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are:

average score for fourth-graders;

no significant change was detected between 2002 and 2003 in the

(2) the average fourth-grade score in 2003

was not found to differ significantly from that in 1992; {3) the average
reading score for eighth-graders decreased by one point between 2002 and
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the score in 2003 was higher than that in 1992. Sample
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Average Fourth- and Eighth-Grade
Reading Scores Show Little Change

No significant change was detected between 2002 and 2003 in the average score for fourth-
graders. The average fourth-grade score in 2003 was not found to differ significantly from
that in 1992. The average reading score for eighth-graders decreased by 1 point between
2002 and 2003; however, the score in 2003 was higher than that in 1992. (Differences are

QINSIDETHISSSUEY

Average Scale Scores :

: Students Reaching NAEP
Achievement Levels {

-

Percentile Results

< 2003 Assessment Design

! State Results

Subgroup Results

" Sample Reading
Questions

i Technical Notes

i

&

Additional Data Tables

i 4+ NAEP on the Web

I pOrAN NI a0,

i Since 1969 the National

| Assessment of Educa-

i tional Progress (NAEP) has
been an ongoing nation-
ally representative
indicator of what American
students know and can do
in major academic
subjects.

Over the years, NAEP
has measured students’
achievement in many
subjects, including
reading, mathematics,
science, writing, U.S.
history, geography, civics,
and the arts. In 2003,
NAEP conducted a
national and state
assessment in reading at
grades 4 and 8.

NAEP is a project of the
National Center for
Education Statistics
(NCES) within the Institute
of Education Sciences of
the U.S. Department of
Education, and is overseen
by the National Assessment
Governing Board {NAGB).

discussed in this report only if they were found to be statistically significant.)

7 9045

*Significantly different from 2003.

Oﬁn.onnwignw:ﬂ

Orus) Accommodations not permittad
Dm0 Accommodations parmitted
e T

NOTE: Average reading scores are reported on a 0-500 scale. Oata were not collected at grade 8 in 2000. In addition to allowing for accommoda-
tions. the accammaodations-permitied results 2l grade 4 (1998-2003) differ slightly from previous years’ results, and from previously reported

resutts for 1998 and 2000, due to changes in sample weighting p

cad Significa

tests were performed using unrounded numbers.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institule of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Slatistics, National Assessment of
Educational Progress (NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2000, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessiments.

How well did students perform in 2003? [Gradexa)
The figures to the right show that 31 percent vanced 22
of fourth-graders and 32 percent of eighth- )

A Proficient 4t or ahove
graders performed at or above the Proficient level 2% 31% 29% | 32%| rofeist
in 2003. The percentage of students performing )

Basic
at or above the Basiclevel in 2003 was 63 percent 3%  63% : M
. A or sbove
at grade 4 and 74 percent at grade 8. Bt A2%] 4% pask
NOTE: Detail may nat sum to totals because of rounding. Basic ) ‘3 )
SOURCE: 1.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sc;ences, @ e
National Center for £ National A 1t of E '3 03

Progress (NAEP), 2003 Reading Assessment.

Background Information
Average test scores have a
standard error—a range of up to
a few points above or below the
score—due to sampling error
and measurenment error. Statisti-
cal tests are used to determine
whether the differences between
average scores are significant;
therefore, not all apparent
differences may be found to be
statistically significant. All the
differences discussed in this
report were tested for stadistical
significance at the .05 level.

Beginning in 2002, the NAEP
national sample was obtained
by aggregating the samples
from each state, rather than by
obtaining an independently
selected national sample. As a

consequence, the size of the
national sample increased, and
smaller differences between
years or between types of
students were found to be
statistically significant than
would have been detected in
previous assessments, In
keeping with past practice, alt
statistically significant differ-
ences are indicated in the
current report.

The results presented in the
figures and tables throughout
this report distinguish between
wwo different reporting samples
that reflect a change in adminis-
tration procedures. The more
recent results are based on
administration procedures in

which testing accommodations
(e.g., extended time, small
group testing) were permitted
for students with disabilities and
limited-English-proficient
students. Accommodations were
not permitted in 1992 or 1994,
Comparisons between results
from 2003 and those from
assessment years in which both
types of administration proce-
dures were used (in 1998 and
2000 at grade 4 and in 1998 at
grade 8) are discussed based on
the results when accommoda-
tions were permitted, even
though significant differences in
results when accommodations
were not permitted may be
noted in the figures and tables.

U.S. Department of Education
Institute of Education Sclences

NCES 2004-452
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Achievement - Higher Percentages of Fourth- and Eighth-

Levels Provide . .
' Standards for Graders Performed at or Above Proficient in

Student | 2003 Compared to 1992

Performance - | The percentages of students performing at or above the Proficient level were higher in
2003 than in 1992 at both grades 4 and 8. No significant change was detected in the

Achievement levels are . percentage of fourth-graders at or above Basic from 2002 to 2003, and the percentage

performance standards. . | of fourth-graders at or above Basic in 2003 was not found to differ significantly from

set by NAGB to provide@ . thatin 1992. The percentage of eighth-graders at or above Basic decreased by 1 point
. context for interpreting between 2002 and 2003, but was higher in 2003 than in 1992,
student performance on
NAEP. These perfor-
mance standards, based
‘on recommendations: - v

Percentages of students, by reading achievement level, grades 4 and 8: 1992-2003

At or above At or above

. Below Baslc Basic Proficlent At Advanced
. from broadly representa-
; tive panels of educators X e
B 1 1 L
and members of the Accommodations not permitted iggi ig . 2(2) . gg _G;
. public,are usedto | 1998 38 62 31 7
- report what students _ 2000 37 63 32 8
: ShOl:'ld know and b‘? abl? ;. Accommodations permitted ° 1998 ; . 40 60" .29 ':;,f 7 :
. to do at the Basic, Profi- . 2000 oAl 59 29 - T y
: cent. and Ad dlevels H 2002 oL 360 64 31 T &
: ru.»nt, _1{1( (_vanfe level 2003 37 I
¢ of performance in each E SO N S FRNUR R R
{-subject area and at each
} gr‘ade assessed. . i Accommodations not permitted 1992 31 69 * 29+ 3
! . L ; 1994 30" 70°* 30°* 3
! Detailed dcscrlptxons of 1998 26 74 33 3
: the NAEP Teading : ; R e T T T g
Lt T . ) Accommodations permitted - 1998 - ’ 270 Lo A3 32 ’ 3
. achievement levelscan =~ = . ‘ 2002 N P e 3
i be found on the NAGB. : o 2003 : 26 - T4 32° "3

web site (hup://

*Significantly different from 2003.

L OWWW. nagb.org/pubs/ NOTE: Oetail may not sum to totals because of rounding. Oata were not collected at grade 8 in 2000, In addition to allowing for ions, the i
H b ht l) permitted resuits at grade 4 (1998-2003) differ slightly from previous years’ resuits, and from previously reported results for 1998 and 2000, due to changes in sample
pu s.ntmi). weighting tests were using numbers.
: .. . SOURCE: U.S, Oep; of ion, Institute of ion Sciences, National Centar for i i National of i Progress
The minimum scale (NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2000, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
Q O ~ 1eve ol . ) - .
. scores for achievement Percentages of students at or above Basic and Proficient in reading, grades 4 and 8: 1992-2003
¢ levels are as follows: T
Grade Grade 18
. 4 8
i Basic 208 243

i Proficient 238 281
. Advanced 268 323
. As provided by law, NCES,
. upon review of a con-
{-gressionally mandated a v L
* evaluation of NAEP, has «+ — 2 W B %
* determined that achieve- ; | ' lons A ;

Accommodations not permitted Aecommodnluns permitted

l ;
;% ot or above Basic
!

1% at or above Proficient

at or above Basic

% at or above Proficient

H not permitted permitted not permitted permitted
" mentlevelsaretobe . Grade 4 Grads 8
" used on a trial basis and . «gigurcanty aiferent ram 2003.
i should be interpreled * 7 NOTE: Data were not collected at gade 8 in 2000. In addition to allowing for jons, the j itted resufts at grade 4 (1998-2003) differ
B " . stightly from pravious years' resuits, and from previously reported results for 1998 and 2000, due to changes in sample weighting procedures. Significance tests were
. and used with caution. performed using unrounded numbers.
; U.s O of ion, Institute of jon Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP),
* However, both NCES 1992, 1994, 1998, 2000, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.

i and NAGB believe that

* these performance
standards are useful for
understanding trends in
student achievement.

_ NAEP achievement levels

» have been widely used by

" national and state officials.’

. .ok snualions, i analyucfxl"

,%yrx "‘wgw

El{llc : Advanced “This level sig xﬁe‘s supenoﬂ} perfonmaucc)

9 i
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Trends in Percentiles Differ by Grade Level

Looking at changes in
scores for students at lower-,
middle-, and higher-perfor-
mance levels gives a more
complete picture of student
progress. An examination of
scores at different percen-
tiles on the 0-500 reading

scale at each grade indicates
whether or not the changes
seen in the national average
score results are reflected in
the performance of lower-,
middle-, and higherperform-
ing students.

Reading scale score percentiles, grades 4 and 8: 1992-2003

The percentile indicates the
percentage of stuclents whose
scores fell below a particular
score. For example, 25
percent of assessed students’
scores fell below the 25th
percentile score and 75
percent fell below the 75th
percentile score.

There was a 1 point increase
in the fourth-grade reading
score at the 90th percentile
between 2002 and 2003, and
the score in 2003 was not
found to be significantly
different from that in 1992,
The score at the 75th
percentile for fourth-graders
showed no significant
change since 2002, but was

Grade 4 Percentiles Grade 8 Percentiles . . R
) v ) v higher in 2003 than in 1992.
5ooJ, ! ! } sooJ, | ]
o I | ; e : There were decreases in
330 | 330 H .
! : ! i eighth-grade scores at the
i ; | |
[l H .
ste| | : a0} 308 305 306 i \ 10th and 25th percentiles
e QamuGuuwnuns . 901!
i Lo 303 305 306 from 2002 to 2003. Scores at
. . 288
R I ‘ 1 290 | 8 B e nae O 15th the 10th, 25th, 50th, and
I 1 | ] i 75th percentiles were higher
270 | g4y 283 263 284 270 | gap¢ 262e 267 : ) ’
zgﬁ.a,.------mo-a-em 90th Sre 28w n o) o SOMh in 2003 than in 1992.
i 262 262 263° |
250 » 24 244 2458 250 i P 0
232.,3,; A WO . 75th 237 2350 . ”2@2 : 25 O ==Q Acommodations not permilted
T zzz' 2?3‘ 2‘1‘ 244 Cmange="" 2?1 244°1242 Dl Atcommodations permitted
230 i y 230
219 2 220 421 { s }
CLITCITET -.-W—x 50th 243+ R 2 ; Significantly different from 2003,
210 [ 217 2180 23122 210 o ig o, 217 10 NOTE: Data were not cotected at grade 8 in 2000.
; | ! ' tn addition to allowing for accommodations, the
184 ge | 193 183 5 accommodations-permitted results at grade 4 (1998-
190 9"30.}..--- ""ﬁ:—'g/lg? 195 25th 150 2003) differ stightly from previous years' results, and
| 191* 189* from previously reported resutts for 1998 and 2000,
170 I ! due to changes in sample weighting procedures.
170 [ 167 443+ 170 i tests wers using
[ '~.g9_'.. -"M 160 10h nuinbers.
f ! 163 159°* 150 us. 0 of Institute of
150 P 4 ) i g £ducation Sciences, Nationa! Center for Education
{ | ‘ i 1 , Statistics, Natlonal Assessment of Educational
[1] . 0203 0 oz 92 %8 ‘00 '02'03 Progress (NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2000, 2002,
'92  '94 98 '00 '02'0:

NAEP 2003 Reading Assessment Design

Assessment Framework

The NAEP reading frame-
work, which defines the
content for the 1992-2003
assessments, was devel-
oped through a compre-
hensive national consulta-
tive process and adopted
by NAGB.

The reading framework is
organized along two
dimensions, the context for
reading and the aspect of
reading. The context
dimension is divided into
three areas that character-
ize the purposes for
reading: reading for
literary experience,
reading for information,
and reading to perform a
task. All three contexts are
assessed at grade 8, but
reading to perform a task
is not assessed at grade 4.
The aspects of reading,

which define the types of
comprehension questions
used in the assessments,
include forming a general
understanding, developing
interpretation, making
reader/text connections, and
examining content and
structure. Each student read
one or two passages and
responded to approximately
10 questions in 25 minutes.
The sample questions on
pages 16-19 illustrate how
the assessment measures the
contexts and aspects of
reading described in the
NAEP reading framework.

The complete framework is
available on the NAGB web
site (http://www.nagb.org/
pubs/pubs.html).

Student Samples

Results from the 2003
reading assessment are
reported for the nation and

states at grades 4 and 8. The
national results are based on
a representative sample of
students in both public
schools and nonpublic
schools, while the state
results are based only on
public-school students.

Accommodations

Itis NAEP’s intent to assess
all selected students from
the target population.
Before 1998, no testing
accommodations were
provided to students with
disabilities and limited-
English-proficient students
who participated in the
NAEP reading assessments.
In 1998 and 2000 (at fourth
grade only), NAEP was
administered to two report-
ing samples—“accommoda-
tions not permitted”

and “accommodations

and 2003 Reading Assessments.

permitted.” Beginning in
2002, the NAEP reading
assessment adopted the new
“accommodations permit-
ted” procedure as its only
administration procedure,
and thus had only one
reporting sample as in
reading assessment years
prior to 1998.

Because the representative-
ness of samples is ultimately
a validity issue, NCES has
commissioned studies of
the impact of assessment
accommodations on overall
scores. One paper that
explores the impact of two
possible scenarios on NAEP
is available on the NAEP
web site (http://
www.nces.ed.gov/
nationsreportcard/pdf/
main2002/statmeth.pdf).

Q ‘
. BEST COPY AVAILABLE



The Nation’s Report Card

How States Performed in Reading

In addition to national
results, the 2003 reading
assessment collected perfor-
mance data for fourth- and
eighth-graders who attended
public schools in states and
other jurisdictions that
participated. In 2003, all 50

4 and 8.

State Average Score
Results

Tables 1 and 2 present
average reading score

states and 3 other jurisdic-
tions participated at grades

results for fourth- and
eighth-graders, respectively.
Among the 46 states and
Jjurisdictions that partici-
pated in both the 2002 and
2003 fourth-grade assess-
ments, 1 showed an increase
in the average reading score

[2ams, ArrpEiper b mab oy

Accommodations not permitted

1992 1994 1998
Natfon (publlc)! 215 212+ 215
Alabama 207 208 211
Alaska - - -
Arizona 209 206 207
Arkansas 211 209 *** 209 *
California 202 197 *»* 202
Colorado 217 %+ 213 *** 222
Connecticut 222 >+ 222w+ 232
Delaware 213 *** 206 *** 212 ***
Florida 208 *** 205 *** 207 ***
Georgia 212 207 *** 210
Hawaii 203 * 201 *** 200 ***
Idaho 219 - -
Ilinois - - -
Indiana 221 220 -
lowa 225 223 223
Kansas - - 222
Kentucky 213 *** 212 *** 218
Louisiana 204 197 *** 204
Maine 227 228 o+ 225
Maryland 211 **» 210 =+ 215
Massachusetts 226 223 *** 225
Michigan 216 - 217
Minnesota 221 218 *** 222
Mississippi 199 > 202 204
Missouri 220 217 *** 216 ***
Montana - 222 226
Nebraska 221 220 -
Nevada - - 208
New Hampshire 228 223 *** 226
New Jersey 223 219 *** -
New Mexico 211 %> 205 206
New York 215 % 212 *** 216 %
North Carolina 212 %> 214 **+ 217+
North Dakota 226 *** 225 *** -
Ohio 217 *** - -
Oklahoma 220 **+ - 220 ***
Oregon - - 214
Pennsylvania 221 215 -
Rhode Island 217 220 218
South Carolina 210 *** 203 *** 210
South Dakota - - -
Tennessee 212 213 212
Texas 213 212 217
Utah 220 217 215*
Vermont - - -
Virginia 221 213 *** 218*
Washington - 213 *** 217
West Virginia 216" 213 *** 216
Wisconsin 224 224 >+ 224
Wyoming 223 221 219
Other jurisdictions
District of Columbia 188 179 »** 182 ***
DDESS? - - 220+
DoDDS? - 218 *** 223

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

221 %+

and 1 showed a decrease.
Of the 42 states and jurisdic-
tions that participated in
both the 1992 and 2003
fourth-grade assessments,
13 showed increases and

5 showed declines in aver-
age scores,

Accommodations permitted

1998 2002 2003
213 217 216
211 207 207
- - 212
206 205 209
209 213 214
202 206 - 206
220 - 224
230 229 228
207 **+ 224 224
206 *** 214+ 218
209 *++ 215 214
200 *** 208 208
- 220 218
- - 216
- 222 220
220 223 223
221 222 220
218 219 219
200 * " 207 205
225 225 224
212 *+ 217 219
203 %% 234 e 228
216 219 219
219 225 223
203 203 205
216 *+* 220 222
225 224 223
- 222 221
206 209 207
226 - 228
- - 225
205 208 203
215 *** 222 222
213+ 222 221
- 224 222
- 222 222
219 **+ 213" 214
212 %++ 220 . 218
- 221 219
218 220 216
209 *++ 214 215
- - 222
212 214 212
214 217 215
216 222 219
- 227 226
217+ 225 223
218 224 221
216 219 219
222 - 221
218+ 221 222
179 *++ 191 188
219 + 225 223

224 225

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

—Not available.

*Significantly different from 2003 when onty
one jurisdiction or the nation is being
examined.

* *Significantly different from 2003 when
using a multiple-comparisan procedure based
on all jurisdictions that participated in both
years.

INati

results for prior to
2002 are based on the national sample, not
on aggregated state samples.

2pepartment of Defense Domestic Dependent
Elementary and Secandary Schools.

3Depanment of Defense Dependents Schools
(Overseas).

NOTE: State-leve! data were not collected in
2000. Comparative performance results may
be affected by ch in exclusion rates for
students with disabilities and limited-English-
profici in the NAEP samples. In
addition to allowing for accommadations, the
accommadations-permitted results for
national public schoals at grade 4 (1998-
2003) differ slightly fram previous years’
results, and from previously reported results
for 1998, due to changes in sample weighting

Signi tests were perft
using unrounded numbers.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education,
Institute of Education Sciences, National
Center for Education Statistics, National
Assessment Of Educational Progress (NAEP),
1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading
Assessments.



At grade 8, of 44 states and (when accommodations
jurisdictions that participated  were permitted) and

in both 2002 and 2003, 1 2003, 8 showed increases
showed a gain and 6 showed and 7 showed declines in
declines in average scores. Of  average scores.

the 39 states and jurisdictions

that participated in both 1998

Accommodations . . . Accommodations . . —Not available.
not permitted permitted *Significantly different from 2003 when only one jurisdiction or the nation is being
1998 < 1998 2002 2003 examined.
Nation (public)* 261 261 26_3 * 261 *Significantly different from 2003 when using a muitiple-comparisan procedure based on
Alabama 255 ; 266 X 253 253 all jurisdictions that participated in both years.
Alaska - y- - 256 INational results for prior to 2002 are based on the national sample, not on
Arizona 261 *** 260 *** 257 255 aggregated state samples.
Arkansas 256 256 260 258
California 253 - 252 250 251 20epartment of Defense D ic Dep E y and Secondary Schools.
Colorado 264 ©o264c . - 268 3pepartment of Defense Dependents Schoals (O ).
Connecticut 272 %> 270 ¢ 267 . 267
Delaware 256 == | 254 %+ 267 * 265 NOTE: State-level data were not collected in 1992, 1994, or 2000. Comparative
Flosida 253 255 261 257 performance results may be affected by changes in exclusion rates for with
Georgia 257 1 287 258 258 disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples. Significance tests
were perf d using b
Hawaii 250 249 252 251
Idaho - T 266 264 SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center
Hlinois - = - 266 for Education Statistics, Nationat A of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1998,
Indiana - - 265 265 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
lowa - : - - 268
Kansas 268 . 268 269 266
Kentucky 262 ¢ . 262+ 265 266
Louisiana 252 252 256 253
Maine 273 ** o2ne 270 268
Maryland 262 . 261 263 - 262
Massachusetts 269+ 269 2n 273
Michigan - ; - 265 264
Minnesota 267 265 - 268
Mississippi 251+ 251 255 255
Missouri 263 *** 262 *** 268 267
Montana 270 271 ) 270 270
Nebraska - - 270 * 266
Nevada 257 *** 258 *** 251 252
New Hampshire - - - 271
New Jersey - - - 268
New Mexico 258 *-+* 258 «** 254 252
New York 266 265 264 265
North Carolina 264 . 262 265 * 262
North Dakota - - 268 270
Ohio - - 268 267
Qklahoma 265 * . 265+ 262 262
Qregon 266 266 268 * 264
Pennsylvania - . - 265 264
Rhode island 262 C264 0> 262 261
South Carolina 255 ©285* 4 258 258
South Dakota - - - 270
Tennessee 259 258 260 258
Texas 262 261 262 259
Utah 265 263 263 264
Vermont - : - 272 271
Virginia 266 266 269 268
Washington 265 264 268 * 264
West Virginia 262 262 264 260
Wisconsin 266 265 - 266
Wyoming 262 *** T263 ¢ 265 * 267
Other Jurisdictions 3 )
District of Columbia 236 236 240 239
DDESS? 269 268 272 269
DoDDS 3 269 *** 269 *-** 273 273
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The Nation

s Report Card

State vs. Nation
Comparisons

Figures 1 and 2 show how
the performance of students
in participating states and
jurisdictions compares to the
performance of students in
the national public-school
sample.

In 2003, 28 of the 53 states
and other jurisdictions that
participated at grade 4 had
average scores that were
higher than the national
average, 11 had scores that
were not found to differ
significantly from the
national average, and 14

had average scores that were
lower than the average score
for the nation.

Of the 53 states and other
jurisdictions that partici-
pated in 2003 at grade 8, 31
had average scores that were
higher than the national

Statel/jurisdiction had higher average scate score than nation,

Statel/jurisdiction was not found to be significantly different from nation in average scale score.
[:::] Stateljurisdiction had lower average scale scora than natlon.

average, 6 had average
scores that were not found
to differ significantly from
the national average, and 16
had average scores that were
lower than the national
average score.

Progress (NAEP), 2003 Reading

Department of Defense D ic Depend y and Secondary Schools.

?Department of Defense Di Sch (D )

SOURCE: U.S. D of E ion, | of Ed ion Sci National Center for Ed Statistics, A t of E
Assessment.
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State Achievement-Level
Results

The figures on this and the
next page show the percent-
ages of fourth- and eighth-
graders at each achievement
level for the states and
jurisdictions that partici-

assessment. In both figures,
the shaded bars represent
the proportion of students
at each of three achieve-
ment levels—Basic, Proficient,
and Advanced—as well as the
proportion below Basic. The
central vertical line divides
the proportion of students

who fell below the Proficient
level (i.e., at Basic or below
Basic) from those who
performed at or above the
Proficient achievement level
(i.e., at Proficient or at
Advanced). Scanning down
the horizontal bars to the
right of the vertical line

allows easy comparison of
states’ and other jurisdic-
tions’ percentages of students
at or above Proficient—the
achievement level identified
by the National Assessment
Governing Board as the
standard all students should
reach. States and other

Colorado
Connecticut
Delaware
DOESS'
Do0DS?
Indiana
lowa
Maine
Massachusetts
Minnesota
Missouri
Montana
New Hampshire
New Jersey
New York
North Carolina
Ohio
Pennsylvania
South Dakota
Vermont
Virginia
Washington
Wisconsin
Wyoming

Alaska
Arkansas
Florida
Georgia
Idaho

liiinois
Kansas
Kentucky
Maryland
Michigan
NATION (public)
Nebraska
North Dakota
Oregon
Rhode Island
Utah

West Virginia

Alabama
Arizona
California
Districl of Columbia
Hawaii
Louisiana
Mississippi
Nevada

New Mexico
Oklahoma
South Carolina
Tennessee
Texas

s

BRI 28

Percentage at or above Proficient was not Significantly different from nation (public)

SRR IO v

ublic)

Colorado
Connecticut
Delaware
DDESS'
DoDDS?
Indiana

lowa

Maine
Massachusetts
Minnesota
Missouri
Montana

New Hampshire
New Jersey
New York
North Carolina
Ohio
Pennsylvania
South Dakota
Vermont
Virginia
Washington
Wisconsin
Wyoming

Alaska
Arkansas
Florida
Georgia
Idaho

lliinois
Kansas
Kentucky
Maryland
Michigan
NATION (public}
Nebraska
North Dakota
Oregon
Rhode Island
Utah

West Virginia

Alabama
Arizona
California
District of Columbia
Hawaii
Louisiana
Mississippi
Nevada

New Mexico
Oklahoma
South Carolina
Tennessee
Texas

T

100 S0 80

70 60 50 40 30
Percentage below Basic and at Basic

T T

40 50 60

Percentage at Proficient and Advanced

Ipepartment of Defense Domestic

and y Schools.

2Depanmtenl of Defense Dependents Schools (Overseas).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, The shaded bars are graphed using unrounded numbers.

SOURCE: U.S. D of

Institute of

Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progess (NAEP), 2003 Reading Assessment.
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jurisdictions are listed
alphabetically within three
groups: percentage at or
above Proficient was higher
than, not significantly
different from, or lower
than the nation.

At grade 4, as shown in
figure 3, 24 states and other
jurisdictions had higher
percentages of students at
or above Proficient than the
nation, 16 had percentages
that were not found to be

statistically different from
the nation, and 13 had
percentages that were lower
than the nation.

At grade 8, as shown in
figure 4, 25 states and other
jurisdictions had higher

percentages of students at or
above Proficient than the
nation, 11 had percentages
that were not found to be

significantly different from
the nation, and 17 had
percentages that were lower
than the nation.

Percentage at or above Proficient was higher than nation (public)
Colorado : 22! S

Connecticut
DDESS'
DoDDS?

lliinois

lowa

Kansas

Maine

Massachusetts

Minnesota

Missouri

Montana

Nebraska

New Hampshire

New Jersey

New York

North Dakota

Ohio

Oregon

South Dakota

Vermont

Virginia

Washington
Wisconsin .
Wyoming asieal A i L o
Percentage at or above Proficient was not significantly different

R o G

Delaware
Idaho 24 i
Indiana i
Kentucky
Maryland
Michigan
NATION (pubtic}
North Carolina
Oklahoma
Pennsylvania
Rhode Island
Utah

Alabama
Alaska
Arizona
Arkansas
California
District of Columbia
Florida
Georgia
Hawaii
Louisiana
Mississippi
Nevada

New Mexico
South Carolina
Tennessee
Texas

West Virginia

100 9 80 70 60 50 40 30 20 10 0 10 20 30
Percentage below Basic and at Basic

Colorado
Connecticut
DDESS

13] DoDDS?

Illinois
lowa
Kansas
Maine

['5:] Massachusetts

Minnesota
Missouri
Montana
Nebraska

14 New Hampshire

New Jersey
New York
North Dakota
Ohio

Oregon
South Dakota
Vermont
Virginia
Washington
Wisconsin
Wyoming

Delaware
Idaho

Indiana
Kentucky
Maryland
Michigan
NATION (public)
North Carolina
Oklahoma
Pennsylvania
Rhode Island
Utah

Alabama
Alaska
Arizona
Arkansas
Califomia
District of Columbia
Florida
Georgia
Hawaii
Louisiana
Mississippi
Nevada

New Mexico
South Carolina
Tennessee
Texas

West Virginia

40 50 60
- Percentage at Proficient and Advanced

Schools.

Ipepartment of Defense Domestic D and
Zpep of Defense [ Schools (Overseas).

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding. The shaded bars are graphed using unrounded numbers.
SOURCE: U.S. of ion, Institute of

ERIC

8 10

Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 2003 Reading Assessment.
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Percentage of Students at or Above Proficient Across Years by State

The percentage of students
at or above the Proficient
level across years is pre-
sented in table 3 for grade 4
and in table 4 for grade 8.

Accommodations not permitted

1992 1994 1998
Nation (pubile)? 27+ 28 29 ’
3
Alabama 20 23 24 :

Alaska - - -

Arizona 21 24 22
Arkansas 23 *xx 24+ 23+
California 19 18+ 20 :
Colorado 25 ** 28 *** 34

Connecticut 34 *oxx 38 46
Delaware 24 2+ 23 *x* 25 e+
Florida 2] 2 23+ 23 =
Georgia 25 26 24
Hawaii 17+ 19 17+
Idaho 28 - -
lllinois - - -
Indiana 30 33 -
lowa 36 35 35

Kansas - - 34
Kentucky 23 *ox 26* 29
Louisiana 15 =.2* 15 *.*x 19

Maine 36 41 *xx 36
Maryland 24 = xx 26 %+ 29
Massachusetts 36 36 37
Michigan 26+ - 28
Minnesota 31 e 334 36
Mississippi 14 #»* 18 18
Missouri 30" 31 29+
Montana - 35 37 :
Nebraska 31 34 -
Nevada - - 21
New Hampshire 38 36 38
New Jersey 35 33+ -
New Mexico 23 21 22
New York 27 wwx 27 #ox# 29 *
North Carolina 25> 30 28+
North Dakota 35 38 **> - ;
Ohio 27w - -
Oklahoma 29 - 30"
Oregon - - 28
Pennsylvania 32 30 - L
Rhode Island 28 32 32 |8
South Carolina 22+ 20 =*» 22
2
South Dakota - - - .
Tennessee 23 27 25 :
Texas 24 26 29
Utah 30 30 28*
Vermont - - -
Virginia 31 26 *** 30*
Washington - 27 x»» 29
West Virginia 25 26 29
Wisconsin 33 35 34
Wyoming 33 32 30
Other jurisdictions
District of Columbia 10 8 *or 10
DDESS2 - - 32
DoDDS3 - 28 *** 34

Q

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Of the 46 states and other
jurisdictions that partici-
pated in both the 2002 and
2003 fourth-grade reading
assessments, 1 showed an
increase and 1 showed a

decrease in the percentage
of students at or above

fourth-graders at or above

Proficient increased in 17 of

the 42 states and jurisdic-

-Accbmmodgtldns permitted -
1998 02002 .. 2003
Gt i 30",f 30
2 - 2

23* -

20
330
2435
P 22., .
2"
Cr 24 -
e ot
Ci. 33 -
s34 233
29 :
17 - : 20
35 7 357 i
27% 30 32
© 36 FELaTe 40
Fo287 w30 320
35 ‘37 37
17 16" 180
28 %4 320 34
37 36" 35
= 34 32
20 21 -20
37 v 40
- - 39
21 21
29+ 35.:
27+ 32
- 34
- 34
. .-30* 265 .
26 131
= a4
31 32
22 26
25 25!
28 28 "
28+ .33
- 39 -3
30" 35
30 33
.28 29
34 - 33
29+ 3. 34
10 - 10 10
32 34: 35
S 33 - 33 35
9 11

Proficient. The percentage of

tions that participated in
both the 1992 and 2003
assessments, and none
showed a decline since
1992.

~Not available,

*Significantly different from 2003 when only
one jurisdiction or the nation is being
examined.

**Significantly different from 2003 when
using a multiple-companson procedure based
on all jurisdictions that participated in both
years.

INational results for assessments prior to
2002 are based on the national sample, not
on aggregated state samples.

2pep of Defense Domestic D
Elementary and Secondary Schools.

3p, p
{Overseas).

of Defense Dep Schaols

NOTE: State-level data were not collected in
2000. Comparative performance results may
be aff in ion rates for
students with disabilities and limited-English-
proficient students in the NAEP samples. in
addition to allowing for accommodations, the
accommodations-permitted results for
national public schools at grade 4 (1998-
2003) differ slightly from previous years'
results, and from previously reparted results
for 1998, due to changes in sample weighting

N ff 4 procedures, Significance tests were performed

using unrounded numbers.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education,
Institute of Education Sciences, National
Center for Education Statistics, National
Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP),

. ’ 1992, 1994, 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading

Assessments.
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The Nation’s Rep

ort Card

Of the 44 states and jurisdic-
tions that participated in the
2002 and 2003 eighth-grade
reading assessments, 1

showed an increase and 2

showed declines in the
percentage of students at or
above Proficient. Between
1998 (when accommoda-

tions were permitted) and
2003, the percentage of
eighth-graders performing
at or above Proficient in-

creased in 5 of the 39 states
and jurisdictions that partici-
pated in both years, and 1
showed a decline.

Accommodations
not permitted
1998
Natlon (public)* 31
Alabama 21
Alaska -
Arizona 28
Arkansas 23+
California 22
Colorado 30*
Connecticut 42+
Delaware 25*
Florida 23
Georgia 25
Hawaii 19
Idaho -
lllinois -
Indiana -
lowa -
Kansas 35
Kentucky 29
Louisiana 18*
Maine [V
Maryland 31
Massachusetts 36*
Michigan -
Minnesota 37
Mississippi 19
Missouri 29 *
Montana 38
Nebraska -
Nevada 24 *
New Hampshire -
New Jersey -
New Mexico 24*
New York 34
North Carolina 31
North Dakota -
Ohio -
Oklahoma 29
Oregon 33
Pennsylvania -
Rhode Island 30
South Carolina 22
South Dakota -
Tennessee 26
Texas 28
Utah 31
Vermont -
Virginia 33
Washington 32
West Virginia 27
Wisconsin 33
Wyoming 29*
Other Jurisdictions
District of Columbia 12
DDESS? 37
DoDDS3 36

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

30
22

27
23
21

30
40
23
23
25

19

11
39
37

1998

o

Accommodations
- permitted
2002

31
21

23
27
2

37
33
29
26

20
34

32

38
32
22
38
32

39
32
20
33

37
36
19

20
32
32
35
35

28

37

35
30
24

28
31
32
40

37
37
29

31

2003

30

22
27
25
27
22

36

37
31
27
26

22
32
35
33
36

35
34
22
37
31

43
32
37
21
34

37
35
21
40
37

20
35
29
38
34

30
33
32
30
24

39
26
26
32
39

36
33
25
37
34

10
37
40

-Not available.

*Significantly different from 2003 when only one jurisdiction or the nation is being
examined.

**Significantly different from 2003 when using a multiple-Comparison procedure
based on all jurisdictions that participated in both years.

! I results for

not on aggregated state samples.

prior to 2002 are based on the national sample.

2pepartment of Defense D ic Dependent El tary and S dary Schools.

3pepartment of Defense Dependents Schoals (Overseas).

NOTE: State-level data were not collected in 1992, 1994, or 2000. Comparative
performance results may be affected by changes in ion rates for stud with
disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP Signi
tests were performed using unrounded numbers.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National
Center for Ed Statistics, Nati tof E Progress (NAEP),

1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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How Various Groups of Students Performed in Reading

A complex mix of educa-
tional and socioeconomic
factors may interact to affect
student performance.

In addition to reporting on
overall students’ perfor-
mance on its assessinents,
NAEP also reports on the
performance of various
subgroups of students. The
reading performance of

subgroups of students in
2003 indicates whether they
have progressed since
earlier assessments and
allows for comparisons with
the performance of other
subgroups in 2003.

Average Reading Scores by Gender

The figures below present
average reading scores for
males and females across
assessment years.

No statistically significant
changes were detected in
average scores of male or

female fourth-graders
between 2002 and 2003, or
between 1992 and 2003.

The average reading score
for male eighth-graders
declined 2 points between
2002 and 2003; the average

When reading these sub-
group results, it is important
to keep in mind that there
is no simple, cause-and-
effect relationship between
membership in a subgroup
and achievement in NAEP.

Female students scored
higher on average than
male students at both
grades 4 and 8.

score in 2003 was higher
than in 1992. The average
score for female eighth-
graders in 2003 was not
found to differ significantly
from the scores in any of the
previous assessment years.

Average reading scale scores, by gender, grades 4 and 8: 1992-2003

Male Female
500J/ 500J/ @ wwQ Acommodotions not permitted
e e Diwwe] Accommadations permitted
80 23: *Significantly different frorn 2003.
280 NOTE: Data were not coliected at grade 8 in
280 280 2000. In addition to allowing for accommoda.
270 267 267 2?0 tions, the accommodations-permitted results
w | L
+ ] g
250 234-..2‘??-* - '255 260%258 Grade 8 250 reparted results for 1998 and 2000, due to
changes in sample weighting procedures.
240 240 Significance tests were performed using
230 230 unrounded numbers.
* us. t
220 213 214 2320 220 23&“ "2(39- -~ "'zzq" -2 3 z 222 ’222 Grade 4 Institute of Education scienzes, National
B 208 “'W . 219° Center for Education Statistics, National
210 [rnegpan” " 212 215 215  Grade d 210 ur Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP),
: .
200{ | 208 200 1992, 1994, 1998, 2000, 2002, and 2003
190 { 190 Reading Assessments.
180 180
P P
ui L
0 0
‘92 '94 '98  '00 '02'03 '92  '94 ‘98 '00 '02'03

Average Reading Score Gaps Between

Males and Females

In 2003, female students scored higher on average

than male students by 7 poi

nts at grade 4 and by 11

points at grade 8. No statistically significant

change was detected in the

gender-gaps-between - e

2002 and 2003, and the fourth- and eighth-grade

gaps observed in 2003 were
- cantly different from those

*Significantiy different from 2003,

not found to be signifi-
in '1992.

NOTE: Data were not collected at grade 8 in 2000. Score gaps are caiculated based on differences

between unrounded average scale scores. Signi tests were
numbers.
SOURCE: U.S. of Ed Institute of

using

Sciences, Naﬂunal Center for

Education Statistics, Nationat Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2000

2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments,

11

Femnle uveruge score o i
‘minys male uvemge score ‘ o

o S 1992 —e.8 !
“Accommodutions 1994 |——e 10 ¥
‘nok permitted * . 1998 ;

) ‘,Ac:commodullonsA ‘
" not _per_m[m_d .




The Nation’s Report Card

Achievement-Level Results by Gender

The percentages of male ages of male or female At grade 8, the percentage comparison to any of the
and female students at or students performing at or of male students at or above  previous assessments. The
above the Basic and Proficient  above the Basic and Proficient  Proficient was higher in 2003 percentages of both male
reading achievementlevels  levels, and the percentages  than in 1992. There wasno  and female students at or

are presented below. in 2003 were not found to significant difference de- above Basic declined from
At grade 4, no significant differ significantly from tected in the percentage of 2002 to 2003, but both
change was detected from those in 1992 for either female eighth-graders ator  percentages were higher in

2002 to0 2003 in the percent- subgroup. above Proficient in 2003 in 2003 than in 1992.

Percentages of students at or above Basic and Proficient in reading, by gender, grades 4 and 8: 1992-2003

50 s
not
’ -
40 : ]
1% at or above Basic % at or above Basic
i
3 [
% at or above Proficient 1% at or above Proficient
*Significantly different from 2003.
0 i NOTE: Deta were not collected at grade 8 In 2000. In addition to allowing for accommodations, the
JR—_— d itted results at grade 4 (1998-2003) differ slightly from previous years'

0 YU B W

‘92 ‘94 ‘98 00 '98 ‘00 ‘02 O3 results, and from previously reported resutts for 1998 and 2000, due to changes in sample
Accommodations  Accommodations Accommodations Accommodations welghting igni tests wero using numbers.
not permitted permitted not permitted permitted us. of jon, Institute of ion Sciences, National Center for
Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educationai Progress (NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998,
Grade 4 Grade 8 2000, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.

1 F67 67 67
{ —p2- 8- e
* .

ﬁ S 1L
92 9% ‘9% ‘0 9% 00 W W R UWW B WD
Accommodations Accommodations Accommodations Accommodations
not permitted permitted not permitted permitted

Grade 4 Grade 8
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ighlights 2003

Average Reading Scores by Race/Ethnicity

Students who took the ethnic subgroups based on were also higher in 2003 grades 4 and 8. At grade 4,
NAEP reading assessment student self-identification. than in 1992. The apparent  White students also scored
were identified as belong- L. acp ; .
ing 10 one of the racial/g There were no significant decrease in the. average hlgher on average than
ethnic subarotids showr in changes detected since 2002 score for A.mcncan Ind.lan/ Asian/Pacific Islander
ErOUps § : , y . Alaska Native students in students, and Hispanic
the figures below or as in the average scores for any t
“other” based on informa- of the racial/ethnic groups 200.3 was no.t fo.und to be students scored higher on
lion obtained from school at either grade 4 or grade 8. st.atmncally significant at average than Bla.ck students.
records. The results pre- The average scores for either grade 4 or grade 8. T.here were no significant
sented here for 1992 White, Black, and Asian/ In 2008, White students and differences detected at
through 2000 differ from Pacific Islander fourth- Asian/Pacific Islander grade 8 betwe.en the ave.rage
those pres.emed in rea_(lmg graders were higher in 2003 students outperformed ;cor;s ro; W(}jme an: Asian/
rep‘orts. prior to 2002, in than in 1992, The average Black, Hispanic, and Ameri- acific Islander students or
\Vthhdl FSUI{ES were rlc/ scores for White, Black, and  can Indian/Alaska Native between the average s]c(ox €s
ported for five racia . s i i :
! Hispanic eighth-graders students on average at both for Hispanic and Blac
students.
Average reading scale scores, by race/ethnicity, grades 4 and 8: 1992-2003
White Black Hispanlc Aslan/Pacific Islander American Indian/Alaska Native'
@l L i’ NN
rd f g ; s : o
300 : b ; Z
80 i P i
. 287 26 m : . i % 285 267 ‘
A Y Y . § H | i
W GLegeer zﬂ-—""“m M ‘ . : = ...3__;_.%4270 :
260 . : f ! : H . 264 , 2.!&8
280 : Lo ] Co e u5 pene
. ,  aiee Oy 3 P PP
20 s v RO T TR B w | W o
230 as 23‘." JBE" 2250 g i e 2,.8 :
S PPY i H i N ¢ H
20 ; a5 g B 1 | u 9 s a0 226 1
1 i P ; I 9 N us | Srvniun,,
i [ ; : 197 3¢ 137 i
e [ 182 193% 4pqe : 165+ 1 |
) P s TP I O S0 e l
10 ; 193 e | | R T l
180 i ; ! ol i D
e 11 T 1 | 1 |
92 '94 '8 '00 '02'03 9 % 98 00 ‘02703 92 ' ‘98 00 '02'03 9 o ‘98 '00 ‘02'03 ‘92 9% ‘98 ‘00 '02'03

. § C:w» =< Accommodations not permitted D==m{1 Accommodations permitted
*Significantly different from 2003.

lSample size was insufficient to permit a reliable estimate for American Indian/Alaska Native students in 1992 and 1998 at grades 4 and 8.
NOTE: At each grade, approximately 1 percent of students were classified as American Indian/Alaska Native or “other” (not shown). Data were not Collected at grada 8 in 2000. In addition to allowing for

the itted results at grade 4 (1998-2003) differ slightly from previous years’ results, and from previously reported results for 1998 and 2000, due to changes in
sample weighting i tests were using numbers.
SOURCE: U.S of & ion, Institute of ion Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educationat Progress (NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2000, 2002,

and 2003 Reading Assessments.

Average Reading Score Gaps Between Selected Racial/Ethnic Subgroups |

Averagc sCore gaps across assessment years ) White averuge score o White uverage score ;
between White and Black students and T minus Bluck uverage score minus Hispanic average score
between White and Hispanic students are _ 1) - . YR ]995 - o7
presented in the figures shown to the right. Acommodations - 1994 | — @3 1994 f——————e35
not permitted 1998 —————33 1998 | —————o31
At both grades 4 and 8, the average score SUIRURRRONE R |} s, HRNY . N promesumramn. < S
gaps between White and Black students and Acommodations ;333 —03§4 ;zzg 4—03235_“
between White and Hispanic students in permitted 2002 3'0 2002 23'
2003 were not found to differ significantly 003 |———o3 W3 ———oN
from those in 2002 or 1992,
Accommodations :333 ——‘gg : }333
. —
mot permitied 998 o2 1998
B 1998 ——e% 1998
+ Accommodations )
permitted ] 2002
S B pom— RS - § o .

*Significantly different trom 2003.

NOTE: Oata were not collected at grade 8 in 2000. Score gaps are calculated based on 0 10 0 30 @ . 0 10 0 K 49
differences between unrounded average scale scores. Significance tests were performed Score gups Score gaps
using unounded numbers, .
us. o of ion, Institute of ion Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2000, 2002, and 2003 Reading
Q Assessments.
ERIC BEST COPY AVAILABLE
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Achievement-Level Results by Race/Ethnicity

Achievement-level results for
the racial/ethnic subgroups
are presented in the figures
below.

At both grades 4 and 8,
there were no significant
changes detected in the
percentages of students at or
above the Basic and Proficient

levels within any of the
racial/ethnic subgroups
since 2002. At grade 4, the
percentages of White,
Black, and Asian/Pacific
Islander students at or
above Proficient were
higher in 2003 than in
1992. Also, the percent-

ages of White and Black
students at or above Basic
were higher in 2003
compared to 1992, No
significant changes were
detected in the percent-
ages of Hispanic students at
or above Basic or Proficient
in 2003 compared to 1992.

At grade 8, the percentages
of White students and Black
students at or above the
Basicand Proficient levels
were higher in 2003 than in
1992. A higher percentage
of Hispanic students scored
at or above Basicin 2003
than in 1992,

Percentages of students at or above Basic and Proficient in reading, by race/ethnicity, grades 4 and 8: 1992-2003

@ %8 W W 0NN @2 % BT WB LB
A dati A dati Accommodations Accommodations
permitted not permitted permitted

not permitted

Grade 4 Grade 8

@ % %W W WRT

Asian/Pacific Islander

92 9w W ®
el dations . et b

not permitted permitted not permitted permitted

Grade 4 Grade 8

80

9 ‘94 '8 W %W wn s

2 % WU W WR D

dati A dati Accommodations Accommodations dati A dations A dati A dat
not permitted ermitted not permitted permitted not permitted permitted not permitted permitted
p
Grade 4 Grade 8 Grade 4 Grade 8
American Indian/Alaska Native!
80
not

70 Py
60 % at or above Basic . % a1 or above Basic

= ] [ !

s [ " B 2 N S
; R e aora cient % at or af on
[ 51, 8 ; -
49 L \ 47 3 H
U - ‘ . - = *Significantly different from 2003.
;m g gt oo 2 1gample size was insufficient to permit a reliable estimate for American Indian/Alaska Native students in 1992
s -oq R and 1998 at grades 4 and 8.
25 s I 5_ NOTE; Data were not collected at grade 8 in 2000. At each grade, approximately 1 percent of students wese
: t classified as American Indian/Alaska Native of “other” (not shown). In addition to allowing for accommoda-
Hl ‘ L tions, the accommodations-permitted results at grade 4 (1998-2003) differ slightly from previous years’
; results, and from previously reported results for 1998 and 2000, due to changes in sample weighting
i} ! ; i tests were using numbers.

‘92 ‘%4 '8 00 m'w'uz"ua 92 '94 '98 00 'S8 00 '02 03
Accommodations Accommodations A A dati
not permitted permitted

Grade 4 Grade 8

not permitted permitted

SOURCE: US. of Institute of Sciences, National Center for Education
Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1992, 1994, 1998, 2000, 2002, end 2003
Reading Assessments.
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shts 2003

Average Reading Scores by Students’ Eligibility for Free/Reduced-Price School Lunch

NAEP collects data on
students’ eligibility for free/
reduced-price lunch as an
indicator of family eco-
nomic status. Eligibility for
free and reduced-price
lunches is determined by
students’ family income in
relation to the federally
established poverty level.
Free lunch qualification is
set at 130 percent of the
poverty level, and reduced-
price lunch qualification is
set between 130 and 185
percent of the poverty level.
Information regarding
students’ eligibility in 2003
was not available for 10
percent of fourth-graders
and 11 percent of eighth-
graders, cither because their
school did not participate in
the National School Lunch
Program or for other reasons.

At grade 4, average scores
were higher in 2003 than in
1998 for students who were
eligible for free/reduced-
price lunch and for students
who were not eligible, but
showed no significant

change between 2002

“and 2003.

At grade 8, the average
score for students who were
eligible for free/reduced-
price lunch showed a de-
crease between 2002 and
2003. Average scores in 2003
were not found to differ
significanty from those in
1998 for students who were
eligible for free/reduced-
price lunch or for students
who were not eligible.

Results broken down by
students’ eligibility for free
lunch and eligibility for
reduced-price lunch are
available on the NAEP web
site (http://nces.ed.gov/
nationsreportcard/
naepdata). The average
reading scores for fourth-
and eighth-graders who
were eligible for free lunch
were lower than the scores
for students who were
eligible for reduced-price
lunch, and both were lower
than the scores for students
who were not eligible.

Grade 4 Grade 8

sooJ, 5ooJ,

P o
300 300
290 290

i i
280 280 g :
270 270 zcg;-—--"z'-:,‘;un , Mot elgible
260 260 1
250 250 et e ’
e Eligible

240 240 | 245 24977247 9
230 O o300 Not eligible 230
220 227* 22g¢ ZTO 229 220
210 I 210
200 %03 ’201 Eligible 200
190 | 196* ygi. 190
180 180

P P

oT oT

98 '00 '02 '03 ‘98 '00 '02 '03

De=={] Accommodatlons permitted

*Significantly different from 2003.

NOTE: Data were not collected at grade 8 in 2000. In addition to allowing for accommodations, the
accommodations-permitted results at grade 4 (1993-2003) differ sllghlly from previously reported resuits for
1998 and 2000, due to changes in sample weighting tests were using
unrounded numbers.

us. of Institute of ion Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics,
Nationa! Assessment of Educationa) Progress (NAEP), 1998, 2000, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.

Achievement-Level Results by Students’ Ellglblllty for Free/ Reduced- Prlce Lunch

The percentages of fourth-
graders at or above Basic
were higher in 2003 than
1998 for students who were
cligible and for students
who were not eligible for
free/veduced-price lunch.
For those students who were
cligible, the percentage at
or above Proficient was
higher in 2003 than in 1998,

At grade 8, the percentage
of students at or above Basic
decreased between 2002 and
2003 for students who were
cligible, but the percentage
at or above Basicin 2003 was
not found to differ signifi-
cantly from that in 1998.

Eligible +x~

Average Readmg Score Gaps Between

Students Who Were Eligible and Those

Who Were Not Eligible for Free/Reduced-

Price Lunch

At grade 4, the average score gap between
students who were eligible and students who
were not eligible for free/reduced-price lunch
in 2003 was not found to be significantly differ- :

... ent from the gap in either 1998 or 2002, At
grade 8, the gap in 2003 was larger than in’
2002 but was not found to be significantly

permitted
Grade 4
Not eligible

Grade 8

% at or above Basic

D % at or above Proficient

permitted

cdifferent from 1998,

Nol-eligible gverage score
minus ellg'ble average score

e S ——— .ty

I998 —————— 3|
000 ————————e 3¢
002 ——oU
03— 28

. 1EAaommodmIons
. permitted
{

,/«1998 ————e U

Aaommoduﬂons -
permitted £2002 |————o 20
JNY o5

R o

B WW B % W w 3 0 10 W 3N 4
Accommodations Accommodations :

permitted permitted : Score gaps

Grade 4 Grade 8 * *Significantly different from 2003.

*Significantly different from 2003.

NQTE: Data were not collected at grade 8 in 2000. In addition to ailowing for the
results at grade 4 11993—2003) differ stightly from prwmusiy reported results for 1998 and 2000, due to changss in sample

NOTE: Data were not collected at grade 8 in 2000. Significance tests were performed
using unrounded numbers. Score gaps are calculated based on differences between
unrounded average scale scorss.

tests werg
Instiwte of

welghting
SDURCE: US of €

using numbers,
lon Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National

Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1998, 2000, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.

15

! us of £ Institute of Education Sciences, National
Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress {NAEP),
1998, 2000, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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Sample Reading Assessment Questions

The NAEP reading assess-
ment measures students’
comprehension of reading
materials that are drawn
from sources typical of
those available to students
inside and outside of school
(e.g., children’s magazines,
informational books, and
anthologies). Students who
participate in the assess-
ment read these texts and
then answer comprehension
questions about them. Some
of the comprehension
questions are formatted as
multiple-choice questions
and others are formatced as

constructed-response ques-
tions. With the constructed-
response questions, students
are required to provide their
own written answer to the
question based on informa-
tion from the reading
passage.

Brief descriptions of texts
for items used in the 2003
assessment and some of the
comprehension questions
that accompanied them are
presented on this and the
following pages to illustrate
the content of the assess-
ment. The complete texts

and the entire set of compre-
hension questions that
accompanied each of these
examples (along with addi-
tional released texts and
questions from past assess-
ments) are available on the
NAEP web site (http://
nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/
itmrls).

The tables presented here
with each sample question
show the percentage of
students who answered a
multiple-choice question
correctly or whose responses
to a constructed-response

The Watch Out for Wombats
article by Caroline Arnold that
. was included in the fourth-

I grade reading assessment

This sample question asked
. students to retrieve informa-
tion explicitly stated in the
article.

iyloriginally appeared in a magazine

typically available to students in
schools and libraries. The article
describes the types of wombats

that live in Australia, their similari-
ties to koalas, their eating and
sleeping habits, their tempera-

question were rated at or
above a particular score
level, first as the overall
percentage and then as the
percentage of students at
each achievement level who
answered successfully. For
the multiple-choice ques-
tions shown, the oval corre-
sponding to the correct
response is filled in. For the
constructed-response
questions, sample student
responses are presented. In
addition, the reading
context and reading aspect
being assessed by each
question are identified.

ments, and the way they nurture
theiryoung. *

" 'NAEP reading comiosh

- SOURCE: U.S. Department of Edica
" of Educationel Progréss: {NAEP):2

e
agpe O CBUDH
ding Assessments .

*%ﬁ i, o Z =
) ) - . Percentage correct -

BelowBasic || AtBasic | AtProficient : AtAdvanced
207°or betow || 208-237* 238-267* i 268 or above®
{8

Where do wombats live?

@ North America

@® Greenland
@ Australia
® Africa

IatReading/Aspect:
Developing Interpretation

This question asked
students to use what they
learned about the wombat’s
temperament to infer how
wombats might respond to
humans.

- 7 s ]
0 i - Percentage correét - ¥ - dnty
; ) Overall percentage Below ’Bésfcx At Basic At Proficient ! AtAdvanced
& correct 207 or-below* 208-237* 238-267* .. 268 orabove'
76 55 | 81 92 ' 97

INAEP reading composite scale range. i %‘

SOURCE: U.S. Dep of d ln;ﬁtii}e of Sciences, National Center for Kational’

of Educational Progress (NAEP), 2003 ReadIAg Assessmenit .

What would a wombat probably do if it met a person?

@ Try to attack the person

@ Run away from the person

@ Growl at the person

@ Beg for food from the person

iing Aspect I
Developing interpretation

16 18
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This question measured
students’ ability to support -
or make infererices about
wombats by using informa-

tion from the text. Answers to

this question were rated on

four levels: “Extensive,”
“Essential; “Partial,’ or
“Unsatlsfactory g
Responses to thls questlon ‘
that were scored “Essential”
demonstrated understandlng
of why people should not
have wombats as pets by -
citing at least two wombat
traits discussed inthe 4.
passage of two negative
outcomes that might occur if
wombats were kept as pets,
or by linking one traittoa -
negative outcome. -

Lourth"ﬁradé‘}i xtnedL

Responses to this question
that were scored “Extensive”
demonstrated a thorough
understanding of why people
should not have wombats as
pets by citing at least two
wombat traits discussed In
the passage and connecting
one of the traitsto a
negative outcome that might
occur If wombats were kept
as pets, or by citing two
negative outcomes, linking to
a wombat trait.

"Below Basic
207 or below*

238-267' ;268 or above

5,
o ummalmyess@NAEP),ZOO:!R iding Assessment

Sample “Essential” response

Give two reasons why people should not have wombats as pets. Use what you
learned in the passage to support your answer.

1%@&05( Moy afe wild animals,
4]

ATy ved o plate vo dig burfouk

34

b

S

BelowBasic ||  AtBasic
207-0r below! 208-2371

. 10

AtAd "

. At Proficient .
- 268 or above!

238-267*
20

Overall percentage

INAEP'ieading composia:scale ra
SOURCE: U5, Depariment of Educe
ot/ E&’Seadonal ng;ass (NAEP), 2003°%

Sample “Extensive” response

Give two reasons why people should not have wombats as pets. Use what you learned
i in the passage to support your answer.

Wambadn wpuld Mo nmadre. oo csoo&
mwmmw@&@mw
WMMWO&W
omd @ L oct bcaned. Tk coulddteas
MGQYW%UPQMMW
A«anp oo~V o Qetd. Maop,

I Duwsnouss- fDW\.Q\O‘Qﬁ&QQPb
d?bcm&&mot,o&Q@J O- Cade., A0

Developmg Interpretanon

Reading for Information

17 19
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" The eight "grade readiné’ w0 The?%;ory begins when :Roger ¢ him. Ratﬁf Athan tuming hlm over - -the story, the boy;is teft standing
comprehénsion questions attempts to steal Mrs. Luella = tothe pollce Mrs. Jones takes on the front stoop unable to
presented here are based on Bates Washington Jones' purse, Roger home and teaches him a thank Mrs. Jones, dumbfounded
the short story, “Thank You, but the woman qulgkly catches - lesson at;ggg trust, compgsslon, by h(eurddlsplay of generosity.
M’am,” by Langston Hughes. - i ' f= ' R

AtAdvanced
i 323 or above*
99

At Basic
243-280

This sample question asked
students to choose an
answer that best describes
a character’s motivation
throughout the story.

@

Why did the boy sit on the far side of the room while Mrs. Jones was making their dinner?

@® He wanted to sit close to Mrs. Jones.
< @ He wanted to show Mrs. Jones he could be trusted.
@© He wanted to help Mrs. Jones prepare the food.

@ He wanted to keep an eye on Mrs. Jones.

i
i

| Reading for Literary Experience Developing Interpretation

Q
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e

This question measured e
students’ abillty to integrate
major events across the text
to describe the storys
theme. Answers to this * -
question were rated on four
levels: “Extensive;” “Essen-.
tial: “Partial,”-or “Unsatis-
factory” ’ '
Responses to this question
that were scored “Essential”

provided a theme that
demonstrated a thoughtful
understanding of the story,-
but did not support the
interpretation with specific
reference to story events. ..
that reflect the theme.

Responses to this question
that were scored “Extensive”
provided a theme that
showed a thoughtful
understanding of the story
and supported the Interpre-
tation with specific refer-
ence to story events that
reflected the theme.

BelowBasic || AtBasic || AtProficle MW“
242 orbelow || 243-280° 2813220 | 323 or above*
. e L 86 .

) of jon, Institite of
Higiess (NAEF), 2003 Reading Assessment,
o AR :

e

Sclences,

g

Sample “Essential” response

What do you think is the theme of the story? Support your answer with details from the
story.

You con. Find  KndvessS '\ & DSen
aven £ you do sometning wirong e them,.
The person oo dofs .50mp+hm9 +08

\ o C

»%@ﬁ; RE CEETT Gk

vnéﬁ"entage;?ﬁfénswe’:’, e

At Proficient | AtAdvanced
281-322! 323 or above®

At Basic

26

i ‘NAEP reading coglpnsne soale (ange‘
URCE ys Depantmant.af Edu

j Reading for Literary Experience

Sample “Extensive” response

What do you think is the theme of the story? Support your answer with details from the

S[Ol'y. N
T ¥k the Yhard oY

N arona 1S ot aoermone con
e trusked [§uyou st Give them &
cnoence . onen Y\ Hred ¥ steo]
Durse he covldpt oe rsied bot
Whan ahe oot um o e piecé
of her mintl, N storkd Yo gnope
up - T when dnias W’O(\/\.— ok
ro N hoose Y croldye vn
Ohon A ler ao of him whan
Fhorn ben ¥ flq'itdQ ﬂ'\u(\ h_ oS
%l“}-'}'ﬂj\a N Ner Qurad ond nY
cauld ’b% é}o\bﬂ it Doy he odidnt.
Do D ot SOOIV A conce
Hhe M rusieqy,

—‘_,

’\40

Examining Content and Structure
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Technical Notes
School and Student Samples

All 50 states and three jurisdictions participated and met
the minimum guidelines for reporting their results in 2003.
Approximately 188,000 fourth-graders from 7,500 schools
and 155,000 eighth-graders from 6,100 schools were as-
sessed in reading in 2003. The national samples were larger
in 2002 and 2003 than in previous assessment years because
they were based on the combined sample of students
assessed in each participating state, plus an additional
sample from nonparticipating states and private schools.

In 1992-2000 the national samples were drawn separately
from the state samples and were smaller than the samples
resulting from aggregating the state samples.

'Tﬁere has been a shift in the racial/ethnic composition of
the student population and students participating in NAEP.
The percentage of Hispanic students increased from 7
percent in 1992 to 17 percent in 2003 at grade 4, and from
8 percent to 15 percent at grade 8. The percentage of

Northeast
Midwest

South

White students decreased from 73 percent in 1992 to 60
percent in 2003 at grade 4, and from 72 percent to 63
percent at grade 8. The percentage of Black students,
which has changed less over the years, is approximately
17 percent at grade 4 and 16 percent at grade 8.

Prior to 2003, results in NAEP were reported for four
NAEP-defined regions of the nation: Northeast, Southeast,
Central, and West. To align NAEP with other federal data
collections, beginning in 2003 NAEP analysis and reports
have used U.S. Census Bureau definitions of “region.” The
four Census-defined regions are: Northeast, South, Midwest
and West. Figure A.1 shows how states are subdivided into
these census regions (the two Department of Defense
Educational Activities jurisdictions are not assigned to any
region). As a result of this change in the region variable,
the following section presents the results by region of the
country for the 2003 assessment only.

: U.S D of Commerce and Statistics A

U.S. Census Bureau.
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Additional Data Tables

National Results by Region of the Country

Peréentége of st‘uden‘ts

At or above At or above .
Baslc Proficient At Advanced

70 37 9
68 35 9
62 30 7
57 26 6
79 38 4
79 37 4
7 29 3
68 28 3

Weighted ‘

percentage Average Below
of students scale score Basic

Northeast 18 224 30

Midwest 23 222 32

South 35 217 38

West 24 212 43

Northeast 18 268 21

Midwest 23 269 21

South 36 261 28

West 23 258 32

U.S. Dep: of Institute of
Reading Assessment.

National Results by Type of School

Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 2003

Percentage of students

“Atorabove’ At or above i o
" Basic Proficlent  AtAdvanced |

62 30 7
80 48 14
81 48 14
80 48 14
72 30 3
90 53 8
90 51 7
90 56 10

eragere: scale scores an diacl
Weighted j
percentage Average - Below
ofstudents  scalescore ~ Basle
Publlc 90 216 38
Nonpublic 10 235 20
Catholic 5 235 19
Other 5 234 20
Publlc 91 261 28
Nonpubllc 9 282 10
Catholic 5 281 10
Other 4 284 10
U.s 0 of Institute of
Reading Assessmernt.

Pt R SN

3

Sciences, National Center for.Education Staistics, National Assessment of £ducationat Progress {NAEP), 2003
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“Percentage of stqdénts ' ‘Percentage of students
Average : " Ator Ator Average CUoater
scale _-Below . : above i . above - scale “above
sCores i Baslc™ . * °'.Basic 7. Proficlent scores ©oBasle Y
Natlon (public) 213 42 58 26 220 65
Alabama 204 50 50 21 211 44 56 24
Alaska 205 48 52 23 218 36 64 33
Arizona 206 49 51 21 212 43 57 26
Arkansas 209 45 55 25 218 36 64 31
California 202 54 46 18 209 47 53 24
Colorado 220 33 67 32 227 28 72 41
Connecticut 224 30 70 38 232 23 77 47
Delaware 222 31 69 30 226 27 73 36
Florida 214 42 58 29 222 33 67 35
Georgia 210 45 55 24 218 37 63 30
Hawaii 202 53 47 17 215 39 61 26
Idaho 216 38 62 28 221 33 67 33
lllinois 214 41 59 28 219 37 63 33
Indiana 216 38 62 29 224 30 70 37
lowa 220 33 67 31 227 26 74 38
Kansas 216 38 62 29 224 29 71 36
Kentucky 215 , 40 60 27 223 32 68 34
Louisiana 200 56 44 17 210 48 54 23
Maine 221 32 68 32 226 27 73 39
Maryland 215 42 58 29 222 34 66 36
Massachusetts 225 29 71 38 231 24 76 43
Michigan 216 39 61 30 222 33 67 34
Minnesota 216 37 63 31 229 25 75 44
Mississippi 202 55 45 17 209 48 52 20
Missouri 219 35 65 31 226 29 71 37
Montana 218 35 65 30 228 26 74 40
Nebraska 218 37 63 30 223 31 69 35
Nevada 202 54 46 16 211 42 58 24
New Hampshire 224 29 71 35 232 22 78 45
New Jersey 222 33 67 35 229 27 73 42
New Mexico 201 55 45 18 206 51 49 20
New York 218 37 63 30 226 28 72 38
North Carolina 216 40 60 27 227 29 71 38
North Dakota 218 35 65 28 225 28 72 36
Ohio 218 35 65 31 226 27 73 37
Oktahoma 210 43 57 23 217 37 63 29
Oregon 213 42 58 26 223 31 69 36
Pennsylvania 215 38 62 30 222 32 68 36
Rhode Isfand 213 41 59 26 220 34 66 33
South Carolina 211 45 55 22 219 36 64 30
South Dakota 220 34 66 31 225 28 72 36
Tennessee 208 47 53 22 217 38 62 30
Texas 212 44 56 24 218 38 62 29
Utah 215 38 . 62 28 224 30 70 36
Vermont 224 29 71 34 229 24 76 40
Virginia 219 36 64 32 228 27 73 39
Washington 216 37 63 27 226 28 72 39
West Virginia 215 40 60 25 223 30 70 32
Wisconsin 217 36 64 28 225 28 72 37
Wyoming 219 34 66 30 225 28 72 37
Other Jurisdictions
District of Columbia 182 74 26 8 195 64 36 13
DDESS! 218 37 63 28 229 25 75 42
DoDDS? 222 32 68 32 228 24 76 38
1pep: of Defense and y Schools.
2 of Defense Schools (Overseas).
SOURCE: U.S. Dep of ion, Institute of Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 2003 Reading Assessment.
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v . Percentage of students, . :
Average S ©Ator -t ALOF Average
scale . Below 1-above .. v o ‘above: ok scale : above: "y .
scores ~ Basle Basic ;- Proficient . scores : S - . Proficient. .
Natlon (public) 256 33 67 25 267 23 77 35
Alabama 246 42 58 17 261 28 72 28
Alaska 250 39 61 22 263 28 72 32
Arizona 251 38 62 21 260 29 7 29
Arkansas 254 34 66 23 263 26 74 31
California 247 42 58 20 255 35 65 25
Colorado 262 27 73 29 274 18 82 43
Connecticut 262 28 72 31 273 19 81 43
Delaware 260 28 72 26 270 18 82 37
Florida 251 39 61 21 263 26 74 32
Georgia 253 37 63 22 263 24 76 30
Hawaii 245 46 54 17 258 32 68 26
Idaho 258 29 7 26 271 18 82 39
lllinois 264 25 75 31 269 21 79 38
Indiana 259 28 72 26 270 18 82 39
lowa 261 26 74 28 273 15 85 43
Kansas 260 29 71 28 272 18 82 42
Kentucky 261 27 73 27 272 17 83 40
Louisiana 248 41 59 18 258 31 69 26
Maine 262 26 74 29 275 15 85 45
Maryland 255 35 65 24 269 23 77 37
Massachusetts 268 23 77 37 278 14 86 49
Michigan 259 30 70 27 270 20 80 38
Minnesota 261 27 73 29 274 16 84 46
Mississippi 249 41 59 16 260 28 72 26
Missouri 263 25 75 30 271 16 84 39
Montana 264 22 78 30 276 14 86 45
Nebraska 261 27 73 29 271 18 82 41
Nevada 246 43 57 15 258 31 69 26
New Hampshire 265 24 76 34 276 14 86 47
New Jersey 263 25 75 32 272 17 83 42
New Mexico 246 43 57 16 257 32 68 24
New York 259 31 69 28 271 19 81 42
North Carolina 256 33 67 23 267 22 78 34
North Dakota 264 22 78 31 275 15 85 46
Ohio 263 25 7% 30 270 19 81 38
Oklahoma 256 32 68 24 268 20 80 35
Oregon 259 30 70 27 270 21 79 39
Pennsylvania 259 30 70 26 270 18 82 38
Rhode Island 256 34 66 25 266 23 77 34
South Carolina 253 36 64 19 263 26 74 29
South Dakota 265 23 77 32 275 14 86 45
Tennessee 252 38 62 21 265 24 76 31
Texas 253 35 65 21 265 24 76 31
Utah 259 28 72 26 269 19 81 38
Vermont 265 23 77 32 276 14 86 45
Virginia 263 25 75 31 272 18 8 41
Washington 258 30 70 27 271 19 81 39
West Virginia 254 35 65 20 265 22 78 30
Wisconsin 259 29 71 29 274 16 84 45
Wyoming 262 26 74 29 272 15 85 40
Other jurlsdictions
District of Columbia 231 62 38 8 245 45 55 13
DDESS! 261 27 73 28 278 1 89 47
DoDDS? 269 17 83 34 277 12 a8 46
! Department of Defense Domestic y and Secondary Schools.
2 of Defense D Schools (Overseas).
SOURCE: u.S. of ion, Institute of Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress {NAEP}, 2003 Reading Assessment.
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White Black Hispanic
. ' Peri:entage of students i MPercér}ia‘g'e of students o i’ércentagé of students
Weighted  Average Ator Ator Weighted  Average Ator Ator Weighted Average ) } Ator Ator

percentage  scale Below abowe  above {percentage scale Below above above | percentage scale i Below  above above

of students scores Basic  Basic Proficient |of students scores | Basic _ Basic Proficlent| of students scores ; Baslc  Basic Proficlent
Nation (pubtic) 59 227 26 74 39 17 197 61 39 12 18 199 57 43 14
Alabama 60 219 34 66 30 37 188 69 3 9 1 b4 b4 b4 b4
Alaska 54 226 27 73 40 5 209 44 56 21 4 209 45 55 21
Arizona 50 223 29 71 35 5 196 59 41 13 36 195 62 38 12
Arkansas 69 223 30 70 35 25 190 68 32 10 4 204 52 48 18
California 34 224 31 69 36 8 193 63 37 1 47 191 67 3 9
Colorado 67 232 22 78 45 5 208 46 54 18 23 205 52 48 18
Connecticut 69 238 16 84 54 14 201 54 46 12 14 206 51 49 18
Delaware 56 233 18 82 44 33 211 46 54 16 8 209 47 53 20
Florida 51 229 25 75 42 23 198 60 40 13 21 211 45 55 24
Georgia 51 226 28 72 38 38 199 58 42 12 6 201 52 48 17
Hawaii 16 221 32 68 35 2 211 42 58 18 3 204 47 53 17
Idaho 84 222 31 69 33 1 b4 b4 b4 b4 13 199 61 39 12
linois 60 228 26 74 42 21 194 64 36 10 16 197 58 42 15
Indiana 80 224 29 71 36 12 197 62 38 1 5 212 42 58 26
lowa 87 226 26 74 37 5 196 66 34 8 5 205 52 48 17
Kansas 78 226 29 n 37 10 197 60 40 14 8 207 49 51 19
Kentucky 85 221 33 67 33 12 202 56 44 16 1 b4 b4 b4 b4
Louisiana 44 223 30 70 34 53 189 70 30 8 1 b4 b4 b4 b4
Maine 95 224 29 71 36 2 t t t t 1 b b b b
Maryland 52 231 24 76 44 37 200 59 41 14 5 209 48 52 23
Massachusetts 74 234 19 81 48 10 207 50 50 15 u 202 57 43 15
Michigan 71 228 25 7% 40 21 189 70 30 8 5 205 52 48 16
Minnesota 81 229 24 76 43 8 194 62 38 14 4 195 64 36 16
Mississippi 45 221 33 67 30 53 192 67 3 8 1 b4 b4 b4 t
Missouri 78 227 27 73 39 18 203 54 46 14 3 218 39 61 30
Montana 85 227 26 74 38 1 b4 b4 b4 b4 2 b4 b4 b4 b4
Nebraska 81 225 29 71 36 6 203 53 47 17 9 202 56 44 14
Nevada 54 217 37 63 28 10 193 63 37 9 28 192 64 36 1
New Hampshire 94 229 24 76 41 2 b4 b4 b4 t 2 206 52 48 19
New Jersey 58 235 18 82 49 18 200 59 41 14 16 212 44 56 21
New Mexico 32 22 33 67 34 3 202 55 45 18 51 197 59 41 13
New York 52 235 18 82 48 20 203 56 44 14 21 208 49 51 18
North Carolina 58 232 23 7 44 29 203 56 44 12 6 212 44 56 24
North Dakota 88 224 28 72 34 1 b4 b4 b4 b4 2 b4 b t b
Ohio 78 226 26 74 39 17 202 56 44 16 2 207 52 48 23
Oklahoma 61 220 32 68 32 1" 195 59 41 13 7 200 56 44 14
Oregon 76 222 T 32 68 34 3 202 52 48 19 14 199 57 43 15
Pennsylvania 74 227 25 75 40 19 191 68 32 9 4 195 59 41 10
Rhode Island 69 224 29 71 36 9 196 60 40 12 18 196 61 39 12
South Carolina 55 226 26 74 36 40 199 60 40 1 3 205 52 48 20
South Dakota 84 227 26 74 37 1 b4 t b4 b4 2 b4 b4 b4 b4
Tennessee 71 220 33 67 32 25 188 70 30 9 2 206 49 51 27
Texas 41 227 26 74 39 14 202 56 44 16 42 205 52 48 17
Utah 83 223 29 n 35 2 b4 b4 b4 b4 1 194 64 36 1
Vermont 95 226 27 3 37 2 b4 b4 b4 b4 1 b4 b4 b4 b4
Virginia 62 231 23 77 44 27 206 51 49 16 5 210 45 55 20
Washington 70 226 27 73 38 7 212 42 58 23 12 201 56 44 16
West Virginia 95 220 35 65 29 4 203 55 45 13 # b4 b4 4 b4
Wisconsin 79 225 27 73 36 9 200 58 42 13 6 209 46 54 20
Wyoming 86 224 29 71 36 1 b4 b4 b4 b4 8 214 41 59 23

Other jurisdictions

District of Columbia 5 254 10 90 70 85 184 73 27 7 9 187 71 29 8
DDESS! 47 232 22 78 44 27 213 43 57 21 18 216 41 59 26
DoDDS? 49 230 22 78 43 21 215 38 62 22 12 220 34 66 29

See notes at end of table. P
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scaleseoresiand achievemontlene 4 .
Asian/Pacific Isiander American Indian/Alaska Native

Percentage of students ﬁerﬁentage of students

Weighted  Average At or Ator Weighted Average: Ator At or

percentage  scale Below . above above |percentage scale : Below above  above

of students scores Basic _Basic Proficient of students scores . Baslc n

Natlon (public) 4 225 31 69 37 1 202 53 47 16
Alabama 1 1 1 % 1 1 3 b b b
Alaska 8 207 S50 50 18 28 184 70 30 9
Anzona 2 225 32 68 38 7 182 75 25 6
Arkansas 1 b b b b 1 b b b b
California 10 224 2 68 37 # b4 b4 b4 b4
Colorado 3 225 31 69 33 1 t b b b4
Connecticut 3 231 26 74 44 # b4 b4 b b
Delaware 3 238 14 86 48 # b b b b4
Florida 2 233 21 79 44 # b4 b b4 b4
Georgia 2 233 23 77 43 # b4 b4 b b
Hawaii 67 205 50 50 18 # b4 b4 b4 b4

ldaho 1 b b b b 2 b b b b

llinois 2 235 16 84 46 # b4 b4 b4 b
Indiana 1 1 1 1 1 # 1 % 1 1

lowa 2 b b 1 1 1 % % b 1

Kansas 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Kentucky 1 b b b b # b b b b
Louisiana 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 b 1
Maine 1 b b 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
Maryland 5 237 20 80 52 # b4 b4 b4 b
Massachusetts 4 229 26 74 40 # b4 b4 b b
Michigan 2 232 25 75 51 1 b b b b4
Minnesota 6 197 63 37 15 1 1 1 b 1
Mississippi 1 b b b b # b b b b
Missouri 1 b b b 1 # % b b 1
Montana 1 b4 b4 b4 b4 11 195 62 38 15
Nebraska 1 t t t t 2 1 b b b
Nevada 6 214 41 59 21 2 190 66 34 12

New Hampshire 1 1 1 1 1 # % b ! b
New Jersey 7 235 21 79 47 # b4 b4 b4 b4
New Mexico 2 b4 b4 b4 b4 13 182 75 25 6
New York 5 230 25 75 42 1 b4 b4 b4 b4
North Carolina 2 227 27 73 36 2 200 59 41 8
North Dakota 1 b4 b4 b4 b4 9 202 57 43 13
Ohio 1 1 1 t 1 # b b b 1
Oklahoma 1 b4 b4 b4 b4 18 206 48 52 18
Oregon 4 219 39 61 3 2 b4 b4 b b
Pennsylvania 1 1 1 1 Tt # 1 % b b
Rhode Island 4 221 33 67 28 # b4 b b b4
South Carolina 1 % % b b # b b b b
South Dakota 1 b b4 b4 b4 12 197 60 40 11
Tennessee 1 b b b b # 1 b b b
Texas 3 229 27 73 39 1 b4 b4 b4 b

Utah 3 212 46 54 23 1 b4 b b b4

Vermont 2 b4 b4 b4 b4 1 b4 b4 b4 b
Virginia 4 235 21 79 50 1 1 b 1 b
Washington 8 218 36 64 29 3 208 43 57 21
West Virginia # b4 b4 b4 b4 1 b b4 b b
Wisconsin 3 213 46 54 27 2 211 42 58 25
Wyoming 1 1 1 1 1 4 189 70 30 10

Other jurisdlctions

District of Columbia 1 3 b b b # b b b b
DDESS! 3 b4 b4 b4 b4 1 b ! ! b
DoDDS? 10 223 30 70 31 1 b4 b t b4

#The estimate rounds to zero.

*Repomng standards not met. Sample size is insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.

1pepartment of Defense Domestic Dependent Elementary and Secondary Schools.

2pep of Defense D Schools {Overseas).

NOTE: Results are not shown for students whose race based 0n school records were “other” or, if school data were missing, who seif-reported their race as “multiracial® but not “Hispanic;” or did not self-report
racial/ethnic information.

SOURCE: U.S. O« of ion, Institute of ion Sciances, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress {NAEP), 2003 Reading Assessment.
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The Nation’s Report Card

White Black Hispanic
" Percentage of students . Percentage of students -

Weighted  Average! "+ ' " Ator Ator. | Weighted Average ). - CAtor LiAtor Weighted Average:

percentage  scale . -Below - above above |percentage scale ;- Below: above i above: | percentage scale |

of students scores .~ Basic " Basic Proficient [of students scores . Basic. .. Basic | of students  scores :

Nation (public) 61 270 18 82 39 17 244 47 53 15 244
Alabama 63 262 25 75 30 35 237 54 46 9 1 t t t t
Alaska 58 268 21 79 36 4 249 40 60 13 4 246 44 56 17
Arizona 51 268 20 80 36 5 245 48 52 16 36 240 49 51 12
Arkansas 73 266 21 79 33 22 232 58 42 6 3 257 32 68 25
California 35 265 24 76 34 9 239 52 48 12 41 237 54 46 11
Colorado 70 275 15 85 43 6 249 40 60 16 20 247 43 57 14
Connecticut 7l 275 16 84 45 14 244 48 54 12 11 244 45 55 14
Delaware 63 273 15 85 40 27 248 40 60 13 6 246 40 60 13
Florida 51 268 21 79 37 27 239 52 48 11 19 251 38 62 19
Georgia 54 268 19 81 36 39 244 46 54 12 4 245 45 55 16
Hawaii 15 259 31 69 31 2 b4 b4 b4 b4 2 249 41 59 28
Idaho 87 267 21 79 35 # b4 t b4 b4 10 242 47 53 12
lllinois 63 276 13 87 45 20 247 44 56 13 14 250 39 61 16
Indiana 82 269 19 81 36 12 244 46 54 13 3 247 43 57 16
lowa 91 269 18 82 38 3 245 44 56 10 4 244 46 54 13
Kansas 80 271 18 82 40 9 243 47 53 10 7 245 45 55 17
Kentucky 87 269 19 81 36 10 245 46 54 14 1 t t t t
Louisiana 49 267 20 80 33 46 238 54 48 9 2 t b4 t b4
Maine 96 269 21 79 37 2 b4 b4 b4 b4 1 b4 b4 b4 b4
Maryland 58 271 20 80 40 32 245 45 55 13 6 251 39 61 20
Massachusetts 78 278 14 86 49 8 252 38 62 18 9 246 44 56 14
Michigan 70 272 16 84 39 24 242 51 49 12 3 257 33 67 27
Minnesota 83 273 17 83 42 6 243 49 51 12 3 240 54 46 16
Mississippi 49 267 20 80 32 49 243 50 50 9 1 b4 b4 b4 b4
Missouri 82 272 15 85 39 15 243 48 52 10 1 t t t t
Montana 87 273 15 85 40 # t t b4 b4 2 b4 b4 b4 b4
Nebraska 84 271 18 82 39 5 239 53 47 10 7 241 51 49 11
Nevada 56 262 25 75 29 11 233 57 43 7 25 237 56 44 8
New Hampshire 94 272 18 82 41 2 b4 b4 b4 b4 2 b4 b4 b4 b4
New ersey 60 277 12 88 48 20 248 42 58 15 14 248 39 61 17
New Mexico 34 268 20 80 35 3 246 45 55 14 52 243 47 53 12
New York 55 277 13 87 48 21 246 45 55 14 17 250 39 61 18
North Carolina 60 271 17 83 38 31 247 44 56 13 4 244 48 52 15
North Dakota 90 272 16 84 40 1 b4 b4 b4 t 1 b4 b4 b4 b4
Ohio 78 271 18 82 39 18 249 40 60 13 2 268 19 81 37
Oklahoma 64 267 20 80 34 9 240 49 51 13 6 250 38 62 17
Oregon 80 267 23 77 36 3 251 39 61 18 9 249 40 60 18
Pennsylvania 80 268 19 81 36 15 243 48 52 11 3 257 36 64 24
Rhode [sland 75 267 22 78 36 8 241 50 50 15 13 238 54 46 8
South Carolina 54 269 18 82 35 43 244 47 53 10 2 t t t t
South Dakota 88 273 15 85 41 1 b4 b4 b4 t 1 t b4 b4 b4
Tennessee 73 265 24 76 32 24 239 53 47 9 2 t t t t
Texas 44 272 16 84 39 15 247 44 56 14 37 247 41 59 14
Utah 86 268 20 80 35 1 b4 b4 b4 b4 9 241 49 51 13
Vermont 96 271 18 82 39 1 b4 b4 b4 b4 1 b4 b4 b4 b4
Virginia 65 275 15 85 44 27 250 38 62 15 4 266 22 78 31
Washington 74 268 20 80 36 6 251 40 60 19 9 246 45 55 16
West Virginia 94 260 28 72 25 5 248 40 60 13 # b4 b4 b4 b4
Wisconsin 84 271 17 83 41 9 234 60 40 8 3 244 49 51 17
Wyoming 88 269 18 82 36 2 b4 b4 b4 b4 6 255 34 66 20
Other jurlsdictions

District of Columbia 3 t t t t 88 236 55 45 8 8 240 49 51 11
’ DDESS! 40 280 11 89 50 25 255 30 70 19 23 268 21 79 38
DoDDS? 51 277 10 90 46 19 260 25 75 22 10 269 19 81 35

See notes at end of table. &
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Asian/Pacific Islander
Percentage of students

Weighted  Average Ator Ator
percentage scale Below above  above
of students scores Basic  Basic Proficlent

Nation {pubtic) 4 268 22 78 38
Alabama 1 b b 1 b
Alaska 6 253 36 64 23
Anzona 2 b4 b4 b4 b4
Arkansas 1 b4 b4 b4 b4
California 13 266 24 76 37
Colorado 4 275 16 84 47
Connecticut 3 282 12 88 54
Delaware 3 281 13 87 52
Florida 2 b4 b4 b4 b4
Georgia 2 265 30 70 39
Hawaii 70 249 41 59 19
Idaho 1 b4 b4 b4 b4
Wlinois 3 281 13 87 53
Indiana 1 b4 b4 b4 b4
lowa 2 b b b b
Kansas 3 266 25 75 35
Kentucky 1 b4 b4 b4 b4
Louisiana 1 b4 b4 b4 b4
Maine 1 t t t t
Maryland 4 282 13 87 55
Massachusetts 4 281 13 87 52
Michigan 2 b4 b4 b4 b4
Minnesota 5 257 36 64 26
Mississippi 1 t t t t
Missouri 1 b4 b4 b4 b4
Montana 1 b4 b4 b4 b4
Nebraska 1 b4 b4 b4 b4
Nevada 6 260 25 75 25
New Hampshire 1 b4 b4 b4 b4
New Jersey 6 289 8 92 62
New Mexico 1 b 1 b b
New York 7 270 23 7 42
North Carolina 2 267 24 76 30
North Dakota 1 b4 b4 b4 b4
Ohio 1 b b b b
Oklahoma 2 b4 b4 b4 b4
Oregon 4 265 28 72 34
Pennsylvania 1 b4 b4 b4 b4
Rhode Island 3 252 42 58 23
South Carolina 1 b4 b4 b4 b4
South Dakota 1 t t t t
Tennessee 1 b4 b4 b4 b4
Texas 3 272 14 86 37
Utah 2 262 26 74 28
Vermont 1 b4 b4 b4 b4
Virginia 3 274 12 88 40
Washington 8 270 21 79 39
West Virginia # t t t t
Wisconsin 3 253 39 61 24
Wyoming 1 t ot 1 1
Other Jurlsdictions
District of Columbia 1 t 1 1 1
DDESS! 7 t t t t
DoDDS? 10 272 14 86 38

American Indlan/Alaska Native

Percentage of students

Weighted Average Ator Ator
percentage scale - Below above  above
of students  scores Baslc_ ) Basic Pmﬂc_:{ent
1 248 41 59 18
1 1 b 1
2 235 56 44 1
238 55 45

—

—

6
6
1
1
1
#
#
#
#
#
1
#
#
#
1
#
1
#
#
#
2
2
#
#
0
2
2
#
#
9
1
2
7
#
6
2
#
#
#
9
#
#
2
1
#
3
#
1
3

xRk

=R R i L ok s s ok o S S o o S S TR T

R b bbb b O b b b b b b b b b b e b b b b b b e e e
B I I bt L o o T o S A S S o e O = . I T Vo, ey

S IR R B e L S S S S Lk o e e

24 4 6 1
1
1
1
1
24 48 5 1
1 1
242 48 52 10
244 51 49 12
1 1 1 1
257 31 69 26
1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1
246 46 54 15
1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1
247 38 62 18
1 1 1 1
1 1 1 1
242 52 48 8

-~
-~
R s
-~

#The estmate rounds to zero.

$Reporting standards not met. Sample size is insufficient to Permit a reliatle estimate.
1

of Defense

o

2 of Defense

y and Secondary Schools.

Schools (Overseas).

NOTE: Results are not shown for students whose race based on school records were "other” or, if school data were missing, who self-reported their race as "multiracial® but not "Hispanic. or did not self-report
racial/ethnic information.
SOURCE: 1.S. 0 of

Institute of Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress {NAEP), 2003 Reading Assessment.
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Eligible Not eligible
Percentage of students . L :Eerééntagg of s‘tudgnts;_ o » .
Weighted Average . Ator . Ator Weighted Average TUE e Ater © o Ator
percentage scale Below . above above percentage scale  Below ™ above:” above
of students scores ‘Basic. ~ : Basic  Proficient .| of students scores Basic Basic © . Proficient
Nation (public) 44 201 56 44 15 52 229 25 75 41
Alabama 54 193 63 37 11 45 224 29 7t 36
Alaska 34 192 63 37 13 59 224 30 70 36
Arizona 47 194 63 37 11 43 225 28 72 36
Arkansas 53 204 51 49 20 43 227 26 74 39
California 50 191 67 3 10 46 222 33 67 34
Colorado 30 207 49 51 19 69 231 22 78 45
Connecticut 30 205 50 50 18 67 238 16 84 53
Delaware 38 212 44 56 18 54 231 20 80 41
Florida 48 205 51 49 18 50 231 23 77 45
Georgia 47 200 57 43 13 46 227 26 74 39
Hawaii 48 197 59 41 13 51 219 35 65 29
Idaho 42 207 48 52 20 52 226 27 73 38
lilinais 42 197 59 41 14 54 232 22 78 45
Indiana 35 205 51 49 18 63 229 25 75 40
lowa 32 209 47 53 19 67 230 22 78 42
Kansas 41 206 49 51 18 58 230 23 77 42
Kentucky 50 209 47 53 21 47 229 24 76 41
Louisiana 63 195 62 38 12 33 224 30 70 36
Maine 33 213 43 57 24 65 230 23 77 42
Maryland 34 199 60 40 13 61 230 26 74 43
Massachusetts 29 210 47 53 20 62 236 17 83 51
Michigan 36 201 57 43 16 63 229 24 76 41
Minnesota 29 203 52 48 19 7 231 23 77 44
Mississippi 66 197 62 38 11 28 226 28 72 36
Missouri 39 208 48 52 19 56 232 22 78 44
Montana 36 208 47 53 20 58 232 20 80 44
Nebraska 34 207 48 52 19 59 229 25 75 40
Nevada 41 192 65 35 10 54 218 36 64 28
New Hampshire 17 206 49 51 18 73 233 20 80 45
New Jersey 30 203 54 46 15 62 234 20 80 48
New Mexico 67 195 62 38 13 26 221 33 67 32
New York 52 208 49 51 18 45 238 15 85 51
North Carolina 42 206 52 48 16 52 233 22 78 45
North Dakota 33 210 45 55 19 66 227 25 75 38
Ohio 35 206 49 51 19 57 231 21 79 43
Oklahama 55 204 51 49 17 42 227 25 75 38
Oregon 35 205 50 50 18 63 224 30 70 37
Pennsylvania 38 198 58 42 14 60 231 21 79 44
Rhode Island 39 200 56 44 14 54 229 24 76 41
South Carolina 52 202 55 45 14 47 228 24 76 39
South Dakota 37 210 45 55 21 62 230 22 78 41
Tennessee 41 198 58 42 15 54 222 32 68 34
Texas 54 205 52 48 16 43 226 28 72 39
Utah 33 206 49 51 20 66 226 26 74 38
Vermont 29 214 41 59 22 69 231 21 79 43
Virginia 31 205 53 47 16 67 232 21 79 44
Washington 38 208 47 53 20 51 230 23 77 42
West Virginia 54 212 43 57 21 45 228 25 75 38
Wiscansin 29 205 50 50 18 67 228 25 75 39
Wyoming 34 212 44 56 23 64 228 24 76 40
Other Jurisdictions
District of Columbia 70 182 75 25 6 25 206 52 48 24
DDESS! 37 217 36 64 26 54 227 29 7 40
DoDDS? - - - - - - - - - -
~Not avaitable.
Ipepartment of Defense Domestic O y and ¥ Schools.
2 of Defense Schools (Overseas).

NOTE: Results ara not stiown for students whose eligibility Status was not availabte.
2 LS. of E Institute of Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 2003 Reading Assessment.

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

ERIC 30

928



Eligible Not eligible
Percentage of students” B Percentagé of students
Weighted Average At or Ator Weighted Average Ator At or
percentage scale " Below above above percentage scale Below above above |
of students scores Basic Basic Pm'ﬂclentr of students scores Basic’ __Basic Proficient
Nation {public) 36 246 44 56 15 58 271 18 82 39
Alabama 48 241 48 52 11 52 265 23 7 33
Alaska 25 239 51 49 12 65 263 27 13 32
Arizona 38 241 49 51 12 50 265 23 n 34
Arkansas 46 250 39 61 19 49 267 20 80 34
California 42 237 53 47 12 46 264 25 75 33
Colorado 26 250 40 60 17 12 274 16 84 43
Connecticut 25 245 44 56 15 n 275 17 83 45
Delaware 33 250 39 61 16 58 271 15 85 38
Florida 46 245 45 55 15 49 267 22 8 35
Georgia 41 243 48 54 12 54 269 18 82 37
Hawaii 42 240 51 49 12 57 259 30 70 28
Idaho 34 254 34 66 22 57 270 18 82 38
fllinois 34 249 41 59 15 62 276 13 87 46
Indiana 29 248 41 59 16 68 272 16 84 40
lowa 25 252 37 63 . 18 2 273 15 85 41
Kansas 33 253 36 64 22 65 2713 16 84 42
Kentucky 42 257 31 69 23 56 273 15 85 41
Louisiana 50 245 46 54 14 38 266 23 7 33
Maine 28 258 31 - 69 25 70 273 17 83 42
Maryland 26 242 49 51 13 67 268 22 78 36
Massachusetts 23 251 39 61 19 64 280 12 88 51
Michigan 28 247 43 57 15 63 272 16 84 40
Minnesota 22 248 44 56 17 7 274 15 85 43
Mississippi 56 246 44 56 12 41 266 22 78 32
Missouri 30 255 34 66 21 67 2713 15 85 40
Montana 29 258 30 70 25 66 275 13 87 42
Nebraska 30 253 37 63 21 66 2713 16 84 41
Nevada 33 242 50 50 13 63 258 30 70 25
New Hampshire 14 255 34 66 22 79 273 17 83 43
New Jersey 24 246 44 56 15 67 275 14 86 45
New Mexico 50 241 49 51 10 42 262 26 74 28
NewYork - 43 249 41 59 18 51 278 12 88 48
North Carolina 37 247 44 56 13 52 270 18 82 37
North Dakota 26 259 29 1 27 3 273 15 85 42
Chio 23 251 40 60 18 65 273 15 85 40
Oklahoma 44 251 36 64 19 54 271 17 83 38 ~
Oregon 27 254 34 66 22 67 268 22 78 37
Pennsylvania 28 247 42 58 15 70 271 17 83 39
Rhade Island 28 245 45 55 15 65 270 19 81 38
South Carolina 47 247 42 58 13 51 268 20 80 34
South Dakota 32 261 28 12 30 67 274 14 86 43
Tennessee 36 245 45 55 13 61 265 23 77 32
Texas 44 246 43 57 12 54 T 269 19 81 37
Utah 26 251 38 62 19 70 269 18 82 37
Vermont 25 255 33 67 19 74 276 14 86 45
Virginia 26 252 38 62 17 70 274 15 85 43
Washington 28 248 42 58 18 58 2711 17 83 39
West Virginia 48 252 37 63 17 51 267 19 81 32
Wisconsin 21 244 47 53 17 63 272 17 83 42
Wyoming 27 255 33 67 21 12 272 16 84 39
Other jurlsdictions
District of Columbia 57 232 61 39 6 30 248 44 56 17
DDESS' 26 262 23 7 26 56 270 18 82 40
DoDDS? - - - - - - - - - -
~Not available.

‘Oepanmem of Defense Domestic Dependent Elementary and Secondary Schools.
2Depamnent of Defense Dependents Schools (Overseas).

NOTE: Results are not shown for students whose eligibility status was not available.
SOURCE: U.S. D« of ion, Institute of ion Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Prograss (NAEP), 2003 Reading Assessment.
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The Nation’'s Report Card

Less than high school Graduated high school
Percentage of students Percentage of students
Weighted Average Ator Ator Weighted Average Ator - Ator
percentage scale Below above above percentage scale Below above above
of students scores 'Basic o §_qsic ) Pm_‘l('clentb ) of students Scores Basle - o B_.:Jslc Pmﬂclent R
Natlon {public) 7 245 45 55 13 18 253 35 65 19
Alabama 9 238 50 50 9 25 246 42 58 14
Alaska 1 b b 1 1 1 b b 1 b
Arizona 10 238 51 49 10 17 248 41 59 14
Arkansas 7 247 38 62 14 23 250 37 63 18
California 12 237 54 46 10 14 245 44 56 14
Colorado 5 248 41 59 15 14 257 30 70 20
Connecticut 4 244 48 52 19 15 254 34 66 21
Delaware 4 246 42 58 12 21 259 28 72 23
Florida 8 250 39 61 18 18 250 39 61 17
Georgia 7 248 41 59 14 20 248 41 59 14
Hawaii 4 237 56 44 1 20 244 47 53 13
Idaho 7 245 43 57 10 15 256 31 69 21
lllinois 6 247 43 57 12 17 256 32 68 21
Indiana 7 252 36 64 17 24 256 30 70 21
lowa 4 244 47 53 1 19 260 26 74 24
Kansas 6 247 42 58 17 16 255 34 66 23
Kentucky 9 252 35 65 18 24 261 26 74 26
Louisiana 7 247 42 58 14 24 251 37 63 18
Maine 4 240 48 52 10 19 260 28 72 25
Marytand 4 244 46 54 14 18 252 39 61 20
Massachusetts 5 249 39 61 16 16 260 27 73 25
Michigan 5 245 45 55 15 19 257 32 68 21
Minnesota 4 247 42 58 14 13 255 34 66 24
Mississippi 8 246 44 56 12 21 249 41 59 14
Missouri 6 254 33 67 20 20 261 25 75 26
Montana 5 252 35 65 16 17 262 24 76 26
Nebraska 4 243 49 51 10 16 255 33 67 21
Nevada 1 239 52 48 8 18 249 40 60 17
New Hampshire 5 253 37 63 18 16 261 26 74 26
New Jersey 4 246 46 54 16 15 258 29 n 25
New Mexico 10 239 51 49 8 20 243 48 52 1
New York 6 247 43 57 17 15 258 29 I 23
North Carolina 7 245 45 55 12 18 251 39 61 17
North Dakota 3 250 42 58 24 15 260 25 75 25
Ohio 4 244 43 57 12 24 258 31 69 24
Oklahoma 8 252 38 62 16 19 252 34 66 18
Oregon 7 244 45 55 15 14 257 32 68 22
Pennsylvania 4 247 43 57 15 23 259 28 72 22
Rhode Island 6 240 51 49 12 14 253 35 65 21
South Carolina 6 251 38 62 16 22 248 40 60 13
South Dakota 4 250 39 61 14 16 264 24 76 30
Tennessee 7 243 49 51 13 24 251 39 61 18
Texas 12 247 41 59 1 18 251 38 62 16
Utah 3 238 52 48 7 13 249 40 60 17
Vermont 4 248 43 57 17 21 261 26 74 24
Virginia 6 252 37 63 17 19 257 31 69 20
Washington 7 248 42 58 17 15 257 31 69 25
West Virginia 9 250 39 61 14 26 254 32 68 18
Wisconsin 4 237 53 47 13 19 260 30 70 29
Wyoming 5 247 42 58 1 16 260 26 74 22
Other Jurisdictions
District of Columbia 7 233 61 39 5 23 233 62 38 4
DDESS! 1 t t t t 12 255 35 65 20
DoDDS? 1 t t b b 11 264 21 79 27

See notes at end of table. b
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Nation (public)

Alabama
Alaska
Arizona
Arkansas
California

Colorado
Connecticut
Delaware
Florida
Georgia

Hawaii
Idaho
llinois
Indiana
lowa

Kansas
Kentucky
Louisiana
Maine
Maryland

Massachusetts
Michigan
Minnesota
Mississippi
Missouri
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada

New Hampshire
New Jersey

New Mexico
New York
North Carolina
North Dakota
Ohio

Oklahoma
Oregon
Pennsylvania
Rhode Island
South Carolina

South Dakota
Tennessee
Texas

Utah

Vermont
Virginia
Washington
West Virginia
Wisconsin
Wyoming

Other jurisdictions

District of Columbia
DDESS!
DoDDS?

Weighted
percentage
of students

18

18

¥
17
20
17

17
16
21
17
18

19
19
19
19
17

18
20
21
22
18

15
20
18
17
22

19
18
20
16
16

19
15
19
16
21

20
22
18
18
20

17
20
16
18
16

17
19
21
2]
20

18
26
2]

Average
scale
SCores

266

263

¥
264
266
257

272
268
267
266
265

256
272
270
268
269

270
272
263
269
268

271
268
272
261
272

274
268
259
273
265

256
271
265
27
269

270
267
265
265
265

272
263
265
262
270

271
271
264
271
271

248
275
275

Percentage of students
Ator Ator
Below above above
Basic Basic Proficient
21 79 32
24 76 29
b 1 b
22 8 32
22 78 34
32 68 24
16 84 38
20 80 34
19 81 32
23 77 33
21 79 3
33 67 23
14 86 39
17 83 37
18 82 34
18 82 37
17 83 37
15 85 37
27 73 30
19 81 36
21 79 35
19 81 40
19 81 33
15 85 40
28 72 27
15 85 39
13 87 42
20 80 35
28 72 25
15 85 40
21 79 31
30 70 21
17 83 38
23 77 29
17 83 41
18 82 33
16 84 37
20 80 34
20 80 31
22 78 32
22 8 29
12 88 38
24 76 28
22 78 31
24 76 28
16 84 36
15 85 37
15 85 37
23 77 29
17 83 40
16 84 37
41 59 14
13 87 41
10 90 41

Some education after high school

Weighted
percentage
of students

46

41

1
40
39
39

53
55
44
43
48

41
48
48
44
53

50
39
37
48
51

55
47
57
46
44

52
53
37
55
56

37
52
46
58
44

45
45
47
47
44

54
41
41
56
52

50
49
37
47
49

38
53
58

Graduated college
"7 Percentage of students

Average . . Ator Ator |
scale Below ~above above |
scores Basic Basic Proficient "
271 19 81 41
262 28 72 30
1 b i 1
268 22 78 37
267 22 78 36
265 25 75 35
277 14 86 47
276 16 84 48
272 17 83 40
265 25 75 35
265 24 76 34
261 29 7 30
274 15 85 42
276 15 85 46
274 15 85 45
275 13 87 45
274 16 84 44
274 15 85 44
256 34 66 24
277 13 87 47
268 24 76 38
284 9 91 57
271 19 81 42
275 15 85 45
259 31 69 26
273 16 84 41
275 14 86 44
274 15 85 44
261 27 73 29
278 13 87 50
277 13 87 48
264 24 76 31
274 18 82 45
271 19 81 39
276 13 87 45
276 14 86 46
269 19 81 38
275 15 85 45
273 17 83 43
271 19 81 40
264 25 75 31
276 13 87 47
267 23 77 35
270 19 81 38
273 15 85 42
280 11 89 50
276 15 85 47
272 18 82 41
267 21 79 33
274 15 85 44
274 14 86 43
245 47 53 16
272 16 84 43
276 12 88 45

zReponing standards not met. Sample size is insufficient to pemit a reliable estimate. *
lt)epanmenl of Defense Domestic O
2,

of Defense D

y and

Schools (Overseas).

y Schools.

NOTE: Results are not shown for students who reported that they didn't know their parents’ highest level of education.

SOURCE: U.S. 0
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Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 2003 Reading Assessment.
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Weighted
percentage
of students

assessed

Natlon (public) 10
Alabama 10
Alaska 14
Arizona 7
Arkansas 9
California 8
Colorado 9
Connecticut 9
Delaware 7
Florida 14
Georgia 10
Hawaii 9
Idaho 10
linois 11
Indiana 10
lowa 9
Kansas 11
Kentucky [
Louisiana 15
Maine 12
Maryland 8
Massachusetls 15
Michigan 5
Minnesota 11
Mississippi 4
Missouri 10
Montana 10
Nebraska 14
Nevada 9
New Hampshire 14
New Jersey 10
New Mexico 15
New York 9
North Carolina 11
North Dakota 11
Ohio 7
Cklahoma 12
Oregon 11
Pennsylvania 11
Rhode Island 17
South Carolina 10
South Dakota 11
Tennessee 10
Texas 7
Utah 10
Vermont 11
Virginia 7
Washington 10
West Virginia [
Wisconsin 10
Wyoming 13
Other Jurisdictions
District of Columbia 8
DDESS' 8
DoDDS? 7

Average
scale
scores

184

158
177
177
164
176

185
192
205
184
181

162
175
183
188
181

185
190
172
195
191

200
186
185
191
196

188
190
172
194
196

181
193
194
190
174

172
188
179
190
193

192
180
191
179
203

201
188
192
181
184

148
190
189

Yes

Ator
Below above .
Basic Basic
71 29
87 13
75 25
77 23
81 19
78 22
73 27
64 36
52 48
72 28
72 28
89 11
81 19
69 31
67 33
80 20
71 29
67 33
81 19
63 37
66 34
59 41
70 30
70 30
64 36
61 39
69 31
69 31
77 23
66 34
62 38
72 28
67 33
64 36
71 29
80 20
81 19
69 31
76 24
66 34
63 37
65 35
70 30
67 33
76 24
56 44
57 43
69 31
66 34
77 23
75 25
91 9
68 32
69 31

Percentage of students

Students with disabilities

Weighted
Ator percentage Average
above of students scale
Proficient | assessed scores

9 90 220
3 90 212
8 86 217
6 93 211
5 91 218
5 92 208
8 91 228
12 91 232
16 93 225
10 86 223
10 90 217
3 91 213
4 90 223
11 89 221
10 90 224
5 91 227
8 89 224
11 94 221
6 85 211
10 88 228
12 92 221
13 85 233
8 95 221
11 89 227
12 96 206
15 90 225
6 90 226
10 86 225
6 91 210
9 86 233
13 90 228
13 85 207
11 91 225
13 89 225
6 89 226
5 93 226
6 88 219
10 89 221
7 89 224
10 83 222
12 90 217
11 89 226
14 90 216
9 93 217
7 90 224
13 89 229
18 93 225
11 90 225
12 94 221
7 90 225
6 87 228
3 92 192
14 92 226
13 93 227

i

!

No

Percentage of students
Ator Ator

Below above above -

Basic Basic Proficient
35 65 32
43 57 24
37 63 31
44 56 25
37 63 30
48 52 23
26 74 40
22 78 46
27 73 34
32 68 35
38 62 28
42 58 23
30 70 33
35 65 33
30 70 35
25 75 37
29 n 36
34 66 32
46 54 22
25 75 39
36 64 34
21 79 45
34 66 33
26 74 40
51 49 19
29 71 36
27 73 38
28 72 36
45 55 22
19 81 45
26 74 41
49 51 20
29 71 37
31 69 35
26 74 35
28 72 36
34 66 29
33 67 33
30 70 36
32 68 33
38 62 27
27 73 36
40 60 27
39 61 28
29 71 35
23 77 40
30 70 36
29 71 35
33 67 30
27 73 35
25 75 38
67 33 11
28 72 37
25 75 37

Weighted
percentage
of students

excluded

5

e

—

Ses notes at end of table. P
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Yes No
, Percentage of students ; Percentage of students
Weighted : Weighted : S : Welghted
percentage Average | Ator At or percentage Average Ator At or percentage
of students scale | Below abowe above of students scale ¢  Below . above above of students
assessed scores ; Basic Basic Proficlent | assessed scores | - Baslc Basic Proficlent |  excluded
Natlon (public) 8 186 72 28 7 92 219 35 65 32 2 :
-k
Alabama 1 b4 e t b4 99 207 47 53 2 #
Alaska 17 177 76 24 6 83 219 36 64 32 1 .
Arizona 18 177 81 19 4 82 216 38 62 28 4
Arkansas 3 201 55 45 15 97 214 40 60 29 1
California 30 184 75 25 6 70 215 40 60 28 4
Colorade 8 191 66 34 9 92 226 28 72 39 2
Connecticut 2 b b b4 b 98 229 26 74 43 1
Delaware 2 b4 b4 b4 b4 98 225 28 72 33 1
Florida 9 198 57 43 15 91 220 35 65 33 3
Georgia 3 182 72 28 9 97 215 40 60 27 1
Hawaii 5 167 87 13 3 95 211 44 56 22 2 |
Idaho 6 190 71 29 8 94 220 33 67 32 1 '
Illinois 5 178 78 22 5 95 219 36 64 32 4 ‘
Indiana 2 b4 b 1 b4 98 221 33 67 33 #
lowa 3 195 67 33 6 97 224 29 71 36 1
Kansas 2 191 67 33 7 98 221 33 67 33 1
Kentucky # b b4 1 b 100 219 36 64 31 1
Louisiana 2 b b4 1 b 98 205 51 49 20 1
Maine 1 b4 b4 1 1 99 224 30 70 36 1
Maryland 2 194 64 36 14 98 219 37 63 33 2
Massachusetts 4 193 68 32 7 96 229 25 75 42 2 :
Michigan 4 204 53 47 22 96 219 35 65 32 2 :
Minnesota 6 176 84 16 3 94 226 28 72 39 1
Mississippi # b b4 b4 b 100 206 51 49 18 1 '
Missouri 1 b b 1 b 99 222 32 68 34 1
Montana 4 177 81 19 4 96 225 29 71 36 1
Nebraska 3 183 77 23 4 97 222 32 68 33 2
Nevada 12 177 79 21 4 88 211 44 56 23 5 i
New Hampshire 2 201 55 45 12 98 228 25 75 41 1 !
New Jersey 2 186 80 20 5 98 226 29 71 39 2 g
New Mexico 26 182 75 25 8 74 211 45 55 23 5
New York 4 189 73 27 5 96 223 31 69 35 3
North Carolina 4 201 56 44 15 96 222 34 66 33 2
North Dakota 3 188 72 28 6 97 223 30 70 33 1
Ohio 1 174 74 26 14 99 222 31 69 34 1
Oklahoma 6 195 63 37 10 94 215 38 62 27 1
Oregon 10 187 72 28 8 90 221 33 67 33 4
Pennsylvania 2 b b b b 98 219 35 65 33 1
Rhode Istand 7 177 81 19 4 93 220 34 66 31 2
South Carolina 1 b4 b4 b b 99 215 40 60 26 1 :
South Dakota 4 180 79 21 5 96 224 29 71 35 1 |
Tennessee 1 b4 b b b4 99 212 43 57 26 1 ;
Texas 12 189 73 27 7 88 218 37 63 29 5 !
Utah 9 190 69 31 9 91 222 30 70 34 3 i
Vermont 2 1 1 1 1 98 226 26 74 37 1
Virginia 4 200 60 40 15 96 224 30 70 36 3
Washington 7 185 77 23 5 93 223 30 70 35 2
West Virginia 1 b4 b4 b4 b4 99 219 35 65 29 # !
Wisconsin 4 199 62 38 10 96 222 31 69 34 2
Wyoming 4 190 68 32 10 96 224 30 70 35 # ,
Other jurisdictions I
District of Columbia 6 174 81 19 3 94 189 68 32 11 1
DDESS ! 4 b4 b4 b4 b4 96 225 29 71 36 S {
DoDDS? 7 203 58 42 12 93 226 26 74 37 1
#The estimate rounds W zero.
$Reporting standards not met. Sample size is insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
O of Defense ic D y and y Schools.
2 of Defense Schools (Overseas).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding. The results for students with disabi and limited-English- ient students are based on students who were assessed and cannot be generalized to the total

population of such students. The weighted percentages of students with and without disabilities and timited English proficiency are based an the tota! number of students assessed while the percentages excluded are based on
the number of students sampled,
SOURCE: LLS. of ion, Institute of ion Sciences, Natione! Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educationa! Progress (NAEP), 2003 Reading Assessment.
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TLEM Feading scalorsc

Students with disabitities

Yes No
Percentage of students ! ‘Percentage of students
Weighted Weighted ! ) Welghted
percentage Average | : © Ator Ator percentage Average ; Ator At:or percentage
of students scale Below above above of students scale Below above above of students
assessed scores Basic Basic Proficlent | assessed scores Basic Basic Proficient |  excluded
Nation (public) 10 224 68 R 5 90 266 23 77 33 4
Alabama 11 206 82 18 2 89 259 30 70 25 2
Alaska 13 221 72 28 4 87 262 28 72 30 2
Arizona 8 214 80 20 3 92 259 30 70 27 5
Arkansas 10 214 75 25 3 90 263 24 76 30 4
California 9 208 80 20 3 91 255 34 66 25 3
Colorado 9 226 7 29 5 91 272 18 82 39 2
Connecticut 11 229 60 40 6 89 272 19 81 41 3.
Delaware 8 224 71 29 4 92 268 19 81 33 8 :
Florida 14 223 71 29 4 86 263 26 74 30 4 i
Georgia 8 212 78 22 2 92 262 26 74 28 2 '
Hawaii 13 209 83 17 1 87 258 32 68 25 3 ,
Idaho 10 223 <713 27 2 90 269 18 82 36 3
lllingis 11 234 60 40 5 89 271 18 82 38 4
Indiana 11 225 69 31 3 89 270 18 82 36 3
lowa 11 228 69 31 4 89 272 14 86 40 4
Kansas 11 232 61 39 8 89 270 18 82 38 3.
Kentucky 6 229 63 37 7 94 269 19 81 35 7
Louisiana 9 219 72 28 7 91 257 32 68 23 5
Maine 12 238 57 43 10 88 273 15 85 41 5
Maryland 11 228 67 33 7 89 266 25 75 34 3
Massachusetts 14 239 56 y 1 86 278 13 87 48 3
Michigan 7 228 63 37 4 93 267 22 78 34 6
Minnesota 10 231 65 35 6 90 272 17 83 41 3
Mississippi 3 217 81 19 1 97 256 33 67 22 5
Missouri 9 237 57 43 7 91 270 17 83 37 8
Montana 10 239 54 46 6 90 273 14 86 41 5 '
Nebraska 12 231 64 36 5 88 271 17 83 39 4 !
Nevada 10 214 81 19 2 90 257 32 68 23 .2 |
New Hampshire 16 238 56 44 8 84 277 12 88 46 3 :
New Jersey 14 231 63 37 5 86 274 15 85 42 2 ’
New Mexico 16 223 69 31 8 84 257 32 68 22 5
New York 10 227 67 33 8 90 270 20 80 38 5
North Carolina 11 236 58 42 11 89 265 24 76 31 6
North Dakota 11 233 62 38 6 89 274 13 87 42 4
Chio 7 225 68 32 4 93 270 18 82 36 5
Oklahoma 11 217 74 26 3 89 267 20 80 33 4
Cregon 11 233 62 38 7 89 268 21 i) 36 4
Pennsylvania 13 227 69 31 4 87 270 17 83 36 2
Rhade Island 17 233 61 39 8 83 267 22 8 34 -3
South Carolina 7 229 65 35 4 93 260 28 72 26 ‘8
South Dakota 8 231 66 34 4 92 273 15 85 41 3
Tennessee 11 235 56 44 14 89 261 28 2 27 2 )
Texas 9 223 68 32 6 91 262 26 74 28 7 :
Utah 9 221 76 24 3 91 268 19 81 35 2
Vermont 14 245 45 55 11 86 275 15 85 43 4 ,
Virginia 7 236 57 43 9 93 271 18 82 38 8
Washington 11 222 72 28 4 89 270 19 81 36 3
West Virginia 9 223 71 29 3 91 264 24 76 27 9
Wisconsin 10 226 70 30 4 90 271 18 82 40 5
Wyoming 12 235 61 39 4 88 271 16 84 38 2
Other jurisdictions
District of Columbia 10 199 89 11 1 90 243 49 51 11 6
DDESS! 10 222 75 25 1 90 274 13 87 41 2
DoDDS? 6 236 61 39 4 94 275 11 89 42 1

See notes at end of table. P
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Limited-English-proficient students

Yes No
" Percentage of students i " Percentage of students .

Weighted Weighted : e Welghted
percentage Average Ator Ator percentage Average - Ator Ator percentage
of students scale °  Below above above of students scale Below above above of students

assessed scores Basic Basic Proficlent | assessed scores ' Baslc Baslc Proficient | excluded

Nation {public) 5 222 n 29 5 95 263 25 75 31 2
Alabama 1 1 1 1 1 99 253 35 65 22 1
Alaska 13 227 65 35 6 87 261 29 71 30 #
Arizona 14 219 74 26 3 86 261 27 73 29 4
Arkansas 1 t b4 b4 t 99 258 29 n 27 1
Califomia 20 221 73 27 4 80 258 30 70 27 2
Colorado 4 228 68 32 4 96 269 21 79 37 2
Connecticut 2 b4 t b4 b4 98 267 23 77 37 1.1
Delaware 2 t b4 b4 t 98 265 22 78 31 1
Florida 6 225 66 34 6 94 259 30 70 28 2,
Georgia 2 b4 b4 t t 98 259 30 70 27 S
Hawail 5 216 80 20 2 95 253 37 63 2 2
Idaho 5 236 55 45 7 95 266 22 78 33 1
lllinois 2 226 67 33 6 98 268 22 78 35 2
Indiana 2 1 1 1 1 98 265 23 77 33 1
lowa 2 $ $ b b 98 268 20 80 36 1
Kansas 2 1 1 1 1 98 267 2 78 36 1
Kentucky 1 b4 b4 t t 99 266 22 78 34 #
Lovisiana 1 1 1 t % 99 254 36 64 22 C#
Maine 1 b4 b4 t $ 99 269 20 80 37 # |
Maryland 2 $ $ $ b 98 263 28 72 31 r
Massachusetts 2 222 76 24 2 98 274 17 83 44 2 !
Michigan 1 b4 b4 t t 99 265 24 76 33 1
Minnesota 4 226 71 29 3 96 269 20 80 39 1
Mississippi 1 b4 b4 b4 1 99 255 35 65 21 #
Missouri 1 b4 b4 $ $ 99 268 20 80 35 1
Montana 2 1 t 1 1 98 270 17 83 38 #
Nebraska 2 t b4 $ $ 98 267 22 78 36 2
Nevada 6 218 77 23 2 94 254 34 66 22 2
New Hampshire 1 b4 t b4 t 99 271 18 82 41 #
New Jersey 2 $ $ b4 t 98 269 21 79 37 1
New Mexico 15 228 65 35 4 85 256 33 67 22 5
New York 3 216 77 23 4 97 267 23 7 36 2
North Carolina 2 227 71 29 5 98 262 27 73 29 2
North Dakota 1 b4 b4 t b4 99 270 18 82 39 #
Ohio 1 b4 b4 t $ 99 267 22 78 34 #
Oklahoma 4 245 45 55 17 96 262 25 75 30 1 !
Oregon 5 232 60 40 7 95 266 24 76 34 3
Pennsylvania 2 b4 b4 b4 98 265 23 77 32 #
Rhode Island 4 220 76 24 1 96 263 27 73 31 2
South Carolina # 1 t 1 1 100 258 30 70 24 #
South Dakota 2 $ $ b4 $ 98 271 17 83 40 #
Tennessee 2 b4 b4 b4 b4 98 259 31 69 26 #
Texas 5 213 81 19 2 95 261 27 73 27 3
Utah 6 237 57 43 1 94 266 21 79 34 1,
Vermont 1 1 1 1 1 99 271 19 81 39 #
Virginia 2 t b4 b4 b4 98 268 21 79 36 2
Washington 3 224 73 27 4 97 266 23 77 34 1
West Virginia # t t $ b4 100 260 28 72 25 #
Wisconsin 2 1 1 1 1 98 268 22 78 37 1
Wyoming 3 234 63 37 2 97 268 20 80 35 #
Other Jurisdictions
District of Columbia 3 231 61 39 6 97 239 52 - 48 1 2
DDESS' 5 $ t b b4 95 270 18 82 39 2
DoDDS? 3 240 51 49 7 97 274 13 87 41 1

#The estimate ounds to 2er0.

$Reporting standards not met. Sample size is insufficient to permit a rellable estimate.

Ipepanment of Defense Oomestic Dependent Elementary and Secondary Schools.

20epartment of Oefense Oependents Schools (Overseas).

NOTE; Optail may not sum to tatals because of rounding. The results for Students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students are based on students who were assessed and cannot be generalized to the total
population of such students. The weighted percentages of students with and without disabilities and limited English proficiency are based on the total number of students assessed while the percentages excluded are based on
the number of students sampled.

SOURCE: U.S. Oepartment of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Pragress (NAEP), 2003 Reading Assessment.
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More Information
Additional results and The NAEP web site offers a wealth of assessment information, publlcatlons

detailed information about
nd analysi s, includin
¢ the NAEP 2003 Reading and analysis tools, includi g

© Assessment can be found ) :
_ on the NAEP web site. B access to free NAEP publications and assessment data

. Additional NAEP publica- o . e e e
: tonscan be ordered from ® national and state report cards on student achievement in core subject
; US. Department of areas such as reading, mathematics, and science
i Education .
ED Pubs B sample questions, student answers, and scoring guides
. P.O. Box 1398
Jessup, MD 20794-1398 "

_ interactive data analysis tool and student performance results from past L
8774ED-PUBS .
877-433-7827 NAEP assessments .

Additonal information
about the NAEP reading
framework and achieve-
ment levels can be found
on the National Assessment
Governing Board web site
at hup://www.nagb.org.
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