle-, or higher-scoring students diverge from score of 2003, The only other group showing a higher
the picture for students overall. The 10th and 25th score in 2005 than in 2003 was the 10th percentile. The
percentiles represent lower-scoring students; the 50th longer term trend from 1992 indicates that at grade 8
represents middie-scoring; the 75th and B0th repre- most of the increases occurred armong lower performing
sent higher-scoring students. A percentile indicates the students. For example, the 10th percentile score increased
percentage of students whose scores fell at or below a from 213 in 1892 10 216 in 2005. All but the lowest per-
particular score. For example, figure 10 shows that 25 centile showed a decrease between 2003 and 2005.

Figure 10. Reading scale score percentiles for grades 4 and 8: Various years, 19922005
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‘GRADE 4 (pages 14-15,

Fourth- and Eighth-Grade Reading Results for States

and Jurisdictions

The following pages show the results of
the 2005 reading assessment for students
at grades 4 and 8 who attended pub-

lic schools in the 50 states and Z other
jurisdictions (which are all referred o a8
“states” in the key findingsj.

Beginning in 2003, states were required
to participate biennially in NAEP reading
and mathemnatics assessments at grades 4
and 8 in order to receive Tite I funding.
Results do not appear for some states in
the early years because they either did not
participate or did not meet the minimum
participation guidelines for reporting. in
2005, all states met the minimum par-
ticipation guidelines at both grades 4 and
8. The percentage of students scoring at
or above Basic is shown in every year for
which state data are available, beginning
in 1002 at grade 4 (see table 1) and in
1998 at grade 8 (see table 2).

In cornparing states to one another,
it is important to consider that overall
averages do not take into account the
different demographics of the states’ stu-
dent popuations. Further informnation
on student groups is provided in tables 3
and B, as well as in the appendix tables,
For instance, the performance of Hispanic
students from different states can be
compared for the same grade level. More
inforrmation on these types of compari-
sons, including interactive state maps and

Student Samples

The national results are based on a representative sample of students in pubhc k

state ranking tools, can be found at www.
nationsreportcard. gov.

When making comparisons across states
and within states over time, it is impor-
tant to consider the differential exclusion
rates across the states and over time.
Although every effort is made to include
as miany studernts as possible, different
states have different policies, and those
policies have changed over time. States
that are more inclusive—rthat is, they
assess greater percentages of their students
with disabilities and English language
learners—imay have lower average scores
than states that exchade greater percent-
ages of these students. Table A-3 shows
the exclusion rates for each state.

Finally, sample sizes and rounding can
result in apparent inconsistencies. For
example, in table 1, for both 2003 and
2005 the percentage of students perform-
ing at or above Basic in public schools
nationwide is 62, yet the numbers are
mearked as being statistically different. The
actual unrounded numbers are 61.57 in
2003 and 62.47 in 2005, a 0.9 percentage
point difference that is statistically signifi-
cant, due in part to the large numbers of
students who participated in NAEP those
two years.

More information on performance for
a particular state is avaitable at hrtp:/nces.

ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states.

schools, private schools, Bureau of Indian Affairs schoois, and Depa{tment of ¢
Defense schools. Private schools include Catholic, Conservative Chﬂsﬁan E_Utheran
and other private schools. The state results are based on public school students

only.

13

Before 20072, the national sample was separate from the state sampie. Seginmﬂg
in 2002, the NAEP national sample was obtained by aggregating the sampies from
each state, rather than by obtaining an independent national sampie. As a result,
the size of the nationai sample increased, and smaller differences between years or
between types of students were found to be statistically significant than would have
been detected in assessments before 2002.
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Figure 11. Average reading scale scores and parceatage uf éﬁ@déhtsﬁitﬁin sach achievement level, grade 4 pubfic schools:

By state, 2005
Average
Swts/jurisdiction score Stete/jurisdiction
Nation {publlc) Nation {public)
Alsbama Alabams
Alashka Alaska
Arizora Arizons
Arkanges Arkansas
Califorrig Caiifornia
Cotoradd Cotorado
Connecticut Connecticut
Delaware Delawars
Fiorida Flarida
Georgia Georgia
Hawali Hawaii
idaho idaho
Hinois Hinois
ngliana indianz
owa jowa
Kansas Hansas
Kemtucky Henfucky
Louisiana Louisiana
Maine Maine
Maryiand Maryiand
Massachysetis Massachusetts
Michigan Michigan
Minnesota Minnesots
Mississipst Mississippi
Missourt Migsouri
Montana Montata
Nebrasks Neabragska
Nevady Nevada
New Hampshirg New Hamgashire
New jersey New Jjersey
New M&x‘#m: New Mexico
New York New York
Narth Carolina North Carolina
North Dakota North Dakota
Chia Ohip
Oklahoma Cilahoma
Oregon Gregon
Pennsylvania Pannsyivania
Rhode isiand Rhode Istand
South Carolina South Caroiing
South Dakota South Dakots
Tennesses Tennesses
Texas Texas
tHiah {eah
Vermont Vermont
Viginia Virginia
Washingion Washingion
West Virginia West Virginia
Wiscansin Wigoonsin
Wyoming Wyoming
Other jurisdictions Othar Jurlstietions
Gistrict of Columbia District of Columbia
oo pooEa®
i f i T T H T 7 T ] T T H T T T T T 3

100 B0 BO 70 60 S50 40 30 20 10 O 10 20 30 40 BU 80 VG 80 90 100
Percentoge below Bosic Percentoge of Basic, Froficient, and Adwonced
¥ Depariment of Defense Education Activity

NORE: The NAEP reading scaie ranges from § to S00. Detal) may not sum 10 {o1als beceuse of rounding. The shaded bars are graphed using unrounded numbers,
SOURCE: U.8. Departmant of Education, institute of Education Sclencas, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educationat Progress {NAEP], 2005 Reading Assessment
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Table 1. Percentage of students at or above Basic in reading, gratie 4 public schools: By state, various years, 1992-2005

Atcommodations not parmitted Accommodations permitted
State/jurisdiction 1882 1084 1988 1888 2002 2003 2008
Hation {plﬁbiic)l G 5a* 81 5B* 82 B52* 67

Alabama 51 52 58 56 52 52 53
Alaska - - - - - 58 58
Anzone 54 52 53 51 51 54 52
Arkansas 56* 54% 55% S4* &8 [e] 63
Caiffornia 48 44 48 48 50 50 50
Colprade a4* 5o* 68 67 - 85 &9
Connecticut €3 511 Tar H T4* T4 71
Delaware 57+ Ba* B7* B3* 71 71 3
Flonda 53% 50% 54* h3* 0% 83 85
Georgia 57 52 55 54 53 58 58
Hawall 48* 46* 45* A5* 52 53 83
idaho &7 - - - 87 G4* 522
Jiingis - - - - - &1 &2
indiana &8 . 66 - - 68 66 64
fowa 73* 69 70 67 69 it} &7
Kansas - - 71 70 68 66 66
Kenfucky g hg* B3 - 62 64 B4 65
Louisiana 46% A0 48 44+ 50 48 53
Maing 75* 5% 73 72 72 78 I3
Marviang 57* 55* 51 58* 82 52 85
Massachuseits 4% 63 73% 7o 80 73* 78
Michigan 62 - 82 82 64 64 83
Minnesota 88 B5* 689 B i 63 71
Mississippi 41%* 45 48 47 45 48 48
Missouri 57 62" 63 51* 56 G5 687
Montana - 69 73 T2 71 89 71
Nebraska 68 65 - - B2 66 68
Nevada - - 53 51 54 52 52
New Hampshire 78 70 75 T4 - 75 T4
New lersey . 69 &5 - - - 70 &8
New Mexico, - | B - 49 - 52 B1 52 47 51
New Yotk g1* 5T* 82* B2* 87 &7 59
North Carolfina 58* 55 62 58 g7+ B6* &2
North Dakota 74 73 - - 7t 68 72
Chia 63* - - - 68 &89 ]
Ckishoma G67* - &6+ 86+ 60 &0 60
Oregon - - B1 58 66 63 62
Pennsyivania 68 1% - - 66 65 58
Rhode Islend 63 85 65 64 65 82 &2
South Caroling 53 48* 55 53 58 . 58 57
South Dakotz - - - - - 89 70
Tennesses 57 58 58 E7 58 57 58
Texas 57" 58* 63 549 62 5% 84
Utah [: 1 &4 82* a2* 63 86 B8
Vermont - - - — 73 13 T2
Virginia ar+ 57+ 84> g2~ 71 69 72
Washington - 5g* 63* 64* 70 67 70
West Virginia 81 5 62 &0 85% a5+ 61
Wistonsin 71 71 72* 69 - &8 67
Wyoming 71l 63 B5* £4 &8 85 7
Othey jurisdietions

District of Colzmbia 30 24* 28* 27 31 31 33

DoDEAE - ~ £8* BE* 72 71* 75

— Not zvailable, The Jutisdiction tid nof participate of dig nol maat the minkmum parlicipation guidedines for reporting.

* Significantly different from 2005 when only one jurisdiction oF the nation Is being examined.

1 National rasults for assessments prior to 2002 are besed on the nationat sample, not on pggrogated state samples.

? Departrent of Defense Education Activity (overseas anti domastic schoals). Before 2005, DoDEA overseas snd domestis sehools ware separmle juniscictons in NAER Pre-2005 gate presentad here
wers recaicuipted for comparabiity

ROTE: Stne-devel dats ware not collected In 2000

SOURCE: 1.5, Department of Education, iastiute of Education Sciances, National Cenler far Education Statistics, Nationa! Assessment of Educational Progress [NATP), various years, 18922005
Reoaing Apsegsmants.
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Figure 12, Average reading .scale' scores and percentage 'qf:éiasgiéx;ts within each achievement ievel, grade 8 pubfic schools:

By state, 2005
AveTrage
Statesrisdiction State/ursdicton
Nation {public} Ration (public)
Alsbama Alabama
Alaska Alaskz
Arizona Arizona
Arkanses Arkanisas
Galfornia California
Cotorado Calorade
Connestis Connsetiout
Delaware Delaware
Florida Florida
Georgla Georgia
Hawalt Hawaii
idaho | idaho
Hinols . HHinois
Indiang - indiang
Tows iowa
Karsas Ransas
Kentuchky Hemucky
Louisiang Louisana
Maine Maing
Maryland Maryland
Massachusetts Massachuselts
Mighigan Michigan
Minngsota Minnesota
fississippi Mississippi
Missour hissourt
Montana Morstana
Nebraska Nebraska
Nevala Nevads
New Hampshire New Hampshire
- Newjersey New jerssy
Naw Mexios Hew Mexicn
New York New York
North Carofing North Carcling
Norih Dakota North Dakots
CGhio Uhio
Qklahoms Uklghoma
Oregan Oregon
Penngyivania Pannsylvania
Rhode Iskand Rhote isiand
South Caroing South Carolina
South Dakota South Dakota
Tennesses Tennesses
Texas Texas
Utah Hi:1
Vermornt Vermont
Yirginia virginia
Washingion Washingion
West Virginia West Virginis
Wissonsin Wisconsin
Wyarming Wyoming
Cther jurisdictions Other Jurisdictions
Distrie: of Cotumbia District of Columbia
DeDEA ebEA®
T T 1 1 T T T T H 1 T T | T T T

Ay 9G 8D TOOB0 50 4h 80 20 40 5 ig 20 30 40 BOD 80 70 B B0 10D
Percentoge below Basic Percenioge =t Bosic, Proficient, and Advanced
* pepartment of Defense Education Activitk

HOTE: The NAFP reading scale ranges from £ o 500. Detall may not sum 1o tolp18 betsuse of munding. e shacted bars are graphed USINE unrounted numbers.
SOURCE: 1.8, Department of Fducation, Instiute of Education Sciences, Rational Center for Education Statistics, Kationa! Assessment of Coucationa! Progress INAEPS, 2005 Reading Assessment,
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fable 2. Percentage of students at or above Basic in reading, grade 8 public schools: By state, varions years, 1688-2005

Accommodations not permited Accommodations parmitied
State/utisdiction 1888 1888 2002 2003 2008
Nation {public)* 72 71 74* 7o 71
jabarma 66 &7 64 85 83
Alasks - - e &7 70
Arizona 73* 7Z* 68 56 &5
Arkansas 68 68 72 70 5]
Califorpia B84 63 &1 g1 60
Colorado 76 77 e 78 75
Cohnecticut 82 Bi* I 17 74
Delaware BE* BE* 81 7 80
Forida B3 67 T2* 68 66
Geprgia 63 [ T4 £3 87
Hawail 60 59 a4* g1* 58
Idaho - - , 79 i) 78
{Hlinois - - - 7T 5
Indiana - - 77 77* 73
lows . — R - il 79
¥ansas - 81 81 81 77 78
Kentucky T4 T4 78 78 75
Louisiana 64 63 68 64 64
Maine B4 23 82 79 81
Maryland 72 it 73 71 63
Massachusetis 86 Ta 81 81 83
Michigan - - 77 75 73
Minnasoia 81 78 - 78 80
Mississippt a1 62 a87* 85 60
Missour 78 5 82* 79 78
Montana 83 83 85 B2 82
Nebraska - - B3* 77 B
Nevada 6o+ 70 g2 63 63
New Hampshire - - - - 81 a0
" New jersey : - - - 78 80
New Mexico TTo* . ST B4 6z 62
New York 78 78 76 75 75
North Carolina 76+ T4 16+ T2 €8
North Dakota - - 82 81 83
Ohio - - 82 78 78
Oklahoms 80¥ BO* 76* 74 72
Oregon T8* ig* BO* 5 74
Pennsylvania - - 77 78 77
Rhode island 14 TE* 73 71 71
South Cerclina 65 66 68 &9 &7
South Dakota - - - ’ 82 82
Tennesses 71 71 7i o] 1
Texas Ta* 4% 73* 71 &9
Utsh 77 77* . 75 TG 73
Vetmont - -~ g2 &1 3
Virginia 8 78 20 8 18
Washingion 17 i3] 78 78 75
West Virginia T4* T5* i 72* &7
Wisconsin Fit} 78 - T 7
Wyoming 76* 6" 78 78 81
Dther jurisdictions
District of Columbia 44 44 48 47 45
DobEA? 80* 7g* g8* 85 £4

~ Not avaiiable. The iunisdiction <ig not participate o did not meet the minimum participation guldelines for reporiing.

* Significantly differert from 2005 when only one jurdsdiction of the natios Is being examined,

% Napional results for assessments priortn 2002 are based on the nationat sample, AGt o aggregated state samples.

2 penartment of Defense Education Activity {ovessens and gomestic schoois). Before 2005, DoDEA overseas and domestic schoois were separte Junistictions in NAER Pre-2005 data sresented herg
ware recalouiated for comparabiiity

NEAE State-fovel date werg not cobiected in 1992, 1954, o 2000

SOURCE: 1.5, Department of Sdutation, institute of Education Siences, Nationa! Center for Education Statistice, National Assessment of Ecusationat Pragress (NAEP:, vanious years, 1B08-2005
Reading Assessmanis.
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Table 3. Average reading scale scores, grade 4 public schools: By state, various years, 1992-2005

Accommodations not permitied Accommobdations permitied
Late/furisdiction 1892 1084 1988 1068 2002 2003 2005
Nation (public)t 715* 212% 215% 213* 217 216% 217
Alabama 207 208 211 211 207 2T 208
Alaska - - - - - 212 211
Anizons 208 206 207 206 X5 208 207
Arkansas 211* 208" 209> 208* 213% 214* 217
Califormia 202* 197+ 202 202 206 208 207
Colorads, 2177 213+ iy 220 - 204 224
Connenticut 228 222 23z2* 230 229 228 218
Delaware 213% 208 21z 207 224 224 228
Florida 208 205* 207+ 206" 214% 218 219
Geprgia 212 207% 210 209* 215 214 214
Hawall 203* 201* 200* 200% 208 208 210
igaho 219* R - - 220 218* 222
“Hinots - - - - - 218 218
indiana 221 20 - - - 232 220 218
jowa - 235* 223 : 223 220 233 223 221
Kansas - - 222 221 222 229, 220 -
Ketstucky 213+ 212* 218 218 218 218 2200 '
Louigiana 204% 187+ 204* 200% 207 205% 209
Waing 227 228* 225 225 225 204 225
Maryiand 21 210* 215 212* 217 218 230
Masgsachusetis 26 223 225* 223* 234 228% 231
Michigan 218 - 217 218 218 218 218
Minnesota 231* 218* 222 21g% 228 223 225
Wississippl 198¥ 202 204 203 203 205 204
fhissour 220 217 Z16* 216* 220 222 221
sontana - 222 226 75 224 2323 225
Nebraska 221 220 - - 227 221 221
Nevada - - 208 208 208 207 207
Hew Hampshire 228 223 225 276 - 228 227
O Newiesey L 223 239% s i = 295 223
“New Mexico S La1 ) 205 o RhE 205 L I208 203 207 -
“Hew York 215% 213% 216 215% : 222 223 223
Morth Carolina i 214 217 213+ 272= 221 217
North Dakota 226 225 - - 224 222 225
Ohio 217+ - - - 222 222 223
Okiahoma 220* - 220* 210% 213 214 214
Cregon o - 214 212 220 218 217
Panasylvania 271 215* - - 221 2iB* 223
Rhode isiand 217 220 218 218 220 216 216
South Carolina 2i0 203+ 210 208% 214 215 213
South Dakota - - - - - 222 222
Tennessee 212 213 212 212 214 212 214
Texas 213> 212* 217 214% 257 215~ 219
Hah 220 217 2157 218+ 222 219 221
Yarmont — - - - 227 228 227
Virginia 221 213* 218* 217* 225 233 226
Washington - 213* 21T+ 218+ 224 221 223
West Virginia 218 213 21 216 219> 219~ 215
Wisconsin 224 224" 224* 22 - 221 221
Wyoming 223 221 2ig* 218* 221 222 223
(ther jurisdictions
District of Columbia 188* 178+ 182* 179+ 161 iBE 151
DoDEAZ — - iy 220* 224* 224% 228

- Not pyaiiabie. The jurisdiction dig net paricipete of ¢id not mest e minfnum participation guicalines for reperting.

* Significardly different fiom 200% when only ong fursdiction o the nation is betng examined.

3 Natignal results for essessments prior to 2002 ars beset on the natioral sample, not on aggregated state sampies.

2 Depaniment of Defense Edutation Activity fovarssas and domestic sthoois]. Before 2005, DeDEA overseas ang damestic schools wete separate lunsdintions in NAER Pre-2005 data presented here
were recaiculated for comparabillty

NOTE: State-feval data were not coliectsd n 2000,

SDURCE: (LS. Department of Education, Institute of Education Seignces, National Sentat for Educalion Statislics, Nationa: Assessment of Educational Progress {NAEPY, verious years, 1802-2005
Reading Assessments.
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Table 4. Average reading scale scores, grade 8 public schools: By state, various years, 1898-2085

Accommodations not permitted Accommodations permitted
State/jurisdiction 1998 1398 2002 2003 2005
Nation (public) 261 261 263% 261* 280
Alabama 255 255 253 253 252
Rlaska - - - 256 258
Atizona 261% 260* 257 255 255
Aransas 258 256 260 258 258
California 253 252 250 253 250
Golorado 264 264 - 268 285
Connecicut 272* 270* 267 261 264
Detaware 256* 254* 287 265 266
Flarida 253 255 261 257 256
Georgia 287 257 258 258 257
Hawai 250 249 252% 251%* 248
idaho - P 266 284 264
ittinois - ] - - 266¢ 264
Indiana - - 265% 265 261
lowz - = - 268 267
Kansas : . 268 268 268 266 267
Kentucky - 262 262 265 266 264
. Louisiana , 282 252 256 253 253
Maing 273 271 270 268 270
Manfand 262 2481 263 262 281
tassachusetts 280~ 269= 271 273 274
Michigan - e 265 264 261
Mianesota 267 285 - 288 268
Mississippt 251 51 255= 25D% 251
Missour 2683 262 288~ 267 265
Montang 270 271 276 278 289
Nebraska - - 270 266 287
Nevada 257+ 258+ 251 252 253
New Hampshire - - . - 271 270
New Jersey — - - 288 289
New Maxico . 258 Z5g* ' 254 252 251
New York 266 285 264 265 265
North Carolina 264% 262% 285% plivid 258
North Dakota - - z6B* 270 270
Ohig — — 268 267 287
Okiahoma 285* 265* 262 262 260
Oregon 766 266 268+ 284 283
Pennsylvania - - 265 264 . 267
Rhode lsiand 262 264* 262 2681 281
South Caroling 255 255 258 258 257
South Dakota - - - 270 269
Tennesses 58 258 260 258 258
Texas a2 261 262% 253 258
tah 2g5* 263 263 284* 262
vermont . - - iz 271 289
Virginia 268 288 269 268 268
Washington 265 264 268 264 265
Wast Virginia 262% 282" 264* 2680* 255
Wisconsin 266 285 - 266 268
Wyoming 262* 263* 265+ 267 268
Othar prisdictions
District of Columbia 236 238 240 239 238
DoDEA? 268 268 273*% 212 271

- Kot svafisble, The jurisdiction dict not participate o tid aot mest minimum particination guidelines for reporting.

* Significantly cifferent from 2008 when only one iufsdiction or the nation & being examined.

t Nationat results for 8s5essments rior 1o 2007 are Desed on the nationat samte, not on aggegaled slate sampies.

% pepartment of Defonse Education Activity {overseas and domestic schools). Betore 2005, DoDEA overseas and gomestic schodls were sepassle juisoictions in NAER Pre-2003 dats presented nerm
were recaiciated Tor cumparability.

NOTE: State-lovel data wate not cofiected in 1902, 1354, o 2000

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Fducation, instute of Edusation Stiences, National Canter for Education Sratistics, National Acsessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), various years, 1888-2005
Eeading ASSRSSMERtS. .
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Table 5. Average readlng .s.c.aie scores, grade 4 public schools: By state and stadent group, 2005

Ekgibility for free/reduced-
ftace/ ethnicity prite sahood hingh Gender
American
Asian/Pacific Indian/
State/hurisdiction White Black Hispanic islander Alasks Native Eigible Not efigible Mais remale
Nation {publis) 208 189 201 227 205 203 230 214 220
Alabama 220 188 t b4 ke 196 223 205 211
Alaska 225 212 208 206 183 143 223 207 15
Arizona 224 152 152 224 b4 182 323 203 211
Arkansas 225 194 212 i t 208 230 213 221
California 325 198 193 222 213 193 224 203 210
Colorado 232 207 206 231 t 208 232 221 227
Connectiout 234 201 203 236 £ 202 238 222 230
Delaware 235 282 216 238 t 214 233 223 229
Florida 228 203 215 235 ¥ 205 230 217 222
Gaorgla 226 199 203 243 I 201 229 210 219
Hawail’ S 224 205 11 205 i 187 ¢ 221 208 . 214
Cidabo CRRRE R v % 199 1 il 210 230 218 225
ingis T 230 194 199 230 i 198 230 215 218
indiana ' . 223 197 208 t i 207 227 214 222
lowa 2 201 200 294 t 208 227 218 224
Kanses 225 196 203 238 i 208 230 2:8 223
Kentucky 222 203 t it t 212 228 218 222
Louistana 223 195 e £ i 200 226 208 231
Maine 275 i ¥ 1 t 213 231 221 228
_Meryland 232 201 219 238 kS 198 231 217 223
Massachuseds 237 211 203 234 i 211 239 230 233
Michigan 2378 180 b4 ¥ t 201 23 218 221
Minnesota 231 192 204 218 b4 208 232 221 229
Mississippt 220 190 % i £ 186 222 200 208
Missour 226 200 210 i t 208 231 218 2724
Montana 228 t 236 + 201 212 232 222 227
Mepreska - ). 228 194 202 % t. 208 232 219 224
Nevads [ IR - DR - R 57 212 3 192 2194 - 203 Sz
New Hampshire 228 3 ER S - ik 213 231 224 2317
Now Jersey 232 199 2068 241 b3 203 232 201 226
Mew Mexico 235 206 189 4 190 199 225 203 211
Naw York 232 207 208 237 b 210 234 220 225
Worth Larolina 227 200 204 22 t 202 229 213 221
North Dakota 228 i i i 188 214 230 227 227
Chig 230 197 211 i % 208 233 219 226
Oklahoma 218 187 204 i 211 205 225 211 217
Cregon 223 200 194 220 ¥ 204 225 213 220
Pennsylvania 228 200 203 233 ¥ 208 233 215 227
Rhode Island 224 197 192 218 1 187 228 212 221
South Caroling 225 197 215 kS b 200 228 210 217
South Dakota 226 1 b4 t 201 210 231 i9 227
Tennessee 227 165 189 b3 i 200 228 210 218
Texas 232 206 210 234 i 208 232 216 222
Utah 226 t 199 218 b3 208 29 216 226
vermont 27 i 1 i i 210 234 223 230
Virginia 33 207 218 238 ¥ 208 234 773 228
Washingten 328 212 202 330 3 213 231 219 228
West Virginia 15 202 i t b4 206 225 211 218
Wiseonsin 227 184 208 226 4 204 235 218 234
Wypming 227 t 204 by i 2i8 228 221 228
Other jurisdictions
District of Colurabia 252 187 183 i 3 183 215 186 185
DoDEA! 232 218 218 223 i i i 222 230

1 Reparting standards not met Samote size s insulficient to permit 2 reliabie estimate.

! Department of Defense Education Astivity

NOTE: Hesults are not shown for stutienis whose Res/ ethnicky was “unclassified” and for students whose eligibility status Tor free/reduced-prics lunch was not avaifaiie,

SCURCE: US Department of Education, Institute of Education Stiences, National Center for Education Stiistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAFP), 2005 Reading Assessment,



Reading 2005

Table 6. Average reading scale scores, grade B public schoois: By state and student group, 2005

Eligibility for free/reduced-
Race/ ethnicity price school iunsh Gender
American
Astan/ Pacific mdian/
State/ jurisdiciion White Black Hispanic islander  Alaska Native Eligible Not eligible Maie femgle
Nation {public) 268 242 245 270 251 247 275 255 268
Alabama 263 238 £ i b 238 265 245 260
Klaska 268 249 254 260 240 241 267 253 285
Arizona 267 242 242 1 2408 242 265 248 280
Arkarsas : 266 238 250 ¥ b3 247 268 252 2683
California 284 240 239 264 i 239 262 248 285
Colorado 73 254 247 289 b 248 272 261 268
Connscticut 272 248 245 279 1 243 272 258 270
Delaware 274 252 253 278 i 254 271 281 271
Florida 285 238 252 273 b3 246 264 243 282
Georgia 268 241 247 275 b B 243 269 251 263
" Hawail b k4 242 245 i 238 258 242 256
idaho o287 ‘ i 248 i t 256 259 258 VAE]
Hiinois 272 244 253 281 b4 248 273 258 288
indiana - 265 241 247 t s 250 288 285 2687
lowa 269 246 256 i b 255 272 261 273
Kansas 271 247 248 i % 54 275 282 271
Kantucky 286 248 { i b3 206 a1 258 270
Louisiana 264 240 ¥ i % 244 264 247 258
Maine 0 ¥ t ¥ b 261 274 264 278
Maryland 12 244 256 283 b 243 263 256 266
Massachusets 278 253 248 282 1 256 280G 288 278
Wichigan 268 239 256 ¥ ¥ 248 267 256 268
Minnasota 273 239 244 262 ks 252 275 283 274
Mississippi 264 237 b s b4 241 266 248 258
Missous] 270 242 258 b 1 253 277 260 270
Montana v 1 i e 24& 268 274 265 274
| Meébrasia. 271 263 245 ¥ i 253 274 | 261 274
Nevada o 261 240 241 283 % 240 259 247 258
New Hampshire 27 % 4 > e 255 2731 284 275
New Jersey 278 251 2581 281 b 252 278 266 273
hew Mexico 264 s 245 ¥ 240 243 263 247 255
New York 278 242 250 274 k4 253 278 260 270
North Carcling 267 240 248 275 + 244 267 251 266
North Dakota 2712 i ¥ i 256 260 274 267 274
{hio 272 243 245 by 1 51 274 281 372
{klahoma 265 243 247 i 254 252 267 254 265
Dragon 287 245 245 2867 ¥ 282 268 258 268
Pannsyivania 273 239 248 275 4 247 78 282 271
Rhode lstand 268 243 237 257 t 243 259 56 266
Scuth Caroling 267 242 s b b 248 268 252 262
South Dakota 372 1 ¥ 1 245 258 274 264 273
Tennessee 268 240 1 b4 i 246 268 285 264
Texas 20 248 248 280 1 247 268 254 263
Utah 268 i3 243 266 ke 284 265 255 262
Yermont 269 + t iy i 255 214 262 276
Virginia 275 251 259 282 t 253 273 263 273
Washington 268 255 245 270 255 251 272 2606 268
West Virgmia 258 238 ¥ i + 245 263 250 281
Wisconsin 271 238 347 262 t 248 272 261 273
Wvoming Ay I 256 by 251 259 272 264 2732
Other jurisdictions
District of Columbia 301 235 247 b4 i 234 245 230 245
DoDEA 278 258 268 274 i i : 288 278

 Reporting stendards not met Sample size s insufficient 1 pivinlt & rellable estimate,

i Department of Defense Education Activity,

NOTE: Resuls are not Shown for Stutents whise race/ stanicity wes “unclegsiied” and for students whose eligibifty Siatus for free/ retucad-price Iunch was not avaiEbie.

SOLIRCE: U8 Department of Education, instiiute of Education Stiences, Nationat Center for Eaucation Statistics, National Assessmant of Edusational Progress (NAEF), 2005 Reading Assessment.
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NAEP collects information on student demographics.
Two variables——race/ethnicity and eligibility for free/
recduced-price lunch—have shown changes over time,
potentially affecting overall results.

Cﬁang’i-ﬁg Demegrapﬁics of St-ﬁ-ééﬁts at Grades 4 and 8

The Nation’s Report Card™

Figure 14 shows the distribution of students by eligibil-
ity for free or reduced-price school lunch. Here, differences
could reflect a change in reporting practices associated
with changing regulations and definitions of free lunch

eligibility. Alternatively, the differences could be associated
with changing demographics. For instance, at grade 4 the
percentage of students for whom information on school
Tunch eligibility was not available decreased from 14 per-
cent in 2000 to 8 percent in 2005. At the same time, the
percentage of fourth-graders categorized as eligible for free
or reduced-price lunch increased from 38 to 41 percent.
The percentage of students not eligible remained around
50 percent.

Figures 13 and 14 display the distribution aver time
of students nationwide taking the reading assessment
for these two dernographic variables. Table 7 provides
similar information for national and state-level public
schools. Figure 13 shows that, at grade 4, White stu-
dents made up a smaller proportion of the population in
2005 (59 percent) than they did in 1992 (73 percent).
At the sarme time, the percentage ‘of Hispanic students
increased from 7 percent in 1992 1o 18 percent in 2005.
This pattern of changing demographics was also evident

Figure 13. Percentagé &istri'buf.ion'bf students by tace/ethnicity, grades 4 and 8: Various years, 19922005

BsianfFaciic Amentan indian/

Whitg sk tsiandar Alashs Natie
s,
Eams .
Grade 4 Grade 8

Year . . g* 31

1994 §

1005 HSRMEE

200z §
2003

2008

" paren Partent

# The estimats rounds o 7860,

* Sigatficanily different from 2008,

NOTE: The “uneiassified” race/ sthvicily category 15 not shown in this figure, Data wers nut coliected ot grade 8 in 2000

SOURSE; U8, Deparirent of Education, Institute of Education Sclences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Erucstional Progress [NAEF], varigus years, 1892-2005
Reading Assessments.

Figare 14. Percentage distribution of students by ellgibility for free/ reduced-price school lunch, grades 4 and 8:
Various years, 1998-2005

ifprmEtE,
w0 avliptie

Grade 4

Pamer

Faguant
* Significently ditfsrent from 2005,
ROVE: Dats wers not tofetted &t grade 8 n 2000, Detail may not sum 1o totats because oY reunding.
SOURCE: US. Deparbrient of Edocstion, Instiute of Education Solences, Nationa! Center for Education Siatistics, National Assesement of fducational Progress {NAEP), various years, 1895-2005
Reading AsSessments.
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. Table 7. Percentage distribution of students by race/ ethnlcity, gédes 4 and 8; By state, various years 1992-2005

Grade 4 Grade B
White Black Hispanic White Black Hispanic
sate/Jusdiction 1082 2005 1862 2005 1992 2005 1098 2005 1098 2005 1908 2008
Kation (public) 72* 57 18 17 7* 8 58* 80 16% 17 12+ 17
‘sbama 5% 38 33 38 #* 2 64 58 34 38 1 z
Alaska - 55 - 4 - 5 - 57 - 5 - 4
Arzona Bl* 48 5 5 23 40 B2% A 4 8 26% 37
hrkansas 5% 69 23 24 > 5 5% €9 22 25 7 4
California B1* 31 8 8 28% 4 ap* 33 ;] 2 37* 45
talorado 4% 54 5 5 17% 27 73% 85 4 7 1G% 24
Comnecticut 76 69 12 13 10 13 77* 89 12% 16 g 13
Dalaware 88% 6 77% az 3% 8 Bax 58 30 3z 4 7
Floida B4* 49 24 73 14 23 57 51 27 23 153 21
Beorgia B0* 49 37 39 1* 7 58 52 38 37 2* 8
" Hawaf 2a% 17 3 3 3 3 19% 14 2 p} 2 3
Waho : g3* 83 #= 1 &% 13 - 87 - 1 - 10
Hiinois - 55 - 20 - 21 - 61 - 21 - 14
indiana 87* 76 11 15 1 4 - 81 - 13 - 3
- iowa 95 85, 3 5 2% 8 - ] - 4 - 4
Kansas - 74 - B - 11 83* 77 g 8 6 ¢}
Kantucky o0+ 5 10 11 #= 2 23 88 g g F* 1
“Louisiana 54 48 44 43 1 2 58 82 41 44 i* 2
" Maine ag* 87 # 1 # 1 g7 95 1 2 # 1
Marytand a3+ 52 31 35 2% 8 59* 51 33 4 3 4
Massachusetts B4+ 78 8 9 4% 10 79 T7 7 8 g 10
wichigan 8o+ 71 15 19 2 5 - 73 - 21 - 3
" Mmnnesota 92* 81 3* 8 1% 5 85 51 £ 8 2% 4
Mississippi 42 47 57 51 # 1 51 48 48 50 #* 1
o Missourd g3# 76 15 1B i* 4 85> 78 13 18 1* 3
- Montana L - 85. - 1 - 2 a0 87 #* 1 2 i
U Nebraska B9* . AN & 8 3% 12 - 84 - 6 - 8
Newde o - 411 - 12 - 32 B8* 53 &= 10 18+ 28
" New Hampshire ar* g4 1= 1 1= 2 - 95 - 2 - 2
New Jersey 65 58 18 17 11* 16 - 59 - 20 — 14 B
New Mexico a7 31 3 3 44 54 22 33 3 2 44+ 53 Bl
New York a3 53 15 20 18 i &0 57 19 18 15 13 BEg
Horth Caroling BE* 58 30 27 1* 8 64 81 25 29 1* s ]
Notth Dakota 96% 88 #* 1 #* i - 29 - 1 - 1 E;g
Ohie 85* 74 12* 20 1* 2 - 78 - i7 - 7 B
Oxiahoma 78% 8t B 10 3+ ] 2% 62 9 11 4 5B
Oregon - 71 - 4 - 18 85* 77 3 3 &% 11
Pennsylvania 82* 5 i3 17 3 6 - 78 - 15 - 5
Rhode tsland e 72 & 8 7* 16 8% 74 7 8 7* 14
South Caroling 58 54 41 41 @ 3 58 58 40 38 1* 2
South Dakota - 84 - 7 - 2 - 25 - 1 - 2
Tennesses 75 75 23 25 1% 3 75 75 22 22 i+ 2
Texas 56+ 4 14 14 3% £3 B5O* 42 g 15 33= 39
Utah g3+ 82 #* 1 3% 12 ag* B4 1 1 5% 10
Varmont - 96 - 1 - i - 98 - 1 - 1
Virginia 1% 61 25 25 1# 6 B&* 81 27 27 3+ 7
Washington - 71 - 5 - 13 79 75 4 6 7 16
YWest Virginia age 83 2+ & # 1 1 94 3 4 # 1
Wisconsin 87+ 7T 7* 13 3% ) 85 B0 g 10 3 3
Wyoming gi* B4 1% 1 &* 11 89 87 1 1 B 7
Gther jurisdictions
District of Columbia 5 4 g1* 85 3* ] 3 3 50 ] 6 5
bobEal - 48 - 18 - 14 47 43 1 22 10* 13

- Nt avafiabie. The jurisdicion Uit rot participate o id ot meet the minitsum participation: guidslines for reponing.

#'The sstimate ounds 0 zem.

« Significantly different fom 2005 when only one jurisdiction o the nation is beitg examined.

% Department of Dafense Edusation Activity.

SOURCE: B, Deparsmaent of Cducation, instinete of Education Sciences, National Certer for Education Statistics, Nationat Assessment of Educational Progress {NAEPY various years 1882-2005 Reacing Assessments.
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Grade 4 Reading Framework

The content of the NAEP reading assessment is based
on a framework, which describes in detail how reading
should be assessed by NAEP. The current NAEP reading

frarnework was first used for the 1992 assessrment and has
continued to be used through 2005.

This framework, developed through a comprehensive
national consultative process and adopted by NAGRE,
provides a broad definition of reading that includes devel-
oping a general understanding of written text, thinking
about texts, and using various texts for different purposes.
In addition, it views reading as an interactive and dynam-
ic process involving the reader, fhe text, and the context
of the read;ng experience, The framework speczﬁm that
the foirrth- grade readmg assessient shouid measure read-
ing performance in two cixmer;smns cantexts for reading
and aspects of zeachng

Contexts ﬁ)r madmg Because different contexts fm;‘
reading lead to real differences in what readers do, the
INAEP reading framework specifies that fourth-graders be
assessed in two different contexts. One context, reading
for hterary experience, is assessed by having fourth-grad-
ers read lterary materials like short stories, legends, and
myths. For the other context, reading for information,
fourth-graders are assessed with informational pieces like
magazine articles and blogzap}ues The framework calls
for these two contexts to be represented in the fourth-
grade assessment in the following proportions:

Reading for Reading for
literary experience information
55% 45%

The Nation's Report Card™

Aspects of reading. Fach comprehension question in the
NAEP assessment measures one of the following four
aspects of reading: forming a general understanding,
developing interprefation, making reader/text connec-
tions. and examining content and structure. In forming
a general understanding, readers must consider the text
as a whole and provide a global understanding of it.

As readers engage in developing interpretation, they
must extend their initial impressions to develop a more
complete understanding. When making reader/text con-
nections, the reader must connect information in the
text with knowledge and experience. Finally, examining
contert and structure requires evaluating critically and
uriderstanding the effect of different text features. The
framework calls for students’ assessment time to be divid-
ed among these aspects in the following proportions.

Forming a general
understanding and

beveloping Making reader/ | Examining content
interpretation text connections and structure
80% 15% 25%

The fourth-grade reading assessrnent consists of ten
25-ninute sections. Each section contains a reading |

passage or pair of passages accompanied by a set of com- _' S

prehension questions. As specified in the framework, the
fourth-grade passages range in length from 250 to 800
words. The comprehension questions are formatted as
either multiple choice or constructed response. Multiple-
choice guestions require students to select an answer
from four options, while constructed-response questions
require students to write either short or extended answers.
Each student receives only a portion of the entire assess-
ment, consisting of a booklet containing two 25-minute
sections of reading passages and comprehension questions.

ltem Maps

‘The ;tem maps presented on pages 26 and 30 iflustrate the knowledge and skills gemonstrated ?:}y students i

- performmg at different score points on the 2005 NAEP reading assessment. In order to ‘provide additionat

- context, the cut scores for the three NAEP achievement levels are marked on the item maps. The map %oaailon
:for each guestion represents the probability that, for a given score point, 65 percent of the students fora
'construcé;ed response guestion or 74 percent of the students for a multiple-choice guestion answered that
questxon successiully. For constructedresponse guestions, responses may be completely or partially correct
therefore, different types of responses 1o the same question could map onto the scale at different score levels.



Reading 2005

Aéhiéééﬁiexéi--Léﬁrél Descriptions for Grade 4

Reading achievermnent-level descriptions are based on ment-level descriptions for grade 4 reading. The full
NAGB achievernent-level policy descriptions with sub- descriptions can be found at hitp.//www.nagb.org/pubs/

ject- and grade-specific information added. The following  reading book.pdf.
descriptions are abbreviated versions of the full achieve-

: - '_Bés;c : Fourth-grade students performing at the Basic level should demonstrate an

o understanding of the overall meaning of what they read. When reading text appropriate for

: '_fourthwgraders they should be abie to make relatively obvious connections between the text and
ihezr own expez’rences and extend the ideas m the text by making simple inferences.

_meiment* Fourti'] -grade students performmg at the Proﬁcrent level sheu d be ableto

S _damonstraae an overall uaders’{anémg of tiwe text pmvadmg m?eren’{nal as weii as literal

: -:-::"mformatxon When readmg text appmpmate to fourth grade they shou]d be able to’ extend the
U sdeas m th@ text by makmg mferences drawmg ooncius ons, and mak ing connections to thexr :
Cown expenences The connection between the text and what the student mfers shou{d be clear.

_Advanced Fourth-grade students performing at the Advanced ievel should be able 1o general ize
L _'_about topics in the reading selection and demonstrate an awareness of how authors compose -
_:.-_'and use i terary devices. When reading text app;’opna‘{e to fourth grade, they should be 3bie to f-
T judge iext critically and, in general, to nge thoroz.xgh answers that indicate careful ti’rought

- Cut -Seeres
: .'.Cut soores represent the minimum score reqguired for performance at each NAEF achievement levei .
NAEP cut scores were determined through a standard-setting process that c:ersvened a cross- sectior; '
of educato;s and interested citizens from across the nation. The group was asked to determine what
: _jstuden’f;s should know and be able to do relative to a body of content reflected in the readmg framework
© " NAGB then adopted a set of cut scores on the 0-500 scale that define the fower boundaries af the Bas;c
T 'Proﬁment' and Advanced achievement ievels. The reading cut scores, which appear on the item maps are.

Cas follows: _
; Grade 4 Grade 8
Basic 208 243
Proficient 238 281

Advanced 268 323
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:Grade 4 NAEP Reading Scale
Item Map 500

" fhis map describes the knowledge
o skill associated with answaring
mdnﬂ{?uai reading cgmprgﬁ! Ension 300 300 Describe character's changing feelings and explain cause
‘guestions. The map identifies the
* so07e point at which siudents had _
a high probabliity of suocessfully
" answering the question.! 290

Provide text examples that support description

280 ..

276 Use story details i support epinion about fictienal character

A dvanced 270 270 Generate 8 comparison based on characier iraits
e 268 Explain auther's use of direst quotations

e .. . 288 Provide pverall message of story | . e e
2 60 264 Explain author's statement with text mﬂ}rmanon

286 Make inference ko identify character motivation
285 Discriminate between closely reiated text idess o fing relevant detail

. : 242 Retrigve relavant information o fit description
PI‘OfA‘CI ent 240 " T23B wentify main theme of story
@ ... .. 238 identi exphcily staled but embedued et detai-Sample Question 1
223 Provids explanansn of character's feeimg
230 _...231 recognize fact supportad by tex information
228 nfer or identify a lesson based on text information-Sample Questmn 2
) .08 '..Recngmze reason *razexpiams fee!mgs of bipgraphicat subjecf
222 Make inference to identily intent of description
2 2 0 ..220 Recognize meaning of specialized vocabulary from context

Basic 215 Recognize support for interpretation of charscter

. 2 08 1 2 1 O o Recagnize Hiteral information from text

267 !demﬁfy HET dnsurfbfng frain characier
202 Provide story detall to support opinion
208  Recognize main lopic of article
2 OO 200 Provide text-besed sxplanation of character's importance 1o story

1 9 O 193 Retrieve and provige a text-related fact

1 70 172 Recognize central problem faced by story charaster

a

1 Each grace 4 reading question it the 2005 reading asessment was mapped onto the NALP 0-500 reating scals, The posiion of 2 guestion on the scale reprosents the avarsge 5caie 5002 at-
tainet by students who had & 65 percent probebility of successfully answering & constructed-response question, of 2 74 percent probabiiity of correctly answaring a four-option mulipie-choice gues-
tion, Dnly selacted guestiuns are presented. Scale score ranges for reading achisvement ievals ate referanced on the map. For constructen-response questions, the question destription represems
studants’ performance st the scofing level baing mapped.

WKOTE: Repular type Henciss B ConStucted-response question. falic type denotes 8 multipie-choles guestion.

SOURCE: 11, Depariment of Education, institute of Education Siences, National Cener for Education Statistics, Netional Assessiment of Educationaf Progress (NAEP), 2005 Reading AssessmenL
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The following safﬁp‘ie questions assessed students’ corre-. Dr. Lucid spent over 6 months in space aboard Mir, a

prehension of an article entitled, Dr. Shannon Lucid: Russian vessel, researching how long-term space travel
Space Pipneer, which describes the remarkable achieve- affects the human body. Shannon Lucid is presented as a
rments of one of the few wormen to explore outer space, courageous woman who pursued her dreams.

Shannon Lucid. The article discusses how, in 1996,

p g Sample Grade 4 Mui? pie«ﬂkmce Questmrzw boee

Samp&e questmn lisa mu!ﬁp s-choice question, which asked Studeﬂts ta recognize a detail from the passaga

1. According to the passage, what was the purpose of the space station Mir
- program?

@ To learn how the body reacts to long—term travei in space
® To observe how peeple fxom chfferent cultmes live togather

© To see what the seasons look ].lkﬁ from ouz:ez space

@ To take pictures of the Earth and -'of water Currents

Sampie Grade __Shm’.t.Gnnstﬁactaqnt?:es_ﬁﬁﬁsé;ﬁﬁé§iﬁ0n

~Samp: & g est:on 2155 shott cerzstmcted—resparzse c;uestmn, whtch asiﬁed S‘Eudents to make an mference about a lessen
that can be learned and support that inference with information from the passage. Responses to this task were rated
. according to a three-level scoring guide in one of the following categories: “Ewdence of full comprehensmn" “Evndence
- of partial comprehension; “Evidence of little or no compfehensmn This sammple response was sateé as "Ewdence of fu!l
L campmherzsmn :

2. What is one lesson that could be Jearned from reading this passage? Use
information from the passage to support your answer. '
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Grade 8 Reading Framework
As at grade 4, the reading framework for grade 8
describes in detail how reading should be assessed, and
has been the basis for developing the assessment’s content
since 1992, Although the general definition of reading

is the same at grade 8, the framework calls for expanded
contexts for reading and a different proportion of assess-
ment time devoted to the four aspects of reading. These
differences between the two grades reflect the develop-
mental differences between fourth- and eighth-grade

studenits and the different expectations for students in
. reading.

Contexts for reading, In addition to the two contexts
assessed at grade 4, the framework ealls for the assess-
ment of a third context at grade 8 to reflect the changing
demands on readers at this grade level. Reading for liter-
ary experience is assessed by having eighth-graders read
literary materials like short stories, excerpts from novels,
poems, and historical fiction. Reading for information
is assessed by having eighth-graders read informational
pieces like newspaper and magazine articles, biographies,
essays, and excerpts from textbooks. The third context
added at grade 8, reading to perform a task, is assessed by
having eighth-graders read and respond to practical texts
like bus or frain schedules, directions, docurnents, forms,
. and charts. The framework calls for these three contexts
1o be represented in the eighth-grade assessment in the
following proportons.

Reading for Reading for Reading to
literary experience information perform a task
40% 40% 20%

“For More Information...

) Th_éc_or%hpiete reading framework is available on the NAGB website (http://www.nagh.or
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Aspects of reading. As at grade 4, each comprehension
question in the eighth-grade assessment measures one

of four aspects of reading. In forming a general under-
standing, readers must consider the text as a whole and
provide a global understanding of it. As readers engage in
develaping interpretation, they must extend their initial
impressions to develop a more complete understand-
ing. When making reader/text connections, the reader
must cornect information in the text with knowledge
and experience. Finally, examining content and structure
requires evaluating critically and understanding the effect
of different text features. In comparison to grade 4, the
frarnework calls for eighth-graders’ assessment time to be
divided among these aspects in slightly different propor-
tions. The proportion devoted to each aspect is shown '
below.

Forming a general
understanding and .
Daveloping Making reader/ Examining content
interpretation text connections and structire
55% 15% 30%

The eighth-grade reading assessment consists of twelve
25-minute sections and one 50-minute section. Each
se_cﬁdn:contams a reading passage or pair of passages
accomnpanied by a set of comprehension questions. As
specified in the frarnework, the eighth-grade passages
range in length from 400 w 1,000 words. As at grade
4, the comprehension questions are formatted as either
multiple choice or constructed response. Multiple-choice
questions require students to select an answer from four
options, while constructed-response questions reguire
students to write either short or extended answers, Each
student receives only a portion of the entire assessment,
containing either two 25-minute sections or one 50-
minute section of reading passages and comprehensiorn
questions.

ubs/pubs.himl .' :

For fuil text of questions, including passages and sample responses and statistics, visit the NAEP questions

tool at hitp://nces.ed.goy/nationsreporicard/itmris/.
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Achievement-Level -Beéeriatiéns for Grade 8

Reading achievernent-level descriptions are based on ment-level descriptions for grade 8 reading. The full
NAGB achievernent-level policy descriptions with sub- descriptions can be found at http://www.nagh.org/pubs/

ject- and grade-specific information added. The following readingbook, pdf.
descriptions are abbreviated versions of the full achieve-

Basu:. Eighth-grade students performing at the Basic level should demonstrate a literal
' unders*{andmg of what they read and he able to make some znterpreﬁa‘ﬁ ons. When readmg text
- appropriate 1o eighth grade, they should be able to identify specific aspects of the text that
" reflect overall meaning, extend the ideas in the text by making simple inferences, recogmze
. Z'aﬂd relate interpretations and connections among tdeas in the text o pe{sorsat expenence and '
'-r-draw conc!usmns based on the text.

oy -_'Pmﬁc:ent: ghth grade students performing ai the Profc;ent ievei should be able to show
e an overaii unders‘{andmg of the text, including mferent al as well 35 literal. mformatlon When
* readmg text appropriate 1o eighth grade, they shouid be abie to extend the sdeas in the text by -
making clear inferences from it, by drawing conciusnoﬁs aﬂd by making connections to thexr .
own expenenoeswmclnd ng other reading experrences Proﬁment eighth- -graders shoulﬁ be able
1o 1deﬂt ﬁy some of the devices authors use in cempasmg text.

. Ad‘vanced Etghth-grade students perfarmmg at the Advanced ievel should be able to descrlbe
the more abstract themes and ideas of the overatl text. When' reading text a;}progrtate to
_'f_-eigh?;h giade they shoaid be able 1o anaiyze both meaning and f«:}rm anci support their analyses i
:explsc;tiy with examples from the text; they shoulci be able 1o extend text information by re!atmg:"' b
it to their experiences and to world evenis At thls level, student ;'esponses should be therough
thoughtful and extensive.




30 FRAMEWORK AND SAMPLE QUESTIONS The Nation’s Report Card™

5'.'_Gf?d3 8 | NAEP Reading Scale
_Item Map 500

- This map describes the knowledge
- pr skill associated with answering
- individuat reading comprehension _
questions. The map identifies the -
scofe point at which students had 340
a high probability of successfully T
answering the question.? 336 Use sxamples 10 compare poetic language to everyday speech
' 33 G §_;_2 Negotiate dense text to retfieve relevant expanatory facts
327

Expiain actien in naryatve poem with texiual support—Sampie Gnestion 3
Advanced 325 Provide spacific axplication of poetic Enes

@ cee 2320 323 Explain the meaning of an mage mapoeM | L. L. o

318 Extend text information to genetate related guestion

301 Describe difficulty of a task in a different context
300 300 Provide support for judgment

299 Repognize authors device to convey infarmation

257 Recognize mesning of poetic companison—Sample Question 4
2 9 0 285 Use metaphos fo interpret character

Pr offc;ent 284 Apply text information to hypothetical sifuation and explain
@. oo 280 . . 284 Resognize what story action feveals about SRATACIET Ll
TTTUUU3%h  pelate text information to hypothetical situation
278 _Infer character's action from piot outcome
2 7 O 275 . Use task direclions and prior knowledge to make a Companson

“TU267  Provide supporting desails to expiain author’s statement
262 Use coniext i identily meaning of vocabulary
281 fdentify causal refation between fistorical events
2 60 280 ldentify appropriste text recommendation for g specific situation

254 Dxplain reason for major event
2 50 253 Make inference based on supporting details to identify faeling

. 348 Recognize infarmation included by author to persuade
Basic 248 Provide specific text information fo support a generalization

@ ’ 2 4 O 247 Locate specific information In detalled document

237 Recognize significance of articie’s central idea

234 Provide partial or generat explication of poetic lines
2 3 0 232 identify gharacterization of speaker in poem
228 Recognize an explicily stated supporting detalt

9

i Each grade 8 reading question In the 2005 reading assessment was mappet 6o the NAEP 0-500 reading scale. The position 8 question On the scale Fepresents the average scale scorg
atained by stutents who had a 65 percent probabiity of susnesstlly answering 3 construcled-response guestion, of 2 14 percent probability of correctly answenng a fur-option muttiple-
choice question. Only selected questions are presanied. Stale 500t (BREES for reaging achipvement ievels ate referenced on the map. For constructed-response cugstions, the question
desaription represenis students’ performance at the sconing level Daing mapped.

NOTE: Regular ype CGRROIES B LONSIUCIEd-respanse question, falic typs denotes 2 multipig-choioe Jusstion.

SOURCE: LS. Depsnment of Edusation, insttute of fducation Sciences, National Center to7 Cduoation Stafistics, Natonat Assessmant of Educational Progress [NAEP}, 2005 Reading Assessinent.
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The following sample questions assessed students’ com-
prehension of a narrative poem by Elizabeth Bishop
entitled, The Fish. The narrator of the poem tells about
catching a tremendous and very old fish. The poet uses
powerful and visual language to describe details of the

fishs appearance, and to convey that the fish appears to
be like an old, venerable, and wise warrior. Impressed and
moved by the fish’s appearance and seeming ability to
evade capture (shown by five old hooks in its mouth), the
narrator is inspired to let the fish go.

Sampla qaestlan 3 is a short constructed-response question, which asked students to explain the action of a characbaf in
8 narraﬂve poem and prowde textual support. Responses 1o this bask wefe rated according to a three-level scoting gwde in
one of the folfowing categories: “Evidence of fult comprehension,’ “Evidence of partial comprehension,” “Evidence of fittie or
“no comprehension.” This sample response was rated as “Evidence of ful comprehension”

3 Why does the pelson let the fish go? What i in the poem makes you

Lhmkso?
think

-

e poth

géﬂ‘%— A Gl

o Sample qaasttcm 4 is a3 multiple-choice question, ‘which 3sked smdenfs to recognize the meaning of descnptwe ianguage
used in & poetic comparison. '

4. When the poet says “Like medals with their ribbons frayed and wavering”

(lines 61-62}, she is referring to
& victory

@ fishhooks
© trophies

a» fsh scales
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Technical Notes

_N_._B;_EP Sampling Procedures

“The schools and students participating in NAEP assess-
ments are chosen to be nationally representative. Samples
of schools and students are selected from each state
and from the District of Columbia and Departrnent of
Defense schools. The results from the assessed students
are combined to provide accurate estimates of overall
national performance and of the performance of indi-
vidual states and other jurisdictions {hereafter referred
to as states). Results are weighted to take into account
the fact that states, and schools within states, represent

" different proportions of the overall national population.
For example, since the number of students assesse n
miost states is roughly the same {to allow for stable state
estimates and administrative efficiencies) , the results
for students in less populous states are assigned smaller
weights than the results for students in more popu-
tous states. The definition of the national sample has
changed in 2005; it now includes all of the international
Department of Defense schools.

Accommodations

It is important to assess all selected students from the
rarget popularion. Before 1998, however, no testing
“accommodations were provided in the reading assess-

ent to scudents with disabilities and English language

Jearners. In 1998, administration procedures were
introduced that allowed the use of accommodations for
students who required them to participate, such as extra
testing time or individual rather than group administra-
tion. Because this assessment measures students’ reading
performance, some accommodations allowed in the
marhematics assessment were not allowed here, including
read aloud and bilingual booklets. The 1998 and 2000
(grade 4 only) reading assessments used a split-sample
design to make it possible to report trends in students’
reading achievement across all the assessment years

and, at the same time, examine how including students
assessed with accommodations affecred overall assess-
ment results. Separate samples of students were assessed
with each of the administration procedures. Based on
analysis of the results, it was decided that, beginning
with the 2002 reading assessment, NAEP would per-
mit the use of accommodarions. In this report, the first
year with a split sample, 1998, shows results for both
samples. For subsequent years, only results from the
accommodated sample are shown.
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School and Student Participation Rates

In order 1o ensure unbiased samples, NCES and NAGB
established participation rate standards that states and
jurisdicrions were required to meet in order for their
results 1o be reported. Participation rates for the original
sample needed to be at least 85 percent for schools in
order to meet reporting requirements. In the 2005 read-
ing assessment, all states and jurisdictions met NAEP
participation rate standards at both grades 4 and 8.

Private School Resuits

The results for private school students overall are not
presented in this report because the participation rates

for this group wete oo low to produce valid and reliable
estirmares. Results are, however, available for students who
atrended certain types of private schools. For example, the
table below shows average scale scores and achievement- -
level results for students in Catholic and Lutheran schools
in 2005,

Percentage of sdents

Average scaie At or above At or above
Type of school : scome Basic Proficient
_G:as_ie 4 : o
i atholie 234 80 e 4B
Lutheran 231 17 g7
Grade B
Catholic 280 o) 48
{utheran 280 88 48

SOURCE: WS, Depariment of Education, istiure of Education Sciences, National Center Sor
Egucation Statistics, Natiena! Assessment of Edusational Progress {NAEP}, 2005 Reading
Asgessment. :

These data and other private school data are
available in the NAEP data ool (hrrp://nces.ed.gov/

nagionsreportcard/naepdata).
Interpreting Statistical Significance

Comparisons over time or between groups are based on
statistical tests that consider both the size of the differ-
ences and the standard errors of the two statistics being
compared. Standard errors are margins of error, and esti-
mates based on smaller groups are likely 1o have larger
margins of error. The size of the standard errors may also
be influenced by other factors such as how representative
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the students assessed are of the population as a whole.
When an estimare—such as an average score——has a large
~ standard error, a2 numerical difference that seetns large
may not be stadstically significant. Differences of the
same magnitude may or may not be saristically signifi-
cant depending upon the size of the standard errors of the
statistics. For example, 2 3-point difference berween male
and femnale srudents may be statistically significant, while
a 3-point difference between White and Hispanic stu-
dents may not be. Standard errors for the NAEP scores
and percentages presented in this report are available on

the NAEP websire (hup://nces.ed.gov/ natjonsreporicard/
naepdaral).

In the tables and charts of this report, the symbol {7 s

used to indicate that a score or percentage in a previous
assessment year is significanty different from the compa-
rable measure in 2005. Statistically significant differences
berween groups of students—for example, berween
White students and Black students-—are not identified
in the tble and charts, but they were tested in the same
way. Any difference becween scores or percentages that is
identified as higher, lower, larger, or smaller in this report
meets the requiremnents for statistical significance. The
differences described in this report have been determined
to be statstically significant at the .05 level with appro-
priate adjustments for multple comparisons.
‘Interpreting Score Differences

Although this report discusses only changes that have
been calculated to be statistically significant, it is impor-
tant to provide some context about what constitutes a
small or large difference in average scale scores. Beginning
in 2002, the national samples have been derived from the
sum of all of the state samples, instead of from a separate
and smaller nationally represenzative sample. Therefore,
national sample sizes have increased dramatically.
Standard errors are an estimare of the uncerinty in the
data, and larger sample sizes reduce this uncertainty. So
while a small—1- or 2-point-—difference may not have
met the standard for significance before 2002, that same
difference may meet that standard in later years because

of the smaller standard errors.

To get a sense of the magnitude of score differences,
figures A-1 and A-2 provide examples of score gaps of
different sizes. For instance, in figure A-1, the score gaps
range in size from 3 points (berween White and Asian/
Pacific Istander grade 4 stdents in 2003} to 49 points
(berween non-English fanguage learners and English lan-
guage learners in grade 4 in 2000).

Figure A-1. Selected average reading scale score differences,
grade 4: Various years, 2000-2005

Seaie seore difference Year Description of compaison
50 et 481 2000 non ELL - ELL
45
40
35 35 2005 Non ELL~ ELL
0 32 2005 Not 5D - 5D
M—— 2005 White - Black
TE— 2005 Not eligipie - Shgible for FRPL
25 b 28 2005 White ~ Hispanic
20
15.
10 e 11 2000 Female - Male
5 e B 2005 Female - Maie
TE———1 2003 White - Asian/Pacific slandey
0

NOTE: All differences are significant at the .05 level. 857 = studens with disabilities. £11 = English
{pnguage fearners. FRPL = free of mciuced-prce unch.

SOURCE: 115, Depariment of Education, Instiute of Education Seiences, Nationat Center for Eduta-
tion Stafistics, National Assessment of Egusational Progress (MAEPY, various years, 2000-2005
Reading Assassimants.

Figure A-2. - Selected average reading scale score differences, . .
gratle 8: Various years, 1998-2005 .

Seale score difference Year Descripiion of comparison
R
45
s 43 2003 Nom ELL-ELL
40
— L 2005 Not $D - 8D
35 .
30
28 2005 White - Black
28 25 2005 White - Hispanis
s 73 2008 fot eligibie - Eligihte for FRPL
20
15 .
pormrre 1.4 1998 Female - Mals
10... 10 2005 Femaie - Male
g p— 4 2002 White - Asian/ Facific islandar
0

NEITE: Al differences ave Significant &t the 05 lsval 8D = students with disabliities. £LL = English
angusge leamners, FRPL = free of redused-prite onch.

SOURCE: 1.8 Depattment of Egusation, Institute of Education Soieneas, Nationat Canter for Educe-
fion Statistics, Nationat Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEFY, various years, 10GB-Z005
Reating ASSessmEnts.
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Table A-1.  Total number of students assessed and percentage of sampled students identified, excluded, and assessed with
and withoot accommedations, by students with disabilities and English language learners, grades 4 and 8 public and
nonpublic schools: Various years, 1892-2005

Acgommoegations not permitied Accommodations permitiad
Student characteristics 1932 1094 1908 1988 2000 2007 2063 . 2005
Grade 4
fotal number of students assessed £,300 7,400 7,700 7.800 8,100 140,500 187,695 185,700
50 and/or ELL
Identified 10 13 16 i6 18 14 20 21
Excruded 5 5 & 8 & ] 8 6
Agsessed 4 8 7 10 12 13 i4 15
Without accommodations 4 8 7 7 10 g 9 g
With accommodations T + t 3 2 4 5 8
$D only
identfied 7 10 11 10 11 12 13 13
Excluded 4 4 & 4 4 5 4 5
Assessed 3 6 5 8 7 7 g 8
Withaut accommotations 3 6 5 3 5 4 4 3
with accommodations t t t 3 2 3 4 5
ELL oniy
igentified 3 4 8 & 8 8 10 10
Excluded 2 1 3 4 3 2 2 2
fssessed 1 2 2 4 5 5 7 8
Without accommodations 1 2 2 3 ) & 6 &
With accommodations + b + 1 # 1 1 P
Grafe 8 ] I . ]
L ot b o sdens assessed | 9800 10,1007 eyl trape = 115200 155200 . 158,400
50 and/or ELL
identfied H i3 12 12 - 17 17 17
Exciuded 7 7 8 4 - 5 5 5
Assessed 4 & 7 9 - il 12 i3
Without accommodations 4 8 7 5] - 8 7 7
With ascomsnodations 1 1 t 2 - 4 5 [§
S0 only
tdentified 8 11 0 10 - 12 i3 12
Exchuded 5 & 5 3 - 4 4 4
Assessed 3 5 5 ¥ - 8 g 8
Without accommodations 3 5 5 5 - 5 4 3
With socommodations T $ 1 2 B 3 5 5
£LL only
identified 3 3 3 3 - [ 6 5
Exchuded 2 i 1 1 - 2 1 i
hssessed 1 1 2 2 - 4 4 5
Without sccommodations 1 i 2 2 - 4 4 4
With ascommodations 1 1 1 # - # 1 1

- Not availabie, Data were not collected 8t grace 8 in 2000

+ Kot applicable, Accommotations were npt permitiet in this sampte.

# Thé: estimate rounits 1o zem.

NOTE: SO = students with disabilies. ELL » English language learners. Srudents igentified 2 both SO and TLL were counted ohly oACE urider the combined SD and/or ELL category, but wete counied
separately under the SD and ELL categonies, The nutmbers of students are roundes to the pearest hundred, The perceniages presened in the (Dl are based on the number of studems selected to De
gusessed, whish 15 different from the numbser of students actually assessad shown it the table. Dutall may nof sum 10 totals because of rounging.

SOURCE: U.S. Deparment of Efucation, Institute of Education Sriences, Nationat Centar fot Education Siatistios, Matinra: Assessment of Egucational Progress (NAEP), vanDus years, 1682-2005
Reading Assessments.



Table A-2. Percentages of sampled students of each race/ethnicity identified as
studients with disabilities and English language jearners, exciuded, and
assessed, grades 4 and 8 public and nonpublic schools: 2005

Student characierstics White Black Hispanic
Grade 4
5D ant/or ELL
igentified 14 17 47
txcluded 4 7 11
Assessed 16 10 26
Without accommodations 4 3 27
With accommodations 5 8 8
5D only
ldentified 13 15 12
Excluded 4 7 5
Assessed g 9 7
Without accommodations 4 3 3
With assommodations 5 4
ELL only
identified 1 2 40
Excluded # # g
Assessed 1 1 31
without accommodations 1 1 25
With accommotations # # ]
Grade B
SD and/or ELL
Identified . 12 17 34
Exchided 4 & 2
Assessed 9 i1 28
Without accommodations 3 4 19
With accommodations 5 7 7
SD only
igentified 12 16 12
Exclyded 4 8 4
Assessed 8 16 8
Without accommodatinns 3 4 4
With accommodations 5 H 4
ELL only
identified 1 1 26
Exciuged # # 6
Assessed # i 21
Without atcommodations # H 17
With atcommodations # # 4

# The eSHNREE IOURME 16 TE00,

NOTE: ST = students with disabiities. ££1 - Engish languege tonmers. Students identified 25 both 3D and ELL were sounted ahly
srioe unger the combined S0 and/or FLL category, It were SouRted separsiely sadsr the 5D anc Eil. categories, Detail may not Sum
10 tatals because of rounding.

SOURCE: U8, Deparsment of Edunation, Institute i Eueation Soienses, National Center for Fduostion Siptistivs, Nationa! Assessment
of Educationa! Progress {NAEPY, 200% Reating Aesessment.
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Table A-3. Percentages of sampied students identified as students with disabilities and English
tanguage iearners and excluded, grades 4 and 8 public scheols: By state, 2005

Grade 4 Grade B
5D ELL ) ElL
Oversll Qvtall
Biate/ uisdicton a_)‘(‘ci uded | identified  Excluded wentited  Bxcluded | excluded | identified  Excluged { wentifed Excluged
Nation {public) H 14 5 1% 2 5 13 4 S

Kizbama 2 12 2 2 # 2 12 i 1 #
Aagka 3 18 3 19 1 Z 12 1 14 i
Arfzona [ 12 4 25 3 4 11 3 i3 2
Arkansas 8 13 8 5 2 & 14 5 2 1
Celifornia 5 g 3 33 4 3 g 2 22 2
Colprade 4 12 3 11 2 4 ] 2 7 2
Connactiout 3] 12 3 5 1 3 14 z 3 i
Delaware 13 17 12 4 2 11 14 10 3 b
Agrida 5 i9 5 8 2 5 15 3 & 2
Georgia 6 13 5 3 1 5 12 =] 2 1
Hawa$ 3 jis] 2 g i 4 4 3 7 7
idaho 3 10 3 8 1 3 1 2 5 1
liHinois 7 13 5 10 3 5 15 4 3 1
ndiana 5 18 4 3 1 4 15 4 2 #
iowa & 18 5 4 1 4- 15 4 2 1
Kansas 4 12 3 7 2 4 13 4 3 1
Keniuchky g 14 8 2 1 7 12 H 1 ¥
Loyisiana 14 23 14 i # 8 18 8 1 1
Maine & 18 5] 1 # 7 19 7 1 #
waryiand & H 5 4 2 4 12 4 1 1
Massachusetis & 22 7 8 2 7 1B 5] 3 1
Michigat 7 14 7 3 1 [ 13 & 2 1
Minnesotz 3 14 3 7 1 3 12 2 B 1
Mississippi 4 12 4 1 # 4 2] 4 1 #
Missour 2 15 7 2 1 8 ib 8 1 #
Montana 3 13 5 3 # 5 13 5 4 i
Nebraska 5 17 5 7 i 4 14 3 2 S
Nevaga 7 12 5 18 3 -4 12 3 11 2
New Hampshir 4 18 3 3 i 2 18 2 1 #
New Jersey 5 15 4 3 2 5 16 4 Z i
New Maxico 10 14 g 24 7 8 16 5 16 4
New York 2] 15 4 7 2 <] 14 5 ] 2
North Carolina 4 17 3 7 1 4 15 3 4 1
North Daxota 5 15 5 Z # 7 18 7 2 #
Ohip 8 13 ] H 1 7 13 7 1 #
Oklahoma i3 18 5 5 1 5 15 4 4 1
Orzgon 7 15 5 14 2 4 il 3 8§ 2
Pennsyivania 5 15 4 3 1 3 15 3 1 #
Rhoge isiand 4 20 2 7 1 4 2 3 4 i
South Caroling 7 15 3 2 1 7 13 i 1 1
South Daleta 5 i5 4 4 i 3 H 3 2 #
Tennesses 7 11 7 2 1 7 12 7 2 i
Texas it 14 7 16 3 7 14 5 8 2
Utah 4 13 4 0 1 5 11 3 8 2
Vermont 5 15 5 H # 4 19 4 1 #
Virginia 12 15 i g 3 7 14 & 4 1
Wwashington 4 13 3 g 2 4 12 3 i} i
West Yirginia 5 17 5 1 # 31 17 & b #
Wiseonsin & 14 4 i 2 8 14 4 4 2
Wyntming 2 i6 2 5 i 3 14 3 4 #
Other jurisdictions

Dstrict of Columbla 7 15 7 g i 8 16 B8 3 2

SobEAL 4 11 3 7 i 3 2 2 4 1

# The gstimate rounds 10 zere,

! pepadment of Defense Education Ativity

NOTE: S = students with disabiliies. £1L - Engiish language Bamers. Detall may rol sum 10 totals because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Depariment of Rucation, institute of Education Sciences. Nationa Cemar for Fducation Statistics, National Assessmient of Educational
Propress (NAEPY, 2009 Reading Assessment.
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Table A-4. Average reading scale scores and achievement-jevel results, by race/ sthnicity, grade 4 public schools; By state, 2005

White Biack tHispanic
Pergentage of students Parcentage of swdents Percantage of swdenis
Percontage  Average Ator At or | Percentags hverags & of AL or § Percentage Avetage f o Ator
ofali  scalg Baiow above above of alt seate Balow above above of all seale  Delow above ahove
State/ Jurisdiction students  500fR Easic Bagic  Profitfent§  studenis SU0TE Basit Basic  Proficient | sludents $E0Me Bersic Basic  Proficient
Nation {public} 57 228 25 75 39 17 189 58 41 12 id 201 56 44 15
Mabama 58 220 33 &7 3z 38 188 k] 31 g 2 S i i o
 Masks 55 225 27 73 35 4 212 42 BB 24 5 209 45 55 19
- Anona 46 224 30 0 37 g 183 87 33 12 40 182 63 37 11
Akansas 62 235 27 73 37 24 184 &6 34 10 5 212 45 55 21
Catifomia 31 225 28 71 37 g 185 62 38 11 49 193 66 34 10
Colorado 84 232 21 K] 46 5 207 48 52 iB 27 206 51 49 17
Contiecticut ¢4 234 19 81 AT 13 201 58 42 12 13 203 55 45 i5
“Dejaware 58 235 15 85 45 32 712 46 54 i5 g 216 36 64 22
‘Fonida 49 228 25 75 38 23 203 55 45 13 23 215 38 61 25
Getrgla ) 45 226 27 73 37 38 185 50 40 12 7 203 54 48 14
L Hawall B ¥ 224 31 89 K7 3 205 51 48 2% 3 211 47 53 27
- idaho B3 - 226 26 T4 37 1 I % i i 13 - 199 58 42 11
inois 55 230 22 78 42 26 194 65 35 g 21 199 56 44 14
Indiana 78 223 30 70 35 15 187 53 41 12 [ 208 48 52 11
jowa 85 224 28 71 3681 5 201 58 42 12 5] 200 55 45 15
Kansas T4 245 28 72 37 8 198 a6 40 H 11 203 4 48 14
Kentucky 85 222 33 &7 33 1i 203 55 45 15 2 i i ¥ ¥
Louisiana 48 723 30 70 32 48 188 65 35 g 2 3 i 3 b3
paina a7 225 22 71 35 1 ks i i ks 1 ks i 1 ks
* fharviang 52 232 21 73 45 35 201 58 47 12 8 218 48 54 21
Massachusetts 76 237 i5 B85 51 9 211 A3 57 26 0 203 55 45 11
" hichigan E 228 28 12 38 19 190 69 31 10 5 i 4 t k4
WMinnesota B 231 23 77 43 2 182 64 38 1D 5 204 51 48 18
Mississippt &7 220 34 66 31 34 180 780 30 7 1 i 1 i b3
. Missount 78 225 27 13 38 18 200 b7 43 14 4 210 46 54 21
SMontana’ . 85 228 i 75 393 1 ¥ b 3 1 P 226 25 75 36
Nabraska 77 228 25 7BV ADY g8 i1 &5 35 10 12 202 55 45 12 -
Nevata &7, 219 35 . 65 28 12 192 85 35 10 a2 184 63 37 12
New Hampshire g4 228 25 75 39 1 1 b4 1 ¥ 2 ks i % b
New Jersey 58 232 21 79 48 17 188 58 42 15 18 206 51 49 i
New Mexico 31 725 28 72 36 3 206 50 50 24 54 189 57 43 14
New York 53 232 26 80 43 20 it 50 50 17 18 208 48 52 17
North Carolina 58 227 28 74 33, 27 200 58 41 13 2 204 54 48 17
North Dakota 88 228 25 75 38 1 i 3 b4 ha 1 k4 I I ks
_Dhip 74 230 23 77 41 20 187 62 38 10 2 211 43 57 24
Okiahoma 61 218 33 &7 30 10 197 60 40 10 8 204 55 45 17
Gregon 71 273 31 69 34 4 200 55 45 i3 16 184 B4 36 16
Pennsylvania 75 228 74 75 42 17 200 57 43 159 6 203 56 44 i9
Rhogde island 72 224 30 70 36 g 187 B0 40 15 16 192 63 35 11
South Caroling 54 228 30 70 38 41 187 80 40 11 3 215 43 57 28
South Dakota 84 226 25 5 37 2 k4 ¥ b3 4 2 i i b3 i
Tennessee 70 222 32 68 33 25 185 63 37 i1 3 1899 64 36 13
Texas 40 232 21 18 44 14 206 51 49 15 43 210 46 54 19
thah 82 2286 27 73 38 1 b4 i b3 ¥ 12 199 59 41 14
Vermont 96 227 Z8 72 38 1 I 1 3 ks 1 i I I i
Virginia 61 33 20 BG 45 25 207 51 48 15 8 218 25 &8 26
Washington 71 228 25 75 40 5 212 43 57 it 13 202 55 45 14
West Virginia 93 215 39 61 26 & 202 54 48 15 1 i < b3 I
Wisconsin 77 227 26 74 38 13 194 65 34 10 <] 268 B1 48 20
WyoIing 84 227 25 5 38 i I i i I 131 204 52 48 18
Other jursdictions
District of Columbia 4 252 8 g2 TG S 187 71 28 8 g 183 B3 37 12
DoDEAH 48 232 18 32 44 18 Z18 35 85 24 i4 218 34 66 26

See notes 2t end ot Bble.
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Table A-4. Average reading scale scores and achievement-level results, by race/ ethnicity, grade 4
pubilc schools: By state, 2005--Continued

Aslan/ Pacific slander American Indian/ Alaska Native
Percentage of students Peroentage of students
Percentape  Average Aoy Boor i Percentage  Average Ator Ator
] ofall  scale Balow abpve above of alt scale Balow above whove
State/ junsdiction stugents  soo@ Basit Basic  Profivient | students score Basic Basic  Proficient
Nation {public) & 237 28 72 40 i 205 51 43 18
Ajabama 1 1 t t 1 1 i % b4 +
Aleska i 208 50 50 12 26 183 71 29 g
Arizona 2 evid 30 70 38 il ¥ 1 i b4
Arkansas 1 ¥ ¥ + ¥ i % 3 ¥ ¥
California 0 222 32 68 35 1 213 46 54 23
Colorade 3 3 20 BG 42 1 t % t i
Connectout 4 7238 26 80 48 1 t 4 t i
Delaware a2 20 B0 55 # :? S i3 t
Florida 2230 24 78 - 454 . # k3 1 kS t
Gengla 3 243 18 84 - 57 # 1 kS i 1
Hawail 65 208 52 A8 i3 # i 3 ¥ 1
idaho 13 ¥ . f 2 % ¥ : t
ingls 3 230 25 75 44 # b3 b4 1 b3
Indiana 1 i 3 k3 i # 3 i s b4
fowa 2 224 32 68 40 1 + i i s
Kansas 2 238 22 7 55 2 ks I 1 i
Kentuchy 1 s ¥ ¥ i # ES % ¥ b4
Loyisiana 1 k4 1 k3 1 # b4 % b 1
Maine 1 4 b4 $ k4 # ke 4 i ¥
Maryviang 5 238 17 83 55 # k4 e 4 t
Massachusetts 5 234 20 B0 a7 # i i ¥ b3
Wichigan 3 S t k2 ¥ # b4 i : %
Minnesota 5 216 38 62 28 2 i b ks k4
Mississippi 1 1 I b4 i # k4 i t i
issoufi 2 3 I 1 % # i + Py +
U Montdna 1 k4 : 1 i ko N 10 201 - .Bb 458 13
Nebraska ° 2 i t ¥ ¥ 2 kS 1 ¥ i
Nevada B 212 44 56 24 1 1 b3 b i
New Hampshire P 3 b i 4 # ¥ 4 4 3
New Jersey & 241 18 B84 57 # i i I i
New Mexico 1 s i b4 % 11 190 &7 33 8
New York 7 237 1 53 56 H b k4 b i
North Caroling 3 37 63 31 2 FAE b4 i i
North Dakota 1 t k4 1 b <] 198 i 4G g
Ohig 1 % ¢ i 3 # % 3 3 :
Oklahoma 1 t % 4 S 21 pab 43 57 22
Oregon 5 220 34 66 35 3 - t i t
Pennsyivania 3 233 22 7 47 # b4 % % 1
Rhode istand 3 218 38 &4 29 1 et i k4 i
South Carolina 1 b3 k4 i i # + b + i
South Dakota 1 i 4 b3 1 11 201 568 44 14
Tennesses 1 4 I 1 b3 # b4 4 % 1
Texas 3 234 24 % 47 # i b4 b 4
Utah 3 218 38 62 30 1 1 i % t
Vermont 2 i 1 i i i b3 i ¥ by
Virginia 6 233 18 a4 53 # t b3 - 1
Washington 8 230 22 ] 40 2 b4 b b 4
West Virginia # + % % % # i 1 t E
Wisconsin 3 2% 23 71 34 H ks 1 4 £
Wyoming i i i b3 i 3 b i i i
(rther jurisdictons
District of Columbia) 2 ks b4 1 s # 1 i t 3
DoDEA! 7 203 30 70 33 i i i S i

# The sstimate riunds 10 2610,

2 Rapieiing standans nol met Spmpie size s insuificient 1o perall a reliabie estimate.

1 peparovent of Defense Education Acthity.

NOVTE: Results are not shown for stutents whose racs/ 7 etnnichy was “snoisssifed” Detal may not sum o totals because of rounding.

SOURCE: 1.8, Depanment of Eoucation, instire of Education Sciences, Natioral Center for Ecucation Stetistics, Netionat Assassment of Edutations)
Progress (NADP), 2005 Reading Asseasment.
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Table A-5. Average reading soale scores and achievement-ievel results, by gender, grade 4 public schools:

By state, 2005
Maie Female
percantage of students Pereentage of sturents

Porceniage  AvETgE Ator &t or fPercentage  Average At or At or
of alf scale Below above shovE of all stalke Below ahiove abave
State/lrsdiction shudents 50078 Basic Basic  Proficient | students BCORE Basic pasic  Profivient
Nation {public) 50 214 41 59 27 50 220 34 85 33
Alabama 52 205 49 51 23 48 211 a5 55 25
hlaska 51 267 45 85 24 48 2i5 38 62 29
Arizong 51 03 51 48 21 49 2i1 44 56 28
Arkanses 49 213 42 B8 28 51 721 a3 6% 34
Catifarnia 30 203 53 47 139 50 210 47 53 24
Colorada 52 221 33 67 33 a8 227 27 73 41
Connecticut 52 222 33 &7 34 48 230 25 75 43
Delaware 48 223 30 70 30 51 325 24 16 38
Foiga -\ - 4. . Bb 217 38 82 2] B0 222 33 &7 a3
Georpla - . i . BO 210 AT 53 221 - B0 218 37 63 30
Hawaii S ¢ 205 51 48 201 By 214 A% 57 7
Idaho : 49 24 34 66 ] B 225 8 72 37
iflinols 52 215 38 €2 28 43 218 37 © 83 30
indiana 30 214 38 61 e 50 222 33 67 34
lowa 50 218 35 65 78 50 224 30 70 37
Kansas 50 218 38 &4 30 50 223 32 68 35
Kentucky 52 218 38 &2 i 48 222 32 68 33
Louisiana 51 208 48 52 18 45 211 46 54 s
Maine 48 221 31 64 31 51 228 27 73 39
Warviand 48 217 38 62 36 52 223 33 687 35
Wassachusets a1 230 24 76 42 42 233 21 79 45
Wichigan 50 218 kit 61 2 53 221 35 65 34
Minnesota 45 221 32 a8 34 51 229 25 75 42
Mississippt 48 200 56 44 18 52 208 48 52 71
i&is_;dﬂﬁ C. 50 218 . 35 65 30 50 224 31 85 36
Mortana - ' 50 222 3 69 .33 50 227 26 T4 38
Nebragka 51 218 33 5 31 49 224 30 70 3%
Nevada 50 203 53 47 17 50 212 43 57 24
New Hampshire 52 224 28 72 35 48 231 23 77 43
New Jersey B3 221 34 66 34 47 226 29 71 40
Mew Mexico 51 263 53 47 17 49 211 44 58 24
NewYork - 50 220 33 g1 30 50 225 28 71 36
North Carclina 51 213 42 58 26 49 721 34 &6 33
North Dakota 50 222 30 70 33 B¢ 227 26 74 38
Ohig 50 219 35 85 31 50 226 28 72 37
Oklatioma 50 211 43 57 23 50 237 37 83 27
(regon 49 213 42 58 26 51 220 34 65 33
Pennsylvania 50 218 35 &5 32 50 227 28 72 40
Rhode Istand 50 212 42 58 28 50 z31 34 &8 34
South Caroling 51 210 46 54 23 43 217 32 61 28
South Dakota 53 219 35 65 28 a7 227 25 75 38
Tenngsses 49 210 44 56. 23 51 218 38 g2 30
Texas 50 216 44 &0 26 30 222 32 3 32
ah 56 216 37 63 29 53 226 7 73 40
Varmont 48 223 31 e 35 B2 230 25 75 47
Virginia 48 223 31 68 34 52 228 i 74 38
Washington 59 218 34 66 30 50 2328 26 74 41
West Virginla a0 211 43 57 23 50 218 36 84 28
Wisconsin 51 218 38 64 31 49 724 30 iy a5
Wyoming 51 221 32 68 33 49 228 27 73 36

Other jurisdictions
District of Colurnbia 45 188 T2 28 g B4 185 63 37 13
DoDEAS 30 222 29 71 31 50 230 21 73 A0

* Dapartment of Defense Edusation Acivity

NOTE: Detalt may not sum 10 totals becsuse of rounging.

SOURCE: LLS. Depanment of Edutation, instiute of Education Sclences, National Center for Cducalion Statisics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(MAEP), 2005 Reating Assessment.
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Table A-6. Average reading's'caie seores and achievement-level results, by eligibility for free/ reduced-price schoal lunch, grade 4 public

schools: By state, 2005
Higible Not gligible information not avafiabie
Percentage of stugents Perpantage of studenis Parcentage of students
Peroentags  Averuge Ator & or | Percentage  Average At or Avor| Percentage  Average Ator At or
of ali siale Baiow shove above of okt saale Below AbbYE above of all soale Below above above
State/junsdiction stydents 50D Basic Basic  Proficient | students SCOTE Basic Basic  Proficent Students searg Basit Resic - Proficient
Nation (public} 45 203 54 46 15 53 230 23 T 42 2 218 38 82 32
alabama 56 198 &5 40 12 41 233 31 &5 34 2 b i+ ¥ +
Alaska 38 183 60 40 14 61 223 30 0 35 1 i ¥ Ed i
Arizona 48 182 83 37 12 39 223 31 £ 36 14 t t i +
Arkansas 55 206 50 50 18 45 230 22 78 43 # i 1 b4 i
California 56 . 183 65 25 10 4540 224 30 70 36 4 i t t +
Colorado 35 208 48 52 20 85 232 71 79 46 # ks i + +
Connecticut ooz® 202 B8 45 14 72 235 is 81 48 # b3 1 1 4
Delawars B R - R L. 38 [ 18 59 233 19 81 43 5 228 24 76 38
Florida- : B By 2000 4T B3 iy 4B 230 23 T 42 b s ¥ b4 t
Georgia . 52 2Dy BT 43 13 48 228 25 75 41 § % + + £
Hawali IR I < B8l ag 12 53 221 35 85 33 & k4 i kd %
jdaho’ ' 42 2100 48 56 21 57 230 22 7' 41 H t 1 t +
Hiinois ' 42 188 59 41 131 58 230 22 78 41 # i i £ 1
indiana 41 207 48 52 i8 57 227 27 73 39 1 1 i i i
lowg 33 208 46 54 20 &7 227 26 T4 40 4 b i 3 EW
Kansas 44 208 47 53 20 58 236 23 1 42 # 1 i e i
Kentucky ] 48 2z 44 36 22 50 228 26 74 38 # ¥ i b3 i
Louistana 65 200 58 42 12 34 226 25 73 36 1 s - f k4
Maine 34 213 42 58 22 64 231 22 78 42 2 b4 pa 4 t
Waryland 31 108 61 38 11 67 231 23 17 43 3 i i 3 b
Massachusetts 27 213 45 55 18 73 238 i4 BG 83 # % i b i
Michigan 33 201 57 43 16 86 221 27 T3 48 1 t 1 i i
Minnesots 20 208 46 34 22 71 232 22 78 45 # 2 b3 1 +
Mississippi 67 196 &2 38 11 32 222 31 69 34 1 t b 1 ¥
- Missour 43 200 AT < R ) 231 22 I8 42 2 I I b4 b3
Montana " ™ Tse oz 42 0 BB RS- E A -1 232 20 - BO 44 2 % i i i
Nebraska ag o085 B2 48 1By0 o &0 232 26 80 a5 1 s i b s
Nevada 43 184 66 34 9 58 219 34 66 30 1 i 1 t 4
Kew Hampshira 26 213 42 58 pal 78 231 21 79 43 2 b t b3 o
New Jersey 28 203 55 45 17 65 232 22 78 A5 [ t 1 i i
New Mexico 67 188 58 42 134 28 225 28 T 36 4 4 k4 + t
Mew York 43 210 46 54 204 48 234 17 &3 48 3 3 1 % 1
North Carolira 44 202 56 44 14 54 228 25 75 41 i b 1 b t
North Dakota 33 214 40 60 23 87 230 22 I8 42 1 ko k4 ko ¥
Ohip 37 208 50 50 17 il 238 20 RO 45 3 i i b i
Oklahoma 57 205 50 50 17 43 225 27 13 35 # i 1 = i
Cregon 3G 204 52 A8 i7 57 225 28 72 a7 4 1 1 k4 e
Pannsyivania 36 205 5 4R 17 63 233 20 80 46 i % I + ¥
ithode istand 37 197 53 41 13 &3 228 26 74 40 # i i i b
Soyth Caroling 53 200 57 43 13 47 228 27 73 40 # 1 1 i i
South Dakota 41 210 44 58 20 59 231 21 78 42 # b3 t i i
Tenniessee 45 200 57 43 14 58 226 27 73 37 # Ed i & 1
Texas 53 208 48 52 17 48 232 22 78 44 1 1 1 b4 %
Utah 36 208 47 53 20 61 228 24 T8 41 4 t t i 1
Vermont 28 29 48 54 21 70 234 20 80 46 2 b i b +
Virginia 33 208 48 52 16 &7 234 i8 a2 47 # i i k4 i3
Washington 38 213 42 58 23 57 231 22 78 A4 5 t t k4 ke
West Virginia 53 208 44 51 17 47 225 28 72 36 # S i 1 b4
Wisconsin 33 204 52 48 18 66 230 23 77 47 i i i i t
Wyoming 37 216 39 61 27 54 228 23 i 39 4 223 35 65 35
{ther junisdictions
Sistrict of Columbia 76 183 75 25 & 23 215 41 53 28 i b4 i 4
DoDER # S 3 i i # t i i i 100 226 25 75 38

# The estimate Founcs 1o 2870

+ Beporting standards not met. Sample size fs insufficient 1o permit & refiable estimate.

1 peparment of Defense Edustion Activity.

NOTE: Detail may not sum to (ol because o Iounding.

SOURGE: 1.8, Depariment of Education, nstikite o Educstion Sciences, National Center for Education Seytistics, National Assessment of fgusationat Progress (NAEP), 2005 Reading Assessment
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Table A-7. Average reading scale scores and achievement-level results, by students with disabilities (5D}, srade 4 public schools:

By state, 2005
5D : Not 8D
Parcentage of swgents Parcentage of sudents
Percentage Avemage At or At of Porcantage Average & or Aor
of ait stale Below . above above of all seale Below ahove anove
State/junsdiction sudents seore Basic Basic Proficient sizdents s6018 Basic Bagic srofician
Nation {public} 10 190 &7 33 11 a0 220 34 66 32
Alabama 16 185 82 18 H 30 212 43 57 24
Alaska i3 180 75 25 g 87 216 37 63 28
Arzona B 174 75 25 g 92 210 45 55 25
Arkansas 7 176 76 24 B 93 220 35 €5 31
California 7 i75 i) 21 <] 83 208 48 52 23
Colorafio 10 187 N 28 g 90 228 28 74 40
Conneclicut 10 188 69 31 10 a0 230 25 75 41
Delawsre 5 208 47 53 19 95 227 26 74 35
flonda coai 15 187 62 38 14 85’ 223 31 69 33
Georgia : 8 191 63 37 15 g2 247 40 50 27
Hawail k2] 167 25 1B 4 91 214 44 58 25
idaho 7 B84 73 27 8 93 225 28 72 35
Hinois 9 180 64 36 15 g1 210 a5 &5 31
Indiang 13 188 68 32 12 87 223 31 63 33
jowa 11 176 B0 20 4 jt] 228 27 73 37
Kansas 10 187 70 30 11 a6 224 30 70 35
Kantucky 7 200 80 40 14 a3 221 33 67 3z
Lovisiana 11 180 7T 23 5 83 213 43 57 22
Waine 12 200 59 41 13 B8 228 25 15 38
tiaryland 8 188 58 42 17 92 222 33 &7 34
Massachusedis 14 208 47 53 17 86 238 18 82 48
Michigan 8 184 61 39 14 g2 220 35 85 33
Minnesota 12 185 &1 38 17 88 229 24 76 41
Mississiopi g 180 75 25 & 81 207 50 50 1
Wissouri g 208 51 43 20 91 223 31 8 34
Montana a 183 - TBY 33 10 a1 238 25 75 38
Nebiaska 13 185 65 35 11 &7 225 27 73 37
Hevada 7 185 0 30 10 93 208 46 54 21
New Hampshire 16 188 €2 38 10 284 233 18 81 &4
New lersey 11 188 70 30 8 89 228 27 73 41
New dexich : g 175 78 22 7 91 210 45 54 22
New York i1 181 88 3z 7 88 227 26 T4 37
North Carolina 14 188 Fi] 30 9 86 222 33 87 33
Worth Dakota 1 2062 54 46 16 aG 227 25 5 38
Ohio B 201 &4 46 18 94 224 30 70 36
Oklahoma 13 181 78 24 7 87 219 34 66 28
Dregon 11 194 62 338 13 89 220 34 3] 32
Pannsylvania 11 191 8 35 13 B9 227 T 73 38
Rhode Ishand 18 180 66 34 i2 82 222 32 68 34
South Caroling 10 188 [5¢] 31 9 b 216 40 60 27
South Dakola 11 182 66 34 11 BS 225 6 14 36
TeAnNesses 5 170 ™ 25 7 95 218 39 61 28
Texas 8 187 &2 38 12 32 221 34 66 30
ah o] 182 53 37 14 21 224 28 71 36
Vermont it 194 68 32 i1 23 231 23 77 47
Virginia 5 211 43 55 23 34 227 27 73 38
Washington by 180 £8 32 i1 L8 227 26 74 33
West Virginia 12 180 55 35 il 88 218 36 64 28
Wisconsin 10 189 7 29 g a0 225 2% 71 38
Wyoming 15 188 71 29 7 85 228 22 . 78 38
Cther jurisdicions
District of Columbia g 154 28 12 3 1 185 85 35 1z
DoDEAL 3 194 55 35 7 92 229 22 78 38

1 paparment of Defense Educalion ATivy.
NOTE: 50 - srudents with disabilities. The msulls far gtuGents with disahilittes are based on students wie were assessed and cannot be genesalizag v te nial appuistion of sueh students. Detail
may ol sum 1o 10ials Decause o ounding.
SOURCE: 1.5 Department of Edusation, instiute of Edusation Sciences, Netions: Canter for Erducation Statistics, National Assessment of Egucationa) Progress {NAER), 2005 Reading Acsessmert
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Table A-8. Average reading scale scores and achievement-Tevel results, by English janguage learners (ELL), grade 4 public schobl's:

By stats, 2005
ELL Nor-ELL Formery ELL
Percentage of stwdents Percentage of students Farcentage of students
Petcentage  Average Aot At o7 tPeroeniage Avesage Ator Rof Perpentage  Average Ator Ator
ufall scale Below ahove above of ait scale Below above above of &it stale Bejow above ahove
Sigte/ junisdiction students scare Basic Basip Proficient | Students s0oTe Basie Basic Proficient §  stdants SCOf8 Besic Basic Proficient
Mation {public) 9 187 73 27 7 90 220 34 66 32 1 217 38 &2 26
Alabama 1 ¥ b4 1 i S5 208 47 s 23 # I3 i i ¥
Alaska 18 177 77 23 7 82 218 34 86 31 # i i i 3
Afizong i8 175 81 19 4 B2 214 43 59 28 1 i i i 1
Arkansas 3 205 53 47 17 a7 217 37 63 30 # ¥ b 3 i
Caiifornia 31 183 77 23 5 66 217 38 62 29 2 221 33 67 30
Colorade 0 191 71 29 7 280 221 26 T4 40 1 4 4 i +
Connesticut 4 183 68 34 8 96 227 28 7 45 # i b b3 i
Delaware 3 206 53 47 18 87 226 26 74 35 # ¥ i i k4
florida & 193 58 32 7 91 222 a3 67 32 4 208 50 50 20
Geprgia 2 182 20 20 4 98 215 41 59 27 # T 1 ks i
Hawai 8 183 3 22 & 92 212 44 56 25 # < t i ks
idahe 8 191 &2 31 g 92 225 28 72 35 1 b3 b4 b4 kS
liinois 7 176 82 18 4 g2 220 34 66 32 # b3 i i i
indiana 2 i kS k4 i a8 218 38 84 31 # i 1 3 b4
lowa 3 b3 s i i a7 222 31 69 34 # i i i +
Kansas 8 185 63 3 g 94 222 32 88 34 # 1 i 1 S
Kentucky 1 i i b4 ¥ a5 220 35 65 31 # i ks i i
Loutsiana 1 k3 ¥ ¥ i 99 208 47 53 20 # 1 1 b k4
faine 1 i I 1 k4 89 225 29 71 35 # 1 i k3 &
Marviand 2 i 1 by b 98 221 35 85 33 # 1 i i i
Massachusstis 5 188 61 39 11 34 233 20 B0 46 2 208 53 47 16
Michigan P4 i i 1 kS S8 219 38 64 32 # i b i b
Minnasota [ 128 57 43 10 94 227 27 73 48 # + i b3 3
Mississippi 1 k4 b3 i i 29 205 52 48 18 # k4 b3 ¥ k4
Missoi 1 b 1 by i 89 222 32 68 33 # i i + t
WMontana -3 i 3 b b3 g7, 226 27 73 37 # b1 i k4 oo
Nebraska § 187 74 26 4 g3 224 30 10 36 1 ¥ ¥ AT 1
Nevada 14 178 83 17 3 86 212 42 58 23 # kS % % 4
New Hampshire 2 b3 i 1 ¥ a8 228 % 75 39 # i 1 I b+
New Jersey 2 i $ 1 i 98 224 31 ] 38 # i t + t
New Mexico 18 182 % 24 8 81 213 42 £8 24 # i 3 i o
New York 5 186 75 25 3 90 225 28 71 35 1 222 33 &7 29
North Caroling 8 192 70 ki 7 93 218 35 64 a1 1 215 a0 60 28
North Dakota 1 ¥ 4 b i 99 225 78 T2 36 # i 1 3 i
Ohio 1 % : i i g 223 31 &3 35 # 4 i i E:
{Okiahoma 4 182 66 34 8 g5 215 38 &2 28 # 1 i b ¥
Oregon 12 187 73 27 7 88 221 33 &7 33 # t k4 i b4
Pennsylvania Z 166 58 4z i6 98 223 31 9 36 # i + i i
Rizode Istand 4] 172 85 i5 2 94 218 35 65 21 # i A $ k4
South Caroling i i i i p 99 213 42 58 26 # 1 S i 1
South Dakota 3 178 85 15 2 g7 224 29 71 34 # i t i t
Tennesses 2 3 b3 £ 1 98 215 40 60 27 ¥ i 4 i i
Texas 16 186 65 35 8 87 222 32 68 32 2 ks i b4 1
Utah 9 181 7 33 11 ad 235 28 71 37 i k4 4 i %
Vermant 1 i i i i o8 227 28 72 38 # b4 by i i
Virginia 4] 214 40 60 22 94 221 27 73 38 # 3 S ¥ ¥
Washington -3 181 7 30 6 92 228 27 73 38 # k4 4 1 b
West Virginia 1 ks i i i 92 215 32 61 26 # IS i 4 i
Wiscansin 5 202 58 42 14 85 222 31 &9 34 # I k4 i b3
Wyoming 4 196 71 23 4 895 2325 27 73 36 # i 1 i i
Other utisdictions
District of Columbia 5 177 86 20 4 95 191 68 34 12 # + k4 i
pobER! B 203 58 44 11 94 228 24 76 37 # b3 b3 -
# The estmats rounds 10 1810 ’

4 Reporiing stendards no mel, Samnie sizs s insuffisient to parmi 8 retiabie estimate.

t beparment of Defense Fdutation Avivity

NOTE: ELL = English ianguage ieamers. Formery 11 = stugents wh passed their siate’s English-language proficiency exarmiration within the gast 7 years. The resuls for Englisti language igarnars are
haged on SUGERLS whe Wite BSSESSRC BRd cannot be peneralized 1o the total soputation of such sidents. Detall may not sum 10 toials hetause of rounding,

SOURCE: 118, Depanmen of Education, instiae of Eduation Sciences, National Cene for Edunation Srzistics, Nationz! Assessment of Educational Progress INAEPY, 2005 Reading Assessment
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sults, by race/ethnicity, grade 8 public schools: By state, 2005

Table A-8. Average reading scale scores and achisvement-level re

White Black Hispanic
Perpentage of students Parcentage of stugdents Parcentage of students

Poroeniage  Avemspe Ao Ator] Bereniage  AvemEe At or Atori Fermemzge | Rvarage Aor . Ator

ofal  scale Beiow above above of alf seaie Below ahove above of ali scale Below anove above
State/jurisdiction giudents 5007 Basic Basic Proficiept]  studems sE018 Basic Basic Ppficient |  swadents 5008 Basic Basic  Proficient
Nation {public) 80 269 18 a1 37 17 242 42 51 11 17 245 45 55 14
Alabama 58 263 25 75 31 38 235 56 44 9 2 b i t 1

~ Alaske 57 268 20 86 35 5 248 41 =9 18 4 254 32 68 20
. Brzona 42 267 21 78 34 6 242 47 5 12 37 242 51 49 11
. Arkansas &9 268 22 78 33 25 238 54 46 k} 4 250 38 &1 i3
Lakfomia 33 264 25 15 32 8 240 53 47 i1 45 238 5 47 10
Colorade 6B 273 16 34 40 7 254 35 68 18 24 247 44 56 15
Connectiout 68 272 17 83 42 18 240 50 50 11 13 245 48 54 i3
Delaware 58 274 11 89 41 32 252 35 65 13 H 253 34 66 16
Forida 51 265 25 75 33 3 138 53 47 11 2 282 38 82 21
Georgla 5 268 21 Nl 35 37 243 51 49 10 B 247 41 53 14
Hawad 14 261 28 72 29 2 b4 I i i 3 242 51 43 i5
waho 87 267 22 78 34 1 t t i i 16 245 43 57 14
Hinois 61 272 15 84 38 21 244 47 53 12 14 283 35 £5 13
indiana 31 265 23 17 32 13 241 51 43 i 3 247 44 56 17
lowa 89 269 19 81 38 4 246 44 56 15 4 258 33 67 20
Kansas 77 271 18 82 39 i3 247 44 56 1 g 249 40 &0 14
Kentucky 88 266 23 77 3z 9 248 42 58 15 1 1 t i 1
Louisiana 52 264 23 77 30 44 240 32 48 g 2 1 S i i
Haine o2 270 18 B2 ag 2 i i b4 1 1 kS 1 t 3
WMaryiand 51 272 19 81 42 40 244 47 53 12 4 256 33 &7 23
hassachusens 77 279 12 88 50 8 253 35 &5 18 10 248 44 56 15
Michigan 73 268 20 80 34 21 239 52 48 in 3 250 39 61 16
Winnesota B1 273 15 88 42 8 238 52 48 11 4 244 45 55 14
Iigsissipp! 48 264 23 77 30 50 237 58 A4 7 1 k4 i 1 t
Missous 8 270 i8 82 38 182 247 45 51 9 3 258 33 &7 23
oo Montsna 87 : 272 15 85 40 i t ¥ t ¥ Z I i ;S ¥
“ebraska B4 271 S 167 - B4 38 & 243 52 48 13 8 245 48 54 12
‘Nevada 53 281 27-" 713 29 10 240 51 48 12 28 241 50 IR ¥
New Hampshire ag 270 18 81 38 Z k4 b i k4 2 i i i 1
New jersay 58 278 12 88 48 20 251 38 62 14 14 251 35 65 14
New Mexico 33 264 24 7 33 2 ¥ k4 b 3 53 285 45 5 12
New York 57 276 13 87 45 18 242 48 51 i1 18 250 33 61 16
Norin Carsiing &1 287 21 79 35 28 240 51 49 10 5 248 43 57 i7
Norih Dakota 20 272 15 85 38 1 % b 1 i 1 k4 S 4 1
Ohip 78 272 17 83 41 i 243 48 54 10 2 245 47 53 14
Oklghoma a2 265 20 aC 30 11 243 48 B 13 7 247 44 58 13

OregoR 77 287 22 78 38 3 285 47 53 18 11 245 47 53 1
Pannsylvania 78 273 16 84 41 is 233 52 48 12 5 245 45 55 17
REode Island 74 268 22 78 36 8 243 47 83 it 14 237 52 48 g
South Carmlina 58 267 72 78 34 38 242 50 50 11 2 ¥ 1 ¥ 1
South Dakota 88 212 14 86 38 1 i b k4 b3 2 k4 i k8 1
Tennessee 75 265 23 i 31 22 248 52 &4 "9 2 ¥ i3 k4 ¥
Texas 42 270 18 82 39 15 246 44 55 14 38 248 41 59 18
tiah 84 265 24 7 32 1 1 b3 b4 3 10 243 48 52 12
Vermaont of 268 21 79 38 i % i i i 1 i + b3 I
Virginia 61 215 i 85 45 27 251 37 683 16 7 259 30 0 23
Washington 7B 268 22 78 38 & 255 33 67 27 10 245 45 55 15
West Virginta 94 258 32 68 22 4 238 56 44 10 1 k4 £ 1 %
Wiscornsin BO 271 18 82 40 10 238 56 44 g 8 247 43 57 18
Waming 87 270 17 83 38 1 ks H i i 7 256 32 68 21

Other jusisdictions

Distrivt of Columbia 3 301 8 94 74 88 235 58 42 g & 247 41 59 i8
DopEal 43 278 12 88 47 22 258 27 73 20 i3 268 i7 83 30

Ses notes at end of b,
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Table A-9. Average reading scéié scores ah_d achicvement-jeve! results, by race/ ethnicity,
grade 8 public schools: By state, 2005--Continued

Astan/Pacific Islandar ] Amerigan indian/Alaska Native
Percentage of students Percentage of students
Pargemage Avarage Aot Aor Perentapge  Averege Aoy At ar
gal  soale Below ahove above of all scale Below abov shove
State/junsdiction siudents  sCore Basi Besic Proficient|  students seare Rasic Basic  Proficient
Nation {public) 4 2710 21 79 38 i 251 39 61 18
Aigbama H < i b I 1 b4 i b k4
Alaska 7360 29 it 24 25 240 51 49 10
Arizona 2 b4 ¥ i i [ 240 54 46 12
Arvansas 1 S i 1 4 1 i i 1 i
California 12 264 25 75 33 H t iy i ER
Colgrado 3 268 24 76 42 2 1 1 t i
Connecticut 3 279 12 88 50 # s i b ¥
Delaware - 3 278 10 90 42 # t t s 3
Floridas 2273 18 82 . AT # % i 3 4
Georgia 3 275 21 73 47 # + i i FR
Hawail 68 248 45 B ¢ 016 # t t ¥ i
igaho H ¥ t b ¥ 1 4 ¥ ¥ b3
liinois 3 281 8 82 49 # i b3 i b4
Indiana 1 k4 k4 i k4 # b I i t
towa 2 i i i i 1 $ i 3 i
Kansas 2 i b4 e ¥ 2 t e ¥ ¥
Kentusky 1 1 b4 b1 % # s b % t
Louisiana 1 4 b3 i b4 1 ¥ i ¥ i
Maing A : 3 % # $ 1 t 3
Maryland 4 283 14 86 58 # b3 b b3 -
Massachusat!s 5 282 14 86 52 # 3 i 3 ko
Michigan 2 3 ¥ -3 ¥ 1 ¥ ¥ i t
Minnesoia & 282 28 72 29 i t e b i
WMississippi 1 ¥ % ¥ k4 # ¥ ¥ i ¥
‘Missour - 1% R i # i - % kS %
“montana i ST e 4. 40 288 0 43 8T 6
Nebraska j I 4 3 k4 t 1 4 i % i
Nevada 6 263 28 T2 32 2 b 3 b t
New Hampshire 1 i t t % # 1 i b3 b3
New Jersey g 281 Bl 95 66 # + 1 1 1
New Mexico 1 ks 3 t b 11 248 51 49 T
New York &8 24 18 82 45 # i t o 1
Naorth Carofing 2 2715 16 84 48 2 i ¥ 1 I
Nerth Dakota H 1 i i s 8 250 38 62 15
Ohio 1 e ¥ % i # s i i t
Diklahoma 2 1 b k4 t 19 254 34 66 18
Qregon 5 287 24 78 35 2 2 t £ t
Pennsyivania z 215 18 82 47 # b b4 1 i
fhode Island 3 257 33 &7 26 1 i ¥ b ¥
South Carolina 1 i b3 i i # 4 i b3 i
South Dakota 1 4 i b ¥ 10 245 45 55 13
Tennesses 1 t < b4 i # k4 1 1 i
Texas 3 280 i3 &7 50 # t t b 4
titah 3 266 23 T 31 2 1 3 t k4
Vermont i i t t I 1 1 i i +
Virginia 4 282 ] g1 52 # 1 1 t i
Washington 7270 iB 82 38 3 255 33 &7 24
West Virgiia 1 3 1 t I # ¥ b3 b 3
Wisconsin 3 262 27 73 2B i i 1 i i
Wyorning # ¥ ¥ + i 4 251 35 £5 i3
Gther jurisdictions
[strict of Columbia 1 t £ ¥ i - t t $ i
DoDEAL 6214 11 s 41 i t % 4 1

# The estimate roundds to e

+ Reporting stendands not met. Sample sie s insuflicient 1o permit 2 reliable estimate.

I Dapargnant of Dafense Education Activity

NOTE: Results a7e nigt shown for studers whese race/ sthnicly was yrictassifiad” Detall may Nl sur o 1wialk bessuse of rpunding.

SOURCE: UG, Daparment of Education, institute of Education Sciences, Nationa Conter for Eoucation Statistis, Natfonal Assessment of Eduzstionsl
Progress (NAEPY, 2005 Reading Assessment.
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Table A-10. Aversge reaﬂin_g scale scores and achievementevel results, by gender, grade 8
public schools: By state, 2005

Male Female
Parcentage of students Parcentage of students
Pocentage  Average At ar Atori Percentage  Average At br At or
- st all scale Below shove above ] of &l scate Baiow above above
State/ jusisdiction StUgBNS SCOME Lask Basic  Froficient]  studenis SCDfE Basic Basic  Proficient
Nation {public} 50 255 34 65 24 50 266 24 75 34
Alabama 50 248 45 55 i7 50 285 30 74 27
Alaska 50 253 36" 84 21 50 265 24 78 32
Arzong 51 243 41 58 18 49 260 30 70 27
Arkansas 50 252 37 83 20 58 283 25 75 31
California 50 248 45 55 17 50 258 35 65 24
Colorado 52 2561 28 72 28 48 268 21 78 38
Connecticut 52 258 30 3 28 48 270 21 79 40
Delaware 48 61 25 75 25 52 271 15 85 35
Fiorida, ERN 49 249 41 58 20 51 262 27 73 30
Georgia ~ ] 4 pEr - 39 &1 20 53 263 27 73 30
Hawail i 53 242 50 5G 14 CAT 258 34 66 23
Idaho . : 51 258 30 70 25 49 271 17 83 39
inols 51 258 30 70 25 49 268 21 79 37
ndiana 51 256 33 67 23 49 287 21 78 34
jowa 5l 281 26 T4 27 49 273 15 85 41
Kansas 81 262 27 73 30 49 27t 18 82 40
Kerducky 30 258 30 70 25 50 270 19 81 36
Louisiana 49 247 43 57 16 51 258 30 10 24
Maine 51 264 24 78 31 49 276 13 87 46
Marviand 51 256 38 64 25 48 268 25 74 35
Massashusetts 48 269 21 79 3B 51 278 13 87 50
Kichigan 50 258 32 &8 24 50 265 23 77 33
Minnesots 51 263 26 T4 31 i) 274 i5 85 44
Mississipoi 48 248 45 55 14 52 255 35 85 22
. MWisstufi 48 260 29. 71 2B 51 270 18 21 38
Montana R 51 265 22 ¢ I8 36 - 49 274 15 85 43
Nebraska - 51 261 26 74 27 49 374 15 B85 43
Nevada 50 247 42 58 18 50 258 21 89 27
New Hampshire 51 264 25 78 32 48 275 15 85 a4
New Jersey 50 265 23 77 33 50 273 17 83 42
New Mexico 51 247 43 57 17 49 258 33 &7 22
New York 50 260 30 70 28 30 270 20 30 38
North Caroling 52 251 38 62 21 48 266 24 78 33
North Dakota 50 267 20 30 32 50 274 14 &5 41
Ohio. 48 281 27 73 30 51 272 18 82 41
Oxiahomna 50 254 33 67 19 50 265 23 77 31
Oregon 50 288 31 59 28 50 268 21 78 37
Pennsyivania 50 262 27 73 k3t 50 271 18 81 41
Rhode Island 50 256 33 87 26 59 286 24 78 33
South Carolina 48 252 39 €1 20 52 262 28 72 29
South Dakota 50 264 21 i 28 50 273 14 86 41
Tennesses 52 255 34 66 22 48 264 25 75 31
Texas 51 254 35 85 22 48 283 25 74 a0
Utah 43 255 33 87 22 51 289 21 78 36
Verment 51 282 25 74 30 48 278 ih 85 45
Virglhia 50 263 28 74 30 50 273 17 83 41
Washingiton 50 260 28 71 28 50 269 20 8C 39
West Virginia 52 250 39 61 17 48 261 27 73 27
WisConsin 53 281 29 71 29 47 273 17 83 az
Wyoming 58 264 22 78 30 50 272 18 B4 41
Other unisdictions
District of Columbia 47 230 84 36 7 53 245 a7 53 15
DobEAL 51 268 20 30 31 48 278 12 88 44

* peparment of Defense Education Astivdy.

NITE: Detail may not sum fo totals because of rountding,

SOURCE: 148, Deparment of Education, nsttias of Education Sciences, National Certer for Sducation Statistics, National Assessment of Educational
Progress {MASP), 2005 Reading ASSessmant.
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Table A-11. Average reading scale scores and achievement-ievel results, by eligibiiity for free/reduced-price schoo! lunch, grade 8
public schools: By state, 2005

Eligible Not efigible information not availabie
Percentage of students Percentage of students Parcentage of students
Percentage  Avirage At or Atorl Percentage  Average AL or Ator | Percentage  Average At or At or
of &t srale Boiow above above of all seale Below above above of all scaig Helow abpve above
State/junsdiniion students soore Basic Basic  Proficient]  students SO0 Basic Besic Proficient|  swdents 5COTE Basic Baske  Proficlent
Nation {public) 38 247 43 57 15 5& 270 18 81 38 3 258 31 &9 28
Alabama 50 238 51 48 i1 48 265 24 7% 32 Z 1 i i s
Alaska 31 Z41 50 50 iz 66 287 21 79 33 2 I ¥ i i
Arizong 41 282 50 50 i1 43 265 23 77 32 15 t 1 b 1
Arkansas 48 247 43 57 16 51 288 20 80 35 # 4 ks S 1
California 45 239 53 47 10 50 262 28 72 30 5 i i o i
Colorado 30 248 43 57 15 ] 27Z i 84 38 # i i i i
Connecticut 28 243 47 53 12 72 272 17 83 42 # 1 b4 b3 3
Delaware 30 254 34 66 16 68 27% 15 85 38 3 282 6 o4 52
Flonda 44 246 44 58 17 56 264 28 74 32 # k3 I t i
Georgia 45 243 48 52 12 52 260 20 80 36 3 kS i b %
Hawaii 42 2358 h4 48 i1 58 256 34 66 24 # b3 + i ¥
Idaho 36 258 32 68 22 83 268 18 a1 38 # i kS b 4
fliinois 37 248 41 5% 15 82 273 18 84 41 1 k3 i i b4
indiana 36 250 38 61 18 B3 268 20 80 35 2 b3 4 4 k4
lpwa 29 255 33 §7 22 71 272 16 B84 39 # t ks i t
KEnsas 38 254 35 85 21 62 215 15 B3 43 # % 1 1 £
Kentucky 45 256 33 87 22 53 271 i 8z 38 1 i kS i b3
Louisiana o6 244 2] 54 12 42 264 23 77 30 . 3 i b b3 ¥
Maine 30 261 27 73 27 69 274 15 85 43 2 i 4 1 1
Maryland 28 243 49 51 12 66 268 22 78 38 5 i b3 i %
Massachusetis 27 258 33 &7 23 70 280 11 BG 52 3 s b4 i i
Michigan 28 248 43 57 14 71 267 21 78 34 # ks i s b3
Kinnesota 27 252 36 54 18 73 275 14 86 44 # i i k4 %
Wississippi 63 241 50 50 10 37 268 22 78 33 # i b4 i b3
Wissouri 37 253 25 64 18 60 272 16 84 38 3 b i 3 i
Montang 3z- 258 .29 71 ] 88 274 13 87 42 2 i % k4 =
Nebraska 30 253 36 84 19 63 274 14 88 41 1 b k4 k4 oy
Nevada 33 249 51 48 12 B4 259 29 71 28 3 i k4 k4 i
New Hampshire H 255 34 65 21 82 273 17 83 41 3 i k4 ¥ b3
New Jersey 25 252 37 83 17 68 278 14 86 45 B by 1 I b3
New Mexico 60 243 48 54 12 35 763 25 5 30 5 b i i %
New York 45 253 37 63 20 50 218 13 87 46 5 ¥ % i ;4
North Carolina 38 244 45 55 14 80 267 22 78 35 1 ¥ + ks b3
North Dakota 27 260 27 73 24 72 274 i3 87 41 1 b3 i b4 4
(hio 32 251 37 63 18 61 274 16 84 43 8 I b3 b3 ks
Oklahoma 49 252 38 64 18 51 267 20 80 33 # ks * i ¥
Oregon k¥ 252 38 62 il 65 269 21 i) 38 3 1 i i 1
Pennsyivania 31 247 43 57 16 68 278 13 B7 46 2 b4 t i 1
Rhode sland 30 243 47 53 12 0 269 23 78 37 # t 1 1 i
South Carcling 48 246 45 55 i3 52 268 21 19 35 # i i i i
South Dakota 35 258 28 72 24 65 274 12 88 41 # 3 t 1 I
Tennesses 42 248 43 57 14 58 268 18 81 33 # i 1 i 3
Texas 48 247 43 57 i4 52 269 20 B0 37 # i b3 b3 i
litah 33 254 36 &4 22 &7 266 22 78 33 # i i 3 i
Vermont 28 255 35 65 22 hie 274 15. 85 44 2 1 i 1 i
Virginia It 253 35 85 1B 73 273 17 83 42 # i b b3 ¥
Washingion 30 251 38 62 20 63 272 17 83 42 7 4 i k4 k4
Wast Virgitia © 45 245 44 58 13 54 283 25 75 30 # 1 I S k2
Wisconsin 25 245 4% 59 ] T4 272 17 83 48 # i ks b3 1
Wyoming 28 258 28 72 26 72 272 15 85 45 # i 1 b3 i
Other jurisdictions
District of Columbia 0 234 59 41 8 27 245 44 58 20 3 b4 b3 4 i
DobEA # I i 1 i # + I b3 i 100 271 i8 84 37

# The estimate rounds 1o 2210,

+ Reporting Standars not et Sampie size s nsufficient to permil a retiabie estimate.

! peparment of Detense Education Activiy.

NOTE: Detal may not sum o totals because of ruRding.

SOURCE: LS. Depariment of Edutation, instiing of Education Sciences, National Center for Edusation Statistics, Mativnal Assessment of Cducationat Progress {HARPY, 2005 Reading Assessment.
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Table A-12, Average reading scale scores and achievement-ievel results, by students with disabilities {SD), grade 8 public schools:

By state, 2005
Sh Mot 5D
Percentage of students percentage of sudenls
Percentage Average At or Ator percentage Avarage At or for
of glt scale Below above abive of ait staie Below above sbova
Siate/urisdiction SGes s0078 Basic Basic Profisiznt gudenis BLOIE Basic Basic Proficient
Nation (public) 9 226 67 33 6 g1 264 25 s 31
Alabama 11 207 80 20 5 82 57 32 88 24
Ajaska 11 226 9 31 5 g9 263 25 75 28
Arzona 8 217 T8 22 2 92 258 31 2] 25
Arkangas 9 211 334 19 2 g1 282 8 T4 28
Caiifornia 8 214 79 21 3 92 253 37 83 22
Colorado 7 230 65 35 5 93 267 2% 79 34
Connescticut 12 231 a1 39 i1 88 262 21 78 37
Delaware 5 231 63 37 5 a5 268 18 82 32
Florida 13 228 66 34 8 BT 260 28 71 27
Gepria 8 226 68 az 5 a2 259 30 70 27
Hawai 11 208 86 15 it B9 2584 37 a3 20
idaho 3 228 &6 34 4 21 268 20 4] 35
Hfinois 11 231 &2 g - T 89 268 21 7% 34
Indiana i1 230 83 37 7 8% 285 23 77 31
jowa 12 230 B4 36 4 38 272 15 85 38
Kansas 9 235 &1 38 8 91 270 18 82 38
Kentucky B 228 67 33 <] 94 266 22 78 32
Leuisiana g 212 78 21 3 g2 256 az B8 21
Wiaing 13 237 58 52 7 87 275 13 R7 43
Maryland 8 223 B84 36 8 g2 264 28 12 32
Massachusetis 13 248 47 53 13 a7 278 13 87 48
Wichigan 7 230 62 38 ] g3 264 24 He) 30
Minnesota it 236 57 43 g a0 272 15 84 490
Mississippi 5 208 B4 16 i a5 253 37 63 20
. Missoun, B 230 65 35 4 82 268 20 80 33
Montana .. 9 234 &0 40 5 91 273 14 86 40
Nebraska i1 230 BY 33 4 89 272 14 86 28
Nevada 8 2i4 77 23 3 a1 257 32 88 24
Naw Hampshire 17 244 47 53 10 83 2715 14 86 43
New Jersey 13 238 52 48 g 87 274 15 BS 42
New Mexico 11 214 77 23 3 89 258 33 57 21
New York ) 232 64 36 8 91 269 21 78 36
North Caroiina 13 221 71 Z9 5 87 264 25 75 30
Norh Dakota g 243 48 52 9 91 273 13 g7 39
Ohio 7 231 52 38 7 a3 270 19 81 38
{Oklahoma 12 228 65 35 4 88 264 23 7 28
Oregon g 224 72 28 5 81 2687 22 78 35
Pennsyivania 12 228 85 35 8 28 272 17 83 40
Rhode fstand 17 230 63 37 & B3 287 22 78 34
South Caroling H 224 72 - 78 4 83 260 30 70 25
South Dakota g 228 88 32 3 92 272 13 87 38
Tennessee 5 218 77 23 4 g5 262 27 73 27
Texas 9 223 76 30 5 91 262 27 73 28
Utah 8 218 7 74 i 97 285 3 77 32
varment 15 238 89 40 7 85 275 14 26 43
Virginia 8 240 53 &7 iz g2 270 19 g1 38
Washingion 9 225 &7 33 5 a1 268 21 9 37
West Virginia i1 221 13 27 5 29 259 28 72 24
Wisconsin 10 230 84 36 & G0 270 18 B1 38 ;
Wyorning 12 234 58 41 4 38 213 14 85 40 -
Other wrisdictions % :
Mistrict of Columbia 11 188 g1 ] 1 B9 243 51 48 13 ' E ™
DobEst T 236 59 41 <] .83 273 13 BY 39 §
! Dapanment of Defenst Edueation Activy. R

NOTE: ST = sisdents with disabilities. The resuls for students with Gisabiities are based on Studants who wers assossed a4 cannot be senemiized to the total popuiation of such students, Detall
fray not sum i Toie’s decause of rounding,
SOUREE; 1.5 Depargnent of Education, Instiute of tercation Stiences, Nations! Genter for Education Statistics, MNationat m of Egucational Progress {NAEP), 2005 Reading Assessment.
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Table A-13. Average reading scale scores and achievement-level resuits, by English language learners (ELL}, grade & public schools:

By state, 2005
ELL Non-ELL Formerly ELL
Percantage of studants Percantage of students Percentage of students
Perconiage  Avarage At or A or [PerceniBge  Averagk Aor At or Percentage  Avbrage Aot A or
of a8 scale Besiow above shove of 8B scale Below apbve above of alt spale Balow abve abiove
State/jusisdiction sfudents 6018 Basic Basic Profipient | studemts SE6IE Basic Basic  Proficient §  studepts SLore Basic Basic  Proficient
Mation (public) 5 224 71 29 4 g3 283 27 73 36 2 255 34 86 20
Alabama 1 k4 i i i 499 252 37 83 22 # b4 1 i k4
hiaska 14 234 59 41 8 88 2€3 25 5 29 # i 4 $ 1
Arizona 12 225 78 25 3 87 259 30 70 26 i 1 b3 b4 b3
Arkansas 1 3 I i 4 99 258 31 49 26 # 4 + + i
California 20 222 74 28 3 75 258 32 88 25 5 258 30 70 20
Colorade 5 229 69 31 5 94 267 22 78 33 H $ b4 ¥ i
Cannecticut 2 4 + 4 % a8 265 25 75 34 # i i k4 i
Delaware 2 b3 i b 4 98 267 18 a1 31 # b4 b4 b4 i
Fiorida 4 221 73 27 5 a5 257 3z 58 26 2 250 43 57 13
Georgia 2 ks ks k4 I 98 257 33 &7 25 # ¥ 1 3 i
Hawail 5 212 85 15 1 85 250 40 B0 19 # b3 b i St
idaho 4 241 48 52 12 95 265 23 77 a3 # i & i b3
liingis 2 227 66 34 8 a8 284 25 75 31 # 1 < 1 4
indiana i k4 i b3 i 38 261 27 73 28 # % 3 b4 i
Towa 1 I i i I 59 268 20 80 34 # i I b 4
Katsas 2 ;3 k4 $ 3 98 267 22 78 35 # 3 ¥ 1 k4
Kentucky 1 b4 i i ks 99 264 25 75 31 ¥ k4 3 i t
Louisiana i b s i } eic] 253 36 64 20 # i t 1 ¥
Maine 1 k4 b % ¥ a9 270 18 82 38 # b4 b+ % i
Maryland # I 3 i b 100 261 30 0 30 # + 1 ¥ T
Massachusells 2 222 T4 268 2 a7 278 18 24 45 1 238 56 44 [+
Michigan 2 b4 3 1 kS 98 261 27 73 20 # H 1 i b4
Minnesota 5 kS £ b3 i G4 27% 18 82 33 # k1 i k4 %
Mississippt # % ¥ 1 b3 100 251 40 60 19 # b4 b3 b b3
- NAssour. # 3 i i % 106 265 24 78 31 # H b3 + =N
Montana 4 2307 &7 33 2 96 271 18 84 38 # o I 4 o
Nehraska 2 o b3 i i 97 268 18 81 35 i t k3 1 ¥
Nevada 10 221 78 24 2 89 257 32 &8 25 H i i i kS
New Hampshire i b3 £ ks ¥ 99 270 18 81 38 # 1 i 1 3
New Jarsey 1 1 i t b4 98 270 i9 81 38 1 b3 b3 + 1
New Mexico 13 224 70 30 3 87 2585 34 &6 22 # t 3 i k4
New York 3 221 74 26 4 88 267 22 78 38 g 257 32 &8 22
Nosth Carotina 3 236 57 43 7 o7 258 30 70 28 1 b3 b3 b b4
North Dakota i 2 i 1 ¥ 99 270 15 84 38 # T o b i
Ohio # i i b3 b3 100 287 22 78 36 # i + i i
{kishoma 3 1 4 b4 b3 97 269 27 73 26 # k4 3 1 i
Gregon 7 235 B8 42 g 93 265 24 78 34 # I3 4 i 1
Pennsylvania i t k4 3 b4 g9 267 22 78 36 # t 1 i I
Rhnde island 3 215 14 26 3 97 283 27 73 30 # b3 i -3 t
South Carolina 1 $ 3 I i eg 257 33 87 25 # i 1 + 3
South Dakote 2 t b3 b3 ks 98 268 17 83 36 # 1 4 k4 i
Tennesses 1 1 i 3 i 29 258 29 71 26 # 1 be k4 i
Yoxas & 78 % 2% 2 93 281 8 T2 28 1 243 47 53 g
Liah 8 234 60 43 7 84 264 s 75 31 1 t k4 i 1
Yermont 1 i i i i 39 269 71 78 38 i + 1 t i
Vieginia 2 i b i i S8 268 21 79 38 # $ 4 1 t
Washington 4 224 70 30 5 96 267 22 78 36 # t i k4 4
Wast Virginia 1 i b4 k4 t 99 255 33 &7 22 ¥ t t 1 1
Wisconsin 2 1 1 b3 i 98 287 23 77 35 # i t i i
Wyoming 3 242 50 50 8 97 268 i8 32 37 # I b * +
Other jussdictions
District of Columbia 2 ¥ i i 1 98 238 55 45 12 # t 1 1 i
DoDERY 3 e i % + a7 271 16 84 38 # + b3 1+ i

#The estimats rounds 10 zen.

+ Reponing standards not met. Samplasie ’s msuthicient to permi & reliable estimate,

i pepartment of Defense Education ACtiviy

HOTE: Bt = Fnglish ianguage ieamess. Formary ELL = stadents who passed thelr state’s English-language proficiency etaminaton within the past 2 years. The resulis for English language lsamers are fraset
on siudents who ware assessed and cannat be genexaiized 10 the total popuigtion of such students. Detall may ot stm 1o tolals Decause o manding,

SCHIRCE: U.S. Depariment of Ecucation, iagtiute of Education Boiences, National Certer for Education Statistics, Nationa! Assessment of Educations! Progress {NAERY, 2005 Reading Assessmant.
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