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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in
Alabama was 253. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (253), and was not
found to be significantly different from the average score in
1998 (255).

o Alabama's average score (253) in 2003 was lower than that of
the nation's public schools (261).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions2 that participated in the 2003
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Alabama were higher than those in 1 jurisdiction, not
significantly different from those in 9 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 42 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Alabama who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 22 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(21 percent), and was not found to be significantly different
from 1998 (22 percent).

Alabama (Public)

1998

2002

2003

Nation (Public)

2003

45 21' 1

43 -20 1

MIIM351.111

V 11,3 o 42 :27 7-ti 3

Percentage below Bask and at Basic Percentage at Proficient and

Advanced

below Bask Basic 0 Proficient 0 Advanced

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask, 242 or lower; Bask, 243-280;

Prolident, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above.

Performance GQNAEP Repo_ Groups

Reporting groups
Male
Female

White
Black
Hispanic
Asian/Pacific Islander
American Indian/Alaska Native
Free/reduced-price school lunch

Eligible
Not eligible

Alabama
Percentage
of students

50

50

63

35
1

1

1

48
52

Average Score citco Between Selected Groups

Average
Score Below Basic

Percentage of students at
Basic Proficient Advanced

246 42 41 16 1

261 28 44 25 2

262 25 46 28 2

237 54 37 9

241 48 40 11

265 23 44 30 3

Reading giscaaScores Selected Percentiles

o In 2003, male students in Alabama had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (15 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1998 (11 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (26 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (28 points).

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Hispanic students in Alabama.

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (24 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (24 points).

5001

280

270

260

250

240

230

220

0-f

Percentiles

7
2 8

0'19 75th
277119

257
50th

258 256 256

234

25th
234 231 232

'98 '02 '03

-- Accommodations were not permitted

13===0 Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

tt The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not me ; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, 1 lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences In exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.
"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.qov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading Results Alaska Student Percentage EB NAEP Achievement OGC9A3

o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in
Alaska was 256.

o Alaska's average score (256) in 2003 was lower' than that of
the nation's public schools (261).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions2 that participated in the 2003
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Alaska were higher than those in 5 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 11 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 36 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Alaska who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 27 percent in 2003. The
percentage of students in Alaska who performed at or above
the Basic level was 67 percent.

Alaska (Public)

2003 l . E9 I 40 24 U 3

Notion tPublk)

2003 l 42 27*,. Li 3

Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage at hodicienr and

Advanced

below Bask Bask Proficient Advanced

NOTE: The NAEP reading wale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask, 242 or lower; Bask, 243-280;

Proficient, 281-322; Advancect 323 or above.

Performance NAEP Reporting Groups Alaska
Percentage Average Percentage of students at

Reporting groups of students Score Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced
Male 51 250 1 39 1 39 20 2

Female 49 263 1 28 1 41 28 1 4

White 58 1 268 1 21 1 42 32

Black 41 249 40 47 12 1

Hispanic 41 246 44 39 17 #

Asian/Pacific Islander 6 1 253 1 36 1 41 22 1 1

American Indian/Alaska Native 26 1 235 1 56 1 33 1 11 1

Free/reduced-price school lunch
Eligible 251 239 1 51 1 36 12 #

Not eligible 65 1 263 1 27 1 41 29 1 3

Average Score &pi Between Selected Groups Reading @Kit) Scores EIQ Selected Percentiles

o In 2003, male students in Alaska had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (13 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of the
Nation (11 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (19 points). This performance gap
was narrower than that of the Nation (27 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (21 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of the Nation (27
points).

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that
of students who were eligible (24 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of the Nation (25
points).

Scale Score Distribution
25th 50th 75th

Percentile Percentile Percentile

Alaska 232 1 260 1 283 1

Nation (Public) 240 264 286

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 NAEP
reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at lower,
middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. For example,
the data above show that 75 percent of students in public schools
nationally scored below 286, and 75 percent of students in Alaska
scored below 283.

# The estimate rounds to zero. --- Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from Alaska. I Significantly higher than, 1 lower than appropriate subgroup in the nation (public).

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.
' "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.qov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 2003 Reading Assessment.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading gUi43D 4cgArizona

o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in
Arizona was 255. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (257), and was lower
than the average score in 1998 (260).

o Arizona's average score (255) in 2003 was lower than that of
the nation's public schools (261).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Arizona were higher than those in 4 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 11 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 37 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Arizona who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 25 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(23 percent), and was not found to be significantly different
from 1998 (27 percent).

Student Percentage NAEP Achievement Q:cu,;OD

Arizona (Public)

1998 -5rfk 45 25, 1I
2002 45 22 I
2003 41 23- 02

Nation (Public)

2003 1,- Yf3 .44 42 2/

Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage at Proficient and

Advanced

0 below Basic 0 Basic 0 Proficient 0 Advanced

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask, 242 or lower; Bask 243.280;

Proficient, 281-322; Admired, 323 or above.

Performance CG4 NAEP Repo_ jag Groups

Reporting groups
Male
Female

Arizona
Percentage
of students

51

49

White 51

Black 5

Hispanic 36

Asian/Pacific Islander 2

American Indian/Alaska Native 6

Free/reduced-price school lunch
Eligible 38

Not eligible 50

Average Score &Go Between Selected Groups

Average
Score Below Basic

Percentage of students at
Basic Proficient Advanced

251 38 41 20 1

260 29 42 27 2

268 20 44 34 3

245 48 36 16

240 49 39 11

--
238 55 37 8

241 49 40 11 1

265 23 43 32 2

o In 2003, male students in Arizona had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (10 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1998 (10 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (24 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (21 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (28 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of 1998 (25 points).

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (24 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (23 points).

500 J.,

280

270

260

250

240

230

220

283

283

263*

262

241'

279

259

235

281

259

233

Percentiles

75th

50th

25th

0-f
'98 '02 '03

Accommodations were not permitted

Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not me ; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
' Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, 1 lower than 2002.
' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.

"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in
Arkansas was 258. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (260), and was not
found to be significantly different from the average score in
1998 (256).

o Arkansas' average score (258) in 2003 was lower than that of
the nation's public schools (261).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Arkansas were higher than those in 7 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 11 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 34 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Arkansas who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 27 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(27 percent), and was not found to be significantly different
from 1998 (23 percent).

Performance

Reporting groups
Male
Female

White
Black
Hispanic
Asian/Pacific Islander
American Indian/Alaska Native
Free/reduced-price school lunch

Eligible
Not eligible

NAEP Reporting Groups Arkansas
Percentage
of students

51

49

73
22

3

1

1

46
49

Average Score oq:a Between Selected Groups

Arkansas (Public)

1998 4S 22 1

2002 2

2003 Fri) 43 25 2

Nation (Palk)
2003 5/ 1 42 tg: 27 p3

Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage at Proficient and

Advanced

0 below Bask Basic Proficient 0 Advanced

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Basic, 242 or lower; Bask, 243-280;

holicient, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above.

Average
Score Below Basic

Percentage of students at
Basic Proficient Advanced

254 34 43 22
263 26 44 28

266 21 46 30
232 58 35 6
257 32 43 24 2

- --

250 39 41 18 1

267 20 46 32 3

o In 2003, male students in Arkansas had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (9 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1998 (11 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (33 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (29 points).

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Hispanic students in Arkansas in 1998.

es In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (17 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (21 points).

Reading @3sE0a Scores Selected Percentiles

seal

280

270

260

250

240

230

Percentiles

271""°-'--"'in3 75th
279'

159
2 50th

240
237

25th
236

of
'98 '02'03

. .11 Accommodations were not permitted
_- Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from 2003. I Significantly higher than, 1 lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.

"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading Results California Student Percentage Ell NAEP Achievement Levels

o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in
California was 251. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (250), and was not
found to be significantly different from the average score in
1998 (252).

o California's average score (251) in 2003 was lower than that of
the nation's public schools (261).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
California were higher than those in 1 jurisdiction, not
significantly different from those in 6 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 45 jurisdictions.

as The percentage of students in California who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 22 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(20 percent), and was not found to be significantly different
from 1998 (21 percent).

California (Public)

1998 P EV ,I 42 20 1 1'

2002 11111111911111111111Eiii I

2003 I n) I 39 20 11 2

Nation (Public)

2003 Kt TW,si 42 - 27 u 3

Percentage below Bask and at Basic Percentage at Proficient aid

Advanced

0 below Basic Bask Proficient 0 Advanced

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following paints: Below Bask, 242 or lower; Basic, 243-280;

Proficient, 281-321; Advanced, 323 or above.

Performance cQ NAEP Reporting Groups California
Percentage Average Percentage of students at

Reporting groups of students Score Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced
,_......, .,_... ..........,_
Male 51 247 42 38 19 1

Female 49 255 35 40 22 3

White 35 265 24 43 30

Black 9 239 52 37 11 #

Hispanic 41 237 54 35 10 #
Asian/Pacific Islander 13 266 24 40 33 4

American Indian/Alaska Native 1 --- --- --- ---

Free/reduced-price school lunch
Eligible 42 237 53 35 12 #

Not eligible 46 264 25 42 29 3

Average Score (20 C)=92W Selected Groups Reading giEBD Scores EB Selected Percentiles

500j,

280

270

260

250

240

230

220

0.1

Percentiles

277
ni 75th

o In 2003, male students in California had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (8 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1998 (6 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (26 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (30 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (29 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of 1998 (30 points).

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (27 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (32 points).

crc4
277 276 "i°

255
0 13,..a 50th

254 253 254

232

2.77-...........0....0 25th

228 227

'98 '02'03

--- Accommodations were sot permitted
o=o Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. --- Reporting standards not me ; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
* Significantly different from 2003. Significantly higher than, 2 lower than 2002.
' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.

"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading Results Colorado Student Percentage ,P0i2 Achievement

o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in
Colorado was 268. This was higher' than the average score in
1998 (264).

o Colorado's average score (268) in 2003 was higher than that of
the nation's public schools (261).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Colorado were higher than those in 23 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 27 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 2 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Colorado who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 36 percent in 2003. This
percentage was greater than that in 1998 (30 percent).

Colorado (Public)

1998 9}) I 47'

2003 I RI 1 42

Nation (Public)

32 D

2003 42 21 ij 3

Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage at Proficient and

Advanced

below Basic Bask Profklent p Advanced

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Basic 242 or lower; Bask. 243-280;

Proficient, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above.

Performance NAEP Reporting Groups Colorado

Reporting groups
Percentage
of students

Average
Score Below Basic

Percentage of students at
Basic Proficient Advanced

Male 51 262 27 44 27 2

Female 49 274 18 39 1 37 6

White 70 275 T 15 41 1 38

Black 6 249 40 43 15 1

Hispanic 20 247 43 43 13 1

Asian/Pacific Islander 4 275 16 37 42 6

American Indian/Alaska Native 1 --- --- --- ---

Free/reduced-price school lunch
Eligible 26 250 40 43 15

Not eligible 72 274 16 41 1 38 51

Average Score CREE:g 02=ti) Selected Groups

o In 2003, male students in Colorado had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (12 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1998 (12 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (26 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (22 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (27 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of 1998 (26 points).

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (25 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (21 points).

Reading @ei:02;Scores Selected Percentiles

so°

290

280

270

260

250

240

of

Percentiles

285:0..43
292 75th

285'
266

2b6 2., 69 "Ill

245
0..====..°--(0 25th

245 246

'98 '03

41 Accommodations were not permitted
DSO Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. Reporting standards not me ; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.

* Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, lower than 1998.
Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may

be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.

"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit hffp://nces.ed,gov/nationsreportcard/stalas/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1998 and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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Connecticut
Grade 8

Public Schools

The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading Connecticut

o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in
Connecticut was 267. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (267), and was lower
than the average score in 1998 (270).

o Connecticut's average score (267) in 2003 was higher than that
of the nation's public schools (261).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions2 that participated in the 2003
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Connecticut were higher than those in 21 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 27 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 4 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Connecticut who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 37 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(37 percent), and was not found to be significantly different
from 1998 (40 percent).

Student Percentage NAEP Achievement 01,e7GO,

Connecticut (PM()

1998 1 .4 4 41 31

2002 r ET I 39 33

2003 Yr.71 40 32

Nation (Public)

2003 I .1.1ir 42 Of 276 4.11 3

Percentage below Bask and at Basic Polliwog.) at Proficient and

Advanced

0 below Basic Bask 0 Proficient 0 Advanced

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the lollowing points: Below Bask, 242 or lower; Bask 243-280;

Proficient, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above.

Performance NAEP Reppiitlig Groups Connecticut

Reporting groups
Male
Female

Percentage
of students

50
50

White 71

Black 14

Hispanic 11

Asian/Pacific Islander 3

American Indian/Alaska Native #1
Free/reduced-price school lunch

Eligible 25
Not eligible 71

Average
Score Below Basic

Percentage of students at
Basic Proficient Advanced

262 28 41 29 3

273 19 39 36 6

275 16 39 39 6

244 46 42 12

244 45 41 13

282 1 12 34 43 11

245 44 41 14

275 17 39 38 6

Average Score latc2C3Tez22m Selected Groups

o In 2003, male students in Connecticut had an average score
that was lower than that of female students (11 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1998 (12 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (31 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (32 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (31 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of 1998 (30 points).

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (30 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (27 points).

Reading @ozb Scores Selected Percentiles

500,1,

290.

280

270

260

250

240

294

293
275

273

252'

291

270

245

292

270

245

Percentiles

78th

50th

25th

oI
'98 '02'03

- Accommodations were not permitted
0.=====c1 Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. --- Reporting standards not me ; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.

Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.

"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the information not available category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading PMCCOIDOCO'DDESS

o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in
DDESS was 269. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (272), and was not
found to be significantly different from the average score in
1998 (268).

o DoDENDDESS' average score (269) in 2003 was higher than
that of the nation's public schools (261).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
DDESS were higher than those in 28 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 22 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 2 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in DoDEA/DDESS who performed
at or above the NAEP Proficient level was 37 percent in 2003.
This percentage was not found to be significantly different from
2002 (37 percent), and was not found to be significantly
different from 1998 (39 percent).

Student Percentage a; NAEP C4a0=,

DDESS (Public)

1998

2002

2003

Notion (Public)

Illin2 IMMEMIIIIIIIME111111111%
I Jo 1 49 36 I I'

1 ip 9 44 34 ij 3

2003 1 g..I .1 42 27 u 3

Percentage below Bask and at Basic Percentage at Profirient aid

Advanced

0 helow Basic 0 Bask Profkknt 0 Advanced

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask, 242 or lower; Basic 243-280;

Proficient, 281-322; Advanced, 323 en above.

Performance cg NAEP Reporting Groups aDDESS
Percentage Average Percentage of students at

Reporting groups of students Score Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced
Male 51 261 1 27 1 45 26 2

Female 49 278 11 42 42 5

White 40 280 11 39 45

Black 25 255 30 51 18 1

Hispanic 23 268 21 41 34 4

Asian/Pacific Islander 7 -- --- --- ---
American Indian/Alaska Native # --- --- --- --- --
Free/reduced-price school lunch

Eligible 26 262 23 51 23 3

Not eligible 56 270 18 41 37 3

Reading @ed1:9 Scores EQ Selected PercentilesAverage Score l Between Selected Groups

o In 2003, male students in DoDEA/DDESS had an average
score that was lower than that of female students (17 points).
This performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1998 (6 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (26 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (30 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (13 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of 1998 (2 points).

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (8 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (15 points).

5001

300

290

280

270

260

250

240

0a

Percentiles

5 75th
290 291

270
CP'''''''''..=="13'"a 50th

271 273 271

5I21436,.....2cN
2S0 25th

246

on the 0-500
how well students at

performed.

'98 '02'03

Accommodations were not permitted

0....==c1 Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution

# The estimate rounds to zero. Reporting standards not me ; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.
' "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Student Percentage NAEP Achievement

o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in
DoDDS was 273. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (273), and was higher
than the average score in 1998 (269).

o DoDEA/DoDDS' average score (273) in 2003 was higher than
that of the nation's public schools (261).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
DoDDS were higher than those in 49 jurisdictions, and not
significantly different from those in 3 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in DoDEA/DoDDS who performed
at or above the NAEP Proficient level was 40 percent in 2003.
This percentage was not found to be significantly different from
2002 (40 percent), and was not found to be significantly
different from 1998 (37 percent).

DoDDS (Public)

1998

ift512002

2003 1 95 1 46

49 38 2'
0 37 Q 3

Nation (Public)

2003 r 42 27 LI 3

Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage at Proficient and

Advanced

0 below Basic 0 Bask Profkieni 0 Advanced

NOTE: the NW' reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask, 242 or lower; Basic 243-280;

Proficient, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above.

Performance of NAEP Reporting Groups DoDDS
Percentage

Reporting groups of students
Average
Score Below Basic

Percentage of students at
Basic Proficient Advanced

Male 51 269 17 49 32 2

Female 49 277 12 T 42 42 4

White 51 1 277 10 44 42 4

Black 19 1 260 25 53 21 1

Hispanic 10 1 269 19 46 31 4

Asian/Pacific Islander 10 272 14 48 36 2

American Indian/Alaska Native 1 -- --- --- --- ---

Average Score Selected Groups Reading '@KOD Scores Selected Percentiles

o In 2003, male students in DoDEA/DoDDS had an average
score that was lower than that of female students (8 points).
This performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1998 (9 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (17 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (19 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (8 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (12 points).

o Data for free/reduced-price school lunch were not available in
DoDDS at grade 8 to compare gaps across assessment years.

sool Percentiles

290
290 os---0"4:3 75th

29t 24H 292
280

271
270

280

250

240

4 50111

249:.......+"°"4"PcI958
255 25th

249'

'98 '02'03

Accommodations were not permitted
E Accommodations were pennitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. --- Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
*Significantly different from 2003. T Significantly higher than, 1 lower than 2002.
' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.

"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.qov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

111

2004- e' 8

o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in
Delaware was 265. This was lower' than the average score in
2002 (267), and was higher than the average score in 1998
(254).

o Delaware's average score (265) in 2003 was higher than that of
the nation's public schools (261).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Delaware were higher than those in 20 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 16 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 16 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Delaware who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 31 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(33 percent), and was greater than that in 1998 (23 percent).

Student Percentage NAEP Achievement

Delaware (Public)

1998 1 Mt) 40" 21' 02
2002 r.rov 48 31;V>i 2

2003 1 911 1 46 29 II 2

Nation (Public)

2003 tfj I 42 21 *...? U3

Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage at Profklent aid

Advanced

0 below Basic 0 Bask 0 Proficient 0 Advanced

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from O to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask, 242 or lower; Bask, 243-280;

Proficient, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above.

Perfo ofiNAEPIReporting Groups165 Dela ar

Reporting groups
Percentage
of students

Average
Score Below Basic

Percentage of students at
Basic Proficient Advanced

Male 52 260 1 28 1 46 24 2

Female 48 270 18 45 33 3

White 63 273 15 T 46 37 3

Black 27 248 40 47 13

Hispanic 6 246 40 48 13

Asian/Pacific Islander 3 281 13 35 42 10

American Indian/Alaska Native
Free/reduced-price school lunch

Eligible 33 250 39 45 15 1

Not eligible 58 271 1 15 1 47 35 3

o In 2003, male students in Delaware had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (10 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1998 (12 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (24 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (28 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (27 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of 1998 (15 points).

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (21 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (24 points).

Reading Scor Selected

290

280

270

260

250

240

230

220

Percentiles

281'
28728b 75th

2725V t279'
258'

231'

50th

'98 '02'03

to Accommodations were not permitted

Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not me ; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from 2003. T Significantly higher than, lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.
' "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed Information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

eadingaesults

o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in
District of Columbia was 239. This was not found to be
significantly different' from the average score in 2002 (240),
and was not found to be significantly different from the average
score in 1998 (236).

o District of Columbia's average score (239) in 2003 was lower
than that of the nation's public schools (261).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions2 that participated in the 2003
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
District of Columbia were lower than those in 52 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in District of Columbia who
performed at or above the NAEP Proficient level was 10
percent in 2003. This percentage was not found to be
significantly different from 2002 (10 percent), and was not
found to be significantly different from 1998 (11 percent).

Achievement _els
District of Columbia (Public)

1998 41)

2002

2003 '

Nation (Public)

2003

1111111111315-231911111111

o 1

9 1 1

'27'r'V 3

Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage at Pralkient and

Meowed

0 below Basic Bask 0 Proficient Advanced

NOTE: the NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to SOO, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask, 242 or lower; Bask, 243-280;

Proficient, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above.

Reporting groups
Male
Female

White
Black
Hispanic
Asian/Pacific Islander
American Indian/Alaska Native
Free/reduced-price school lunch

Eligible
Not eligible

Percentage Average Percentage of students at
of students Score Below Basic Basic

48 231 62 31

52 245 45 42

3

88 236 55 37

8 240 49 39

1

57 1 232 61 33

30 248 44 39
r

r

o In 2003, male students in District of Columbia had an average
score that was lower than that of female students (14 points).
This performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1998 (12 points).

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for White students compared to Black students in District of
Columbia.

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for White students compared to Hispanic students in District of
Columbia.

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (16 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (25 points).

Proficient
7

11

7

11

6

14

Advanced

3

5001

260

250

240

230

220

210

200

Percentiles

2631500 75th
262 262 262

237231
219 216

211

50th

2Sth

'98 '02'03

-- Accommodations were not permitted

0...=4:1 Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from 2003. I Significantly higher than, lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.

"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit Littp://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.
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Overall Reading Results 7 Florida Student Percentage E NAEP Achievement aGimfp

o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in
Florida was 257. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (261), and was not
found to be significantly different from the average score in
1998 (255).

o Florida's average score (257) in 2003 was lower than that of
the nation's public schools (261).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictionsz that participated in the 2003
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Florida were higher than those in 5 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 11 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 36 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Florida who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 27 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(29 percent), and was not found to be significantly different
from 1998 (23 percent).

Florida (Public)

1998 L ED I 44 21 I 1'
2002 I PI , I 43 27. a 2
2003 I J I 41 . 24 LI 2

Nation (Public)

2003 I tit , .I 42 27 1I 3

Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage at Profic ient aid

Advanced

El below Basic Bark 0 Proficient 0 Advanced

NOTE: The NAEP reading stale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask, 242 or lower; Basic 243-280;

Braided, 281.322; Advanced, 323 or above.

Performance dl NAEP Reporting Groups Florida
Percentage Average Percentage of students at

Reporting groups of students Score Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced......._ _ ............ ...,., _
Male 49 251 39 40 20 1

Female 51 263 26 42 29 3

White 51 i 268 21 42 33

Black 27 r 239 52 38 10 1

Hispanic 19 251 38 43 18 1

Asian/Pacific Islander 2 -- --- --- --
American Indian/Alaska Native # -- --- -- -- ---

...

Free/reduced-price school lunch
Eligible 46 245 45 39 15 1

Not eligible 49 267 22 43 32 3

Average Score @t2 c)3 Between Selected Groups
,

Reading ©Fib Scores Selected .1;i%:aiJ1112@

5001

290

280

270

260

250

240

230

220

01--

Percentiles

2/39............-0..3
285 wi,3 75th

279

2t57,...........
L°4260 50th

2

261..............q.,,v

233
24a

234
25th

o In 2003, male students in Florida had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (12 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1998 (13 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (29 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (28 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (17 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of 1998 (17 points).

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (22 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (24 points). '98 '02 '03

Accommodations were not permitted

D2==0 Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. --- Reporting standards not me ; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.

Significantly different from 2003. i Significantly higher than, 1 lower than 2002.
' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.

"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcardistates/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The Nation's Report Card

The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in
Georgia was 258. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (258), and was not
found to be significantly different from the average score in
1998 (257).

o Georgia's average score (258) in 2003 was lower than that of
the nation's public schools (261).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions2 that participated in the 2003
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Georgia were higher than those in 7 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 10 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 35 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Georgia who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 26 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(26 percent), and was not found to be significantly different
from 1998 (25 percent).

Georgia (Public)

1998 43 24 ' i 1

2002 Ea- A 44 21411 2
2003 43 23 (12

Nation (Public)

2003 11111101111111 42 70 3
Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage at Proficient and

Advanced

0 below Bask Bask Pro fident 0 Advanced

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask, 242 or lower; Bank, 243-280;

Proficient, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above.

Performance NAEP Reporting Groups Georgia

Reporting groups
Percentage
of students

Average
Score Below Basic

Percentage of students at
Basic Proficient Advanced

Male 50 253 37 41 21 1

Female 50 263 24 46 28

White 54 268 19 45 34
Black 39 244 46 42 12

Hispanic 4 245 45 40 15

Asian/Pacific Islander 2 265 30 32 34 5

American Indian/Alaska Native
Free/reduced-price school lunch

Eligible 41 243 46 42 12

Not eligible 54 269 18 44 35 3

Average Score &pa Between Selected Groups Reading @at)? Scores Selected Percentiles

o In 2003, male students in Georgia had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (10 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1998 (10 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (25 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (27 points).

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Hispanic students in Georgia in 1998.

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (26 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (28 points).

500J

280

270

260

250

240

230

of

Percentiles

75th
281 282 282

259

2 261 260 50th

235
-7

237
25th

235 23

'98 '02'03

- Accommodations were not permitted

0==C3 Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. --- Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, 1 lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.
"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The Nation's Report Card

The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading Results MT= Student Percentage r NAEP Achievement liGicliD

o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in
Hawaii was 251. This was not found to be significantly different'
from the average score in 2002 (252), and was not found to be
significantly different from the average score in 1998 (249).

o Hawaii's average score (251) in 2003 was lower than that of
the nation's public schools (261).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Hawaii were higher than those in 1 jurisdiction, not significantly
different from those in 5 jurisdictions, and lower than those in
46 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Hawaii who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 22 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(20 percent), and was not found to be significantly different
from 1998 (19 percent).

Hawaii (Public)

1998 1 40 18 II 1

2002 k, 44' 19 I 1

2003 Etill1091111111111MEM) 2

Nation (Public)

2003 d) 42 27 = 3

Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage at Pralkient and

Advaated

0 below Bask Bask Profiden1 0 Advanced

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to SOO, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Basic, 242 or lower; Basic, 243-280;

Proficient, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above.

Performance COGUP Reporting Groups C133 Kim%
Percentage Average Percentage of students at

Reporting groups of students Score Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced
Male 51 245 46 36 16 1

Female 49 258 32 42 23 3

White 15 259 31 38 27 4

Black 2 -- --- --- --- - --

Hispanic 2 249 41 32 26 1

Asian/Pacific Islander 70 249 41 40 18 1

American Indian/Alaska Native # --- --- --- - --

Free /reduced -price school lunch
Eligible 42 240 51 37 12 1

Not eligible 57 259 30 41 26 3

,,

Average Score &C)3 C32=03 Selectedtroups Reading
.

@CO9 Scores 'at Selected Percentiles

o In 2003, male students in Hawaii had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (14 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1998 (15 points).

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Black students in Hawaii.

0 The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Hispanic students in Hawaii in 1998.

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (19 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (16 points).

5001,

280

270

260

250

240

230

220

0

Percentiles

275
0.....=------c>"'cl 75th
v4 276 277

252
(5.........")°43255 50th

251

227C1,'"'"13j'a
226 228

25th

f

on the 0-500
well students at
performed.

'98 '02'03

41 Accommodations were not permitted

D.===e3 Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution

ft The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not me ; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from 2003. i Significantly higher than, lower than 2002.
Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may

be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.
2 "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
iterary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Read i mi22014142? 0:1110

o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in
Idaho was 264. This was not found to be significantly different'
from the average score in 2002 (266).

o Idaho's average score (264) in 2003 was higher than that of the
nation's public schools (261).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions2 that participated in the 2003
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Idaho were higher than those in 18 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 19 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 15 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Idaho who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 32 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(34 percent).

Idaho (Palk)

2002 I, Pc: I

2003 I (

46

44

Nation (Public)

2003 1 r13' 1 42

.31 rtf2
30 LI 2

1,1 3

Percentage below Besk and at Bask Percentage of Prolkleal and

Advanod

0 below Bask Bask CI Proficient 0 Advanced

NOTE: The NAFF. reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask 242 or lower; Basic 243-280;

Prolident, 281-322; Advanced 323 or above.

Performance c2 NAEP Reporting Groups ttaatoo

Reporting groups
Percentage
of students

Average
Score Below Basic

Percentage of students at
Basic Proficient Advanced

Male 50 258 29 45 25 1

Female 50 271 18 T 43 35 4

White 87 267 21 44 32 3

Black
Hispanic 10 242 47 42 11

Asian/Pacific Islander 1

American Indian/Alaska Native 1

Free/reduced-price school lunch
Eligible 34 254 1 34 44 21 1

Not eligible 57 270 18 44 34 4

Average Score At:3 tblz2DiSe ected Gro

o In 2003, male students in Idaho had an average score that was
lower than that of female students (12 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
2002 (14 points).

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Black students in Idaho.

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (25 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of 2002 (21 points).

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (16 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 2002 (11 points).

5061

290

280

270

260

250

240

Percentiles

7
75th

U828

c6'13
269 267

50th

2ch'N3548 25th
24

'02'03

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.

Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.

"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences. National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 2002 and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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Illinois
Grade 8

Public Schools
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading Results Illinois Student Percentage NAEP Achievement 4104
o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in

Illinois was 266.

o Illinois' average score (266) in 2003 was higher' than that of
the nation's public schools (261).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Illinois were higher than those in 21 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 24 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 7 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Illinois who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 35 percent in 2003. The
percentage of students in Illinois who performed at or above
the Basic level was 77 percent.

Illinois (Public)

2003 I I 42

Nation (Public)

2003 I. 01..) 1 42

31 LI 3

21' U 3

Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage at Pralkleas and

Advanced

0 below Basic 0 Bask 0 Proficient 0 Advances/

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Basic 242 or lower; Bask, 243-280;

Prof/dent, 281-322; Advancer, 323 or above.

Performan NAEP Reporting Groups Illinois

Reporting groups
Percentage
of students

Male 49
Female 51

White 63
Black 20 1
Hispanic 14

Asian/Pacific Islander 31
American Indian/Alaska Native # 1
Free/reduced-price school lunch

Eligible 34

Not eligible 62

Averag @aicioC64)3LtwgxmSelected Groups

Average
Score Below Basic

Percentage of students at
Basic Proficient Advanced

264 1 251 44 281 2

269 1 21 40 34 4

276 1 131 42 401
247 44 43 13 #
250 1 39 1 45 15 1

281 i 13 34 45 8

--- -- ---

249 T 41 44 14 1

276 1 13 1 41 41 1 5

Reading@KZ Scores Selected Percentiles

o In 2003, male students in Illinois had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (6 points). This
performance gap was narrower than that of the Nation (11
points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (29 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of the Nation (27
points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (26 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of the Nation (27
points).

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that
of students who were eligible (27 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of the Nation (25
points).

Scale Score Distribution
25th 50th 75th

Percentile Percentile Percentile

Illinois 245 1 269 T 290 1

Nation (Public) 240 264 286

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 NAEP
reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at lower,
middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. For example,
the data above show that 75 percent of students in public schools
nationally scored below 286, and 75 percent of students in Illinois
scored below 290.

# The estimate rounds to zero. Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from Illinois. 1 Significantly higher than, 1 lower than appropriate subgroup in the nation (public).

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.
a "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 2003 Reading Assessment.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
iterary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading G4ziga Indiana Student Percentage NAEP Achievement11G,GaD

o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in
Indiana was 265. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (265).

o Indiana's average score (265) in 2003 was higher than that of
the nation's public schools (261).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Indiana were higher than those in 20 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 23 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 9 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Indiana who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 33 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(32 percent).

Indiana (Public)

2002 1 ki,1 45 30 11 2

2003 I Ejl, 44 30 3

Nation (Public)

2003 I in I 42 27 ij a

Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage at Proficient and

Advanced

0 below Basic Bask Profident 0 Advanced

NOTE The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask 242 or lower Bask 243-280;

Proficient, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above.

Performance NAEP Reporting Groups Indiana

Reporting groups
Percentage
of students

Average
Score Below Basic

Percentage of students at
Basic Proficient Advanced

Male 49 1 259 28 46 25 2

Female 51 1 270 18 43 36 3

White 82 269 19 44 33 3

Black 12 244 46 41 13

Hispanic 3 247 43 41 15 1

Asian/Pacific Islander 1

American Indian/Alaska Native
Free/reduced-price school lunch

Eligible 29 248 41 43 15 1

Not eligible 68 272 16 44 36 3

o In 2003, male students in Indiana had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (11 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
2002 (11 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (24 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 2002 (20 points).

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Hispanic students in Indiana in 2002.

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (24 points). This performance gap
was wider than that of 2002 (16 points).

Reading Scores S6lected Percentiles

5001

290

280

270

260

250

240

01
'02 '03

Percentiles

tr.:3 75th
287 288

266 2
D..3 50th

68

a®a 25th
245 245

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.

Significantly different from 2003. T Significantly higher than, lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/loWer/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.

"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the information not available category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 2002 and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading Results ficgo Student Percentage.at NAEP Achievement V0910

o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in
Iowa was 268.

o Iowa's average score (268) in 2003 was higher' than that of
the nation's public schools (261).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions2 that participated in the 2003
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Iowa were higher than those in 27 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 20 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 5 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Iowa who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 36 percent in 2003. The
percentage of students in Iowa who performed at or above the
Basic level was 79 percent.

Iowa (Public)

2003 E. 44

Nation (Publk)

2003

33 -LI 3

111111128111111 111111F8M 3

Percentage below Bork and at Basic Percentage at Proficient and

Advanced

below Bask Bask Pro fklent Advanced

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask, 242 or lower; Bask, 243-280;

Plaided, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above.

Performance NAEP Reporting Groups Le=

Reporting groups
Percentage
of students

Average
Score Below Basic

Percentage of students at
Basic Proficient Advanced

Male. 49 261 1 26 1 46 27 1

Female 51 273 1 15 1 42 39 t 4

White 91 269 18 44 35

Black 31 245 44 46 10

Hispanic 41 244 46 41 12 1

Asian/Pacific Islander 21
American Indian/Alaska Native #1
Free/reduced-price school lunch

Eligible 25 1 252 1 37 1 45 17 1

Not eligible 72 273 1 15 1 43 38 3

Average S > reGaps Behiveen SaMi Groups

o In 2003, male students in Iowa had an average score that was
lower than that of female students (12 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of the
Nation (11 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (25 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of the Nation (27
points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (25 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of the Nation (27
points).

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that
of students who were eligible (21 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of the Nation (25
points).

Reading Scale Scores FSS SeI d

Scale Score Distribution
25th 50th 75th

Percentile Percentile Percentile

Iowa 2481 270 1 290

Nation (Public) 240 264 286

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 NAEP
reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at lower,
middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. For example,
the data above show that 75 percent of students in public schools
nationally scored below 286, and 75 percent of students in Iowa
scored below 290.

# The estimate rounds to zero. --- Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from Iowa. I Significantly higher than, i lower than appropriate subgroup in the nation (public).
Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may

be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.
2"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available' category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 2003 Reading Assessment.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.
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o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in
Kansas was 266. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (269), and was not
found to be significantly different from the average score in
1998 (268).

o Kansas' average score (266) in 2003 was higher than that of
the nation's public schools (261).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions2 that participated in the 2003
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Kansas were higher than those in 20 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 27 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 5 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Kansas who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 35 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(38 percent), and was not found to be significantly different
from 1998 (36 percent).

Reporting groups
Male
Female
White
Black
Hispanic
Asian/Pacific Islander
American Indian/Alaska Native
Free/reduced-price school lunch

Eligible
Not eligible

fAliora), I

ecentag
Kansas (Public)

1998

2002

2003

Notion (Public)

2003

1, r11) 46 34 I 2
42 35 3

I, Fi 42 32 tj3

27*041,1 3ter. 42

Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage at Profklen/ nod

Advanced

D below Bask Bask 0 Proikkat 0 Advanced

NOTE: the NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask, 242 or lower; Bask 243.280;

Profident, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above.

Percentage
of students

Average
Score...._ Below Basic

1''-1(--(111-,Q1L. of students ut

Basic Proficient
,....,

Advanced
50 260 29 43 26 2

50 272 18 41 37 5

80 271 18 42 36 4

9 243 47 43 10

7 245 45 38 16 1

3 266 25 41 30 5

1 --- --- --- --

33 253 36

65 273 16

42 21 1

42 37

o In 2003, male students in Kansas had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (13 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1998 (11 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (27 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (22 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (26 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of 1998 (31 points).

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (20 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (21 points).

i00 I Percentiles

829

289 292 290

270

270

290

280

270

260

250

240

01

249

2%

50th
272 269

ASI3
245

25th

'98 '02'03

M Accommodations were not permitted

Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.

Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, I lower than 2002.
' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.
' "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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Kentucky
Grade 8

Public schools

The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
iterary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading Results tbAbscaigig, Student Percentage f~f3 NAEP Achievement IIGM

o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in
Kentucky was 266. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (265), and was higher
than the average score in 1998 (262).

o Kentucky's average score (266) in 2003 was higher than that of
the nation's public schools (261).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions= that participated in the 2003
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Kentucky were higher than those in 21 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 24 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 7 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Kentucky who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 34 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(32 percent), and was not found to be significantly different
from 1998 (30 percent).

Kentucky (Public)

1998 1111104MliiiniEaM1
2002 iliniiMMIMIEMEMED 2
2003 illai21.01=1K111111111

Nation (Public)

2003 1111111117W 3
Percentage below Bask end at Bask Percentage at Pr' kksat cud

Advanced

0 below Basic Basic Proficient 0 Advanced

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask, 242 or lower; Bask, 243-280;

Proficient 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above.

Performance GEV Reporting Groups G3wXotv '1.

Percentage Average Percentage of students at
Reporting groups of students Score Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced
Male 50 261 27 46 26 2

Female 50 272 17 43 36 4

White 87 269 19 45 33

Black 10 245 46 41 13 1

Hispanic 1 --- -- --- --
Asian /Pacific Islander 1 -- --- --- --- - --

American Indian/Alaska Native # -- --- -- -- - --

Free /reduced -price school lunch
Eligible 42 257 31 46 22 t 1

Not eligible 56 273 15 43 37 4

Average Score (§34-2 Between Selected Groups Reading @)303 Scores EB Selected Percentiles

o In 2003, male students in Kentucky had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (11 points). This
performance gapgap was not significantly different from that of
1998 (14 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (24 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (19 points).

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Hispanic students in Kentucky.

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (16 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (20 points).

500 J.,

290

280

270

260

250

240

230

O

Percentiles

285 '......,0,00
285 2811289

7Sth

265 "4.
265 267168 '"

242
0......-alV46 2Sth

242

f
'98 '02'03

-- 41 Accommodations were not permitted
D=0 Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not me ; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.

Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.

"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading Game COD Oa' Louisiana Student Percentage NAEP Achievement ilewb

o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in
Louisiana was 253. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (256), and was not
found to be significantly different from the average score in
1998 (252).

o Louisiana's average score (253) in 2003 was lower than that of
the nation's public schools (261).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Louisiana were higher than those in 1 jurisdiction, not
significantly different from those in 9 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 42 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Louisiana who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 22 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(22 percent), and was greater than that in 1998 (17 percent).

Louisiana (Public)

1998

2002

2003

111111111134111111111=111111111M

Nation (Public)

2003

FE 46 21 I I

2

911 -I 42 27 a3
Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage at Prolkient and

Ackaaied

0 below Basic 0 Basic 0 Proftdent 0 Advanced

NOTE: The NALP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following paints: Below Bask, 242 or lower; Bask, 243-280;

Proficient, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above.

Performance Reporting Groups Louisiana

Reporting groups
Male
Female

Percentage
of students

48
52

White 49

Black 46
Hispanic 2

Asian/Pacific Islander 1

American Indian/Alaska Native 1

Free/reduced-price school lunch
Eligible 50

Not eligible 38

Average Score Between Selected Groups

Average
Score Below Basic

Percentage of students at
Basic Proficient Advanced

248 41 41 17 1

258 31 43 23 2

267 20 47 30 3

238 54 37 9

245 46 41 13 1

266 23 44 30 3

o In 2003, male students in Louisiana had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (10 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1998 (12 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (28 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (26 points).

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Hispanic students in Louisiana.

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (21 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (20 points).

Reading Scores Selected

son j, Percentiles

280
279 278 75th

270 273
260

250 254 258
255

50th

240 232'''"a230 1.ezi 25th
232 231

220

01
'98 '02'03

-- 4. Accommodations were not permitted
Accommodations were pennitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not me ; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.

* Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, lower than 2002.
' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.
2"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the information not available category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Student Percentage NAEP Achievement 12,092k)

o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in
Maine was 268. This was not found to be significantly different'
from the average score in 2002 (270), and was lower than the
average score in 1998 (271).

o Maine's average score (268) in 2003 was higher than that of
the nation's public schools (261).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions2 that participated in the 2003
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Maine were higher than those in 28 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 22 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 2 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Maine who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 37 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(38 percent), and was not found to be significantly different
from 1998 (41 percent).

Maine (Public)

1998

2002

2003

Nation (Public)

2003

Percentage below Bask and at Basic Percentage at Proikkrni as

Advanced

0 ltelow Bask Bask Profkient D Advanced

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask, 242 or lower; Bask, 243.280;

Prolident, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above.

Parforrnance of N sting Gro pa

Reporting groups
Male
Female

Percentage
of students

51

49

Average
Score Below Basic

White
Black
Hispanic
Asian/Pacific Islander
American Indian/Alaska Native

96
2
1

1

Free/reduced-price school lunch
Eligible
Not eligible

28
70

Average Score ozcoti=0203 Selected Groups

o In 2003, male students in Maine had an average score that was
lower than that of female students (13 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1998 (15 points).

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Black students in Maine.

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Hispanic students in Maine.

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (15 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (17 points).

Percentage of students at
Basic Proficient Advanced

262 26 44 28 2

275 15 41 39 5

269 21 43 34 3

258 31 44 24 1

273 17 42 37 4

Reading @GOD Scores Selected Percentiles

500J.
290

280

270

260

250

240

Percentiles

294
75th

294
291 291

275'

254*
25th

252
251 248

50th

'98 '02 '03

- Accommodations were not permitted

Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not me ; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, 1 lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.
2 "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The Nation's Report Card
State Reading 2003

Maryland
Grade 8

Public Schools

The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading Results GAP Maryland Student Percentage ei NAEP Achievement I1G)

o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in
Maryland was 262. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (263), and was not
found to be significantly different from the average score in
1998 (261).

o Maryland's average score (262) in 2003 was not found to be
significantly different from that of the nation's public schools
(261).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Maryland were higher than those in 11 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 19 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 22 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Maryland who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 31 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(32 percent), and was not found to be significantly different
from 1998 (31 percent).

Maryland (Public)

1998 ( gl) I 39 27 a 3
2002 k , } 0 1 40 29 rtj
2003 I, "-F;')' I 40 27 h3

Nation (Public)

2003 I U. I 42 27 I I 3

Percentage below Bask and at Basic Percentage at Prolkient aid

Advaixed

El below Bask 0 Bask 0 Proficient 0 Advanced

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask, 242 or lower; Bask,. 243-280;

Profident, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above.

Performancp o NAEP Repor,ting,Groups Maryland
Percentage Average Percentage of students at

Reporting groups of students Score Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced
Male 51 255 35 40 22 2

Female 49 269 23 40 32 5

White 58 271 20 40 35 5

Black 32 245 45 42 12 1

Hispanic 6 251 39 40 19 1

Asian/Pacific Islander 4 282 13 31 43 13

American Indian/Alaska Native # -- -- -- --
Free/reduced-price school lunch

Eligible 26 242 49 38 12 1

Not eligible 67 268 22 42 32 4

Reading @Kit) Scores E13 Selected PercentilesAverage Score Between Selected Groups

500 j,

290
280

270

260

250

240

230

0-f

Percentiles

2870....--0,c3 766
287 288 286

264
IN N3 50th

263
266

263

239
25th3.....---,-*=4:6"g3

237
240 238

o In 2003, male students in Maryland had an average score that
lower than that of female students (14 points). This

performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1998 (12 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (26 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (32 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (20 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of 1998 (11 points).

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (26 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (30 points).

'98 '02'03

s.... Accommodations were not permitted
D"."="0 Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. --- Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.

Significantly different from 2003. I Significantly higher than, lower than 2002.
' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.
2 "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.

2' 5
BEST COPY AVAILABLE



3GooooitA P...Wa

. -

The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Widen ercenge
Mossadiesetts (Puhlk

1998

2002

2003

Nation (Public)

ea n ;for Massac useMMA atNAEAteveme nt Level

o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in
Massachusetts was 273. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (271), and was higher
than the average score in 1998 (269).

o Massachusetts' average score (273) in 2003 was higher than
that of the nation's public schools (261).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions2 that participated in the 2003
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Massachusetts were higher than those in 49 jurisdictions, and
not significantly different from those in 3 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Massachusetts who performed
at or above the NAEP Proficient level was 43 percent in 2003.
This percentage was not found to be significantly different from
2002 (39 percent), and was greater than that in 1998 (38
percent).

[-,1 AV,' I 42 IV-- ri 3*

l''',1.1P 1 42 31L 11 3'

I fP- I 38 38 Tri

60' '27*1",0 32003 1-77k,,r4,g34,,,,y41 42

Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage at Profkient and

Advanced

13 Iselow Bask 0 Bask S Profkient 0 Advanced

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask, 242 or lower; Bask, 243-280;

p, ficient, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above.

.
teigrall.MANA,EIIR9P.PiliEliratalPtin,POsaCtluWIAA.

Percentage Average Percentage of students at
Reporting groups of students Score Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced
Male 50 1
Female 50 1

White 78
Black 8

Hispanic 9

Asian/Pacific Islander 4

American Indian/Alaska Native #
Free/reduced-price school lunch

Eligible 23
Not eligible 64

268 23 40
278 14 36

33 4
42 7

43 6
17 1

14 #
42 11

17 1

45 6

278 14 37

252 38 44

246 44 42
281 13 35

--

251 39 42
280 12 37

4114,VVP71,c rek aps pctedA3 3

In

-eir core rcentiles__,....

o In 2003, male students in Massachusetts had an average score
that was lower than that of female students (10 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1998 (11 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (26 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (27 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (32 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of 1998 (32 points).

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (29 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (29 points).

500i,

300

290

280

270

260

240

0 1

..

Percentiles

bi 447 75th
292' 292

271' a0"'' 276 sorb
271' 273

249
0 c-

1

25th

240
25025

on the 0-500
how well students at

performed.

'98 '02'03

Accommodations were not permitted
C710 Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from 2003. i Significantly higher than, 1 lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.

"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The Nation's Report Card Michigan
Grade 8

Public Schools
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading123xMte Michigan

o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in
Michigan was 264. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (265).

o Michigan's average score (264) in 2003 was not found to be
significantly different from that of the nation's public schools
(261).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Michigan were higher than those in 17 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 28 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 7 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Michigan who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 32 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(32 percent).

Student Percentage NAEP Achievement

Michigan (Public)

2002

2003

Nation (Pubic)

2003

F.. 1 45 :30s d 2

I 43 3

42 17 - 11 3

Percentage below Bask and at Basic Percentage at Pmfkievi and

Advanced

0 below Basic Bask Pro fklent 0 Advanced

NOTE: The NAFP reading scale ranges (rein 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask 242 or lower; Bask. 243-280;

Proficient, 281.322; Advanced, 323 or above.

Performance NAEP Reporting Groups Michigan

Reporting groups
Percentage
of students

Male 50

Female 50

White 70

Black 24

Hispanic 3

Asian/Pacific Islander 2

American Indian/Alaska Native 2

Free/reduced-price school lunch
Eligible 28

Not eligible 63

Average Score &Gig Between Selected Groups

Average
Score Below Basic

Percentage of students at
Basic Proficient Advanced

259 30 44 25 2

270 20 42 34 3

272 16 45 36 3

242 51 37 12

257 33 40 26 1

247 43 42 14 1 1

272 16 44 37 4

o In 2003, male students in Michigan had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (11 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
2002 (11 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (31 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 2002 (28 points).

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Hispanic students in Michigan in 2002.

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (25 points). This performance gap
was wider than that of 2002 (13 points).

Reading geOD Scores Selected Percentiles

500,1

290 0.0
280 287288

270

260 267267

250

240

230

'02'03

245143

Percentiles

75th

50th

25th

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from 2003. T Significantly higher than, l lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.
Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http : / /nces.ed.gov /nalionsreportcard /states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 2002 and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading Gtar613 ace Minnesota Student Percentage Ef3 NAEP Achievement licR/GO

o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in
Minnesota was 268. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 1998 (265).

o Minnesota's average score (268) in 2003 was higher than that
of the nation's public schools (261).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Minnesota were higher than those in 27 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 23 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 2 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Minnesota who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 37 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 1998
(36 percent).

Minnesota (Public)

1998 1

2003

Nation (Public)

.. RA I 42 34 11 2

[:-- NT I 41 34 .: ii 3

2003 I ill 1 42 - ,- 21 1,j a

Percentage below Bask and at Basic Percentage at Proficient and

Advanced

below Bask Bask 0 Proficient 0 Advanced

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask 242 or lower; Bask 243-280;

Proficient, 281-322; Advanced,323 or above.

Performances 2 NAEP Reporting Groups 6ii Minnesota
Percentage Average Percentage of students at

Reporting groups of students Score Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced
Male 51 261 27 44 27 2

Female 49 274 16 38 41 4

White 83 273 17 42 38 3

Black 6 243 49 39 12 #

Hispanic 3 240 54 30 14 2

Asian/Pacific Islander 5 257 i 36 38 23 2

American Indian/Alaska Native 2 --- ---

Free /reduced -price school lunch
Eligible 22 248 44 39 16 1

Not eligible 77 274 15 41 40 4

Avera a3;) atEC=3211) Selected Groups
..;

Reading ®Zit;J Scores Selected Percentiles

o In 2003, male students in Minnesota had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (13 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1998 (15 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (29 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (38 points).

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Hispanic students in Minnesota in 1998.

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (26 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (23 points).

5001

290

280

270

260

250

240

Of

--

Percentiles

290
00.2...........m.,=43 75th

289 291

271
50th

on the 0-500
how well students at

performed.

C3------=0
270 270

250
25th8_,===,

247 241

'98 '03

Accommodations were not permitted

0,,,,,,,,,c Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution

# The estimate rounds to zero.
Significantly different from 2003.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.
2 "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1998 and 2003 Reading Assessments.

-- Reporting standards not me ; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
I Significantly higher than, I lower than 1998.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.
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o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in
Mississippi was 255. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (255), and was not
found to be significantly different from the average score in
1998 (251).

o Mississippi's average score (255) in 2003 was lower than that
of the nation's public schools (261).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions2 that participated in the 2003
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Mississippi were higher than those in 2 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 13 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 37 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Mississippi who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 21 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(20 percent), and was not found to be significantly different
from 1998 (19 percent).

Mississippi (Public)

1998 1, ' .1

2002

2003 1

43 18 1

47

Notion (Public)

2003

45 20 I 1

42 ",27 .1,1 3

Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage at Prolhkal and

Advanced

CI below Basic Basic Prolkien 1 El Advanced

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Rook, 242 or lower; Basic 243-280;

Proficient, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above.

Reporting groups
Male
Female

White
Black
Hispanic
Asian/Pacific Islander
American Indian/Alaska Native
Free/reduced-price school lunch

Eligible
Not eligible

ps elween Selected

Percentage
of students

49
51

49
49

1

1

56
41

Groitps

Average
Score Below Basic

Percentage of students at
Basic Proficient Advanced

249 41 43 15 1

260 28 46 24 2

267 20 48 30 2

243 50 41 9

- --

246 44 43 12

266 22 46 30 2

o In 2003, male students in Mississippi had an average score
that was lower than that of female students (11 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1998 (9 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (25 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (25 points).

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Hispanic students in Mississippi.

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (20 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (23 points).
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sal
280

270

260

250

240

230

220

at Sc ecte"

275

274 276 277

257 256
253

^ M
2

13

Percentiles

75th

50th

25th

'98 '02'03

41 Accommodations were not permitted

ono Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. --- Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, 1 lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.

"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Readin Missourig r/ElZal Student Percentage NAEP Achievement

o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in
Missouri was 267. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (268), and was higher
than the average score in 1998 (262).

o Missouri's average score (267) in 2003 was higher than that of
the nation's public schools (261).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Missouri were higher than those in 24 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 24 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 4 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Missouri who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 34 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(33 percent), and was greater than that in 1998 (28 percent).

Missouri (Public)

1998 L gf 1 41 27' I I'
2002 r a3 j 49" 31 . lj 2
2003 1 ill 1 4S 32 a 3

Nation (Public)

2003 I 4.1'k13 t j 42 27 ij 3
Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage at Prcrlicient aid

Advanced

CI below flask 0 Basic Pro fkient 0 Advanced

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask, 242 or lower; Basic, 243.280;

Proficient, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above.

Performance GQ NAEP Reporting Groups fiill Missouri
Percentage Average Percentage of students at

Reporting groups of students Score Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced
Male 49
Female 51

White 82
Black 15

Hispanic 1

Asian /Pacific Islander 1

American Indian/Alaska Native #
Free/reduced-price school lunch

Eligible 30
Not eligible 67

263 25 45 1 28 2

271 16 45 35 4

272 15 46 36

243 48 42 10 #
--- -- --- --- --
-- --- -- - --

-- --- -- --- ---

255 34 44 21 1

273 15 45 36 3

Average Score Between Selected Groups Reading @isa3 Scores Selected Percentiles

o In 2003, male students in Missouri had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (8 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1998 (10 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (28 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (23 points).

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Hispanic students in Missouri.

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (18 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (21 points).

5001

290

280

270

260

250

240

230

0

a ...

Percentiles

284 ........,,,,.0
284 287 288 75th

26g.".............43,0
269270 50th

265'

24g'o..........,.,...-oc3..a
250 248 25th

243'

f

on the 0-500
how well students at

performed.

'98 '02'03

Accommodations were not permitted
meeze=.3 Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from 2003. T Significantly higher than, 1 lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.

"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.
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In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in
Montana was 270. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (270), and was not
found to be significantly different from the average score in
1998 (271).

o Montana's average score (270) in 2003 was higher than that of
the nation's public schools (261).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Montana were higher than those in 34 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 16 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 2 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Montana who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 37 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(37 percent), and was not found to be significantly different
from 1998 (40 percent).

Montana (Public)

1998

2002

2003

Nation (Public)

2003

1' IV 43 37 Q 3
1 KJ 48 `, 35 2

ff 45 t U 3

3tit 42 77 149

Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage at Pralkient and

Advanced

below Bask Bask p Profkknt 0 Advanced

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask, 242 or lower; Basic, 243-280;

Proficient, 281.322; Advanced, 323 or above.

ancp,gfiliAEPRepparitieg

Reporting groups
Male
Female

White
Black
Hispanic
Asian/Pacific Islander
American Indian/Alaska Native
Free/reduced-price school lunch

Eligible
Not eligible

onta
Percentage
of students

50
50

87

2
1

10

29
66

Ave age Score

o In 2003, male students in Montana had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (12 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1998 (14 points).

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Black students in Montana.

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Hispanic students in Montana.

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (16 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (17 points).

Advanced
Aversige
Score Below Basic

Percentage of students dt
Basic Proficient

264 22 48 26
276 14 41 40 4

273 15 45 37

247 40 46 13

258 30 46 24 1

275 13 45 39 41

J idiegentiles

sool

290

280

270

260

250

240

o1

289 291
V3
0

274 273 271

253

253

Cloolru

254
251

Percentiles

75th

50th

25th

'98 '02'03- Accommodations were not permitted

0CI Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. --- Reporting standards not me ; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, 1 lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.
' "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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Nebraska
Grade 8

Public Schools

The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading ste Nebraska Student Percentage NAEP Achievementlevels

o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in
Nebraska was 266. This was lower' than the average score in
2002 (270).

o Nebraska's average score (266) in 2003 was higher than that
of the nation's public schools (261).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Nebraska were higher than those in 21 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 24 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 7 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Nebraska who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 35 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(36 percent).

Nebraska (Public)

2002 I (V I

2003 I. HI
47. 34

42 32.' II

Nation (Public)

2003 I 97 J 41 27 t LI 3

2

3

Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage at ProfIdeat and

Advanad

below Bask Bask Proficient Advanced

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask 242 or lower; Bask 243-280;

Proficient, 281-322; Advancer( 323 or above.

Performance 6D* Reporting Groups Nebraska

Reporting groups
Percentage
of students

Average
Score Below Basic

Percentage
Basic

of students at
Proficient Advanced

Male 49 / 261 1 27 1 44 27 2

Female 51 1 271 18 1 41 38 3

White 84 271 18 1 43 36 3

Black 5 239 53 37 10

Hispanic 7 241 51 1 37 11

Asian/Pacific Islander 1 --- ---
American Indian/Alaska Native 2

Free/reduced-price school lunch
Eligible 30 253 1 37 1 42 20 1

Not eligible 66 273 161 43 38 3

Reading @lob Scores Selected Percentiles

o In 2003, male students in Nebraska had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (10 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
2002 (7 points).

fa In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (32 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 2002 (27 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (30 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of 2002 (22 points).

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (20 points). This performance gap
was wider than that of 2002 (15 points).

5001

290 cs=41

280

270

260

250
251.49

240 246

Of_
'02'03

289 289

Percentiles

75th

272 143 50th
269

25th

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
* Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.
2 "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 2002 and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in
Nevada was 252. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (251), and was lower
than the average score in 1998 (258).

Nevada's average score (252) in 2003 was lower than that of
the nation's public schools (261).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions2 that participated in the 2003
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Nevada were higher than those in 1 jurisdiction, not
significantly different from those in 7 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 44 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Nevada who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 21 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(19 percent), and was not found to be significantly different
from 1998 (23 percent).

porting Grou evade

Nevado (Public)

1998 1 -in"' I
2002

2003 I

47` 22 0 I

19 ; 1

Nation (Public)

2003

(1T 43

Percentage below Bask and at Bask

13 below Basic 0 Bask 0 Profident

:-27. 3

Percentage at Prolkkni and

Advanced

Advanced

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask, 242 or lower; Basic, 243-280;

Proficient, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above.

Percentage Average
Reporting groups of students Score
Male 49
Female 51

White 56

Black 11

Hispanic 25

Asian/Pacific Islander
American Indian/Alaska Native
Free/reduced-price school lunch

Eligible
Not eligible

6

2

33 I
63

1
Percentage of students at

Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced
246 43 42 14 #
258 31 43 25 2

262 25 46 27 2

233 57 36 7 #
237 56 36 8 #

260 25 51 24 1

--- -- --- ---

242 50 38 12 1

258 30 45 23 1
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L
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wama m
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o In 2003, male students in Nevada had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (12 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1998 (11 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (29 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (23 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (25 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of 1998 (22 points).

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (16 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (19 points).

-"`MVP 1. '

ediPercen tiles

280

270

260
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230
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254 L"

237'

230 230

Percentiles

75th

50tli

25tIs

'98 '02 '03

--- +I Accommodations were not permitted
17=0 Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. --- Reporting standards not me ; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.

Significantly different from 2003. i Significantly higher than, lower than 2002.
' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.

"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Hampshir Student Percentage

o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in
New Hampshire was 271.

o New Hampshire's average score (271) in 2003 was higher'
than that of the nation's public schools (261).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
New Hampshire were higher than those in 40 jurisdictions,
and not significantly different from those in 12 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in New Hampshire who performed
at or above the NAEP Proficient level was 40 percent in 2003.
The percentage of students in New Hampshire who performed
at or above the Basic level was 81 percent.

New Hampshire (Public)

2003 L j!, 1 41 36

Notion (Pubrid

2003 f., 42 27:E 3'
Percentage below Bask and at Baste Percentage at Prolklent and

Advanced

0 below Bask 0 Bask 0 Profiting 0 Advanced

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Basic 242 or lower; Bask, 243.280;

Ptalicknt, 281-322; Advanrect 323 or above.

perfom00ce4.VE.MeportnwGvO 1ps in NewHmr re q

Percentage Average Percentage of students at
Reporting groups of students Score Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced
Male 49 265 1 241 42 31 1 2

Female 51 276 1 14 1 39 42 1 51_....,,,. _ ,
White

.,,

94 1 272 18 41 37 4

Black 2 1 --- --- --- --
Hispanic 21 --- --- --- --
Asian/Pacific Islander 1 1 --- --- --- -- --
American Indian/Alaska Native # 1 --- --- --- -- --
Free/reduced-price school lunch

Eligible 14 1 255 1 34 1 44 19 1 3

Not eligible 79 1 273 1 17 41 39 4

AVerage.4,SSOrtgpSTEret9 e1pC 0 ZrCUptnI. <Reading

o In 2003, male students in New Hampshire had an average
score that was lower than that of female students (11 points).
This performance gap was not significantly different from that
of the Nation (11 points).

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable
estimate for Black students in New Hampshire.

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable
estimate for Hispanic students in New Hampshire.

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that
of students who were eligible (18 points). This performance
gap was narrower than that of the Nation (25 points).

Scale Score Distribution
25th 50th 75th

Percentile Percentile Percentile

New Hampshire 251 1 273 1 293 1

Nation (Public) 240 264 286

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 NAEP
reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at lower,
middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. For example,
the data above show that 75 percent of students in public schools
nationally scored below 286, and 75 percent of students in New
Hampshire scored below 293.

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.

Significantly different from New Hampshire. 1 Significantly higher than, 1 lower than appropriate subgroup in the nation (public).

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.

"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 2003 Reading Assessment.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

- - VP
Overall Reading ttetasto,037349.

,
Student Percentage f f3 NAEP Achievement LlantOgi

o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in
New Jersey was 268.

o New Jersey's average score (268) in 2003 was higher' than
that of the nation's public schools (261).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions2 that participated in the 2003
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
New Jersey were higher than those in 26 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 24 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 2 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in New Jersey who performed at
or above the NAEP Proficient level was 37 percent in 2003.
The percentage of students in New Jersey who performed at
or above the Basic level was 79 percent.

New Jersey (Public)

2003 I pit 4 42 43

Nation (Public)

2003 V OP 42 27' LI 3

Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage at Proficient and

Advanced

0 below Bask Bask 0 Proficient 0 Advanced

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Basic 242 or lower; Basic 243-280;

Proficient, 281-322; Advances 323 or above.

Performance cQ NAEP Reporting Groups [WM27,4)2020'
Percentage Average Percentage of students at

Reporting groups of students Score Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced
Male 51 263 1 25 1 43 29 1 2

Female 49 272 1 17 1 40 38 1 5

White 60 277 1 121 42 42 1
Black 20 248 42 43 15 1

Hispanic 14 248 39 44 16 1

Asian/Pacific Islander 6 289 1 8 1 30 1 51 1 12

American Indian/Alaska Native # 1 --- -- -- --- ---

Free/reduced-price school lunch
Eligible 24 1 246 44 41 15 1

Not eligible 67 1 275 1 14 1 42 40 1 5

Reading Scores E13 Selected PercentilesAverage Score &CO BetweenSelected Group

o In 2003, male students in New Jersey had an average score
that was lower than that of female students (9 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of the
Nation (11 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (29 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of the Nation (27
points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (28 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of the Nation (27
points).

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that
of students who were eligible (30 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of the Nation (25
points).

Scale Score Distribution
25th 50th 75th

Percentile Percentile Percentile

New Jersey 248 1 271 1 291 1

Nation (Public) 240 264 286

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 NAEP
reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at lower,
middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. For example,
the data above show that 75 percent of students in public schools
nationally scored below 286, and 75 percent of students in New
Jersey scored below 291.

# The estimate rounds to zero. Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from New Jersey. I Significantly higher than, 1 lower than appropriate subgroup in the nation (public).
Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may

be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.
2 "Jurisdictions includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.govinationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 2003 Reading Assessment.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading @milOID goy Glo Mexico Student Percentage NAEP Achievement [Lamb

o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in
New Mexico was 252. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (254), and was lower
than the average score in 1998 (258).

o New Mexico's average score (252) in 2003 was lower than that
of the nation's public schools (261).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
New Mexico were higher than those in 1 jurisdiction, not
significantly different from those in 6 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 45 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in New Mexico who performed at
or above the NAEP Proficient level was 20 percent in 2003.
This percentage was not found to be significantly different from
2002 (20 percent), and was smaller than that in 1998 (23
percent).

New Mexico (Public)

1998 23"

2002 Olt 45 19

2003 43 18

Nation (Public)

2003 41i4 4 42 27 1J 3

Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage at Prolkkat and

Achasred

El below Bask 0 Bask Proficient 0 Advanced

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask, 242 or lower; Bask, 243-280;

Proficient, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above.

1:',erformance NAEP Reporting Gro Ocadeo
Reporting groups
Male
Female

Percentage
of students

50
50

White 34

Black 3

Hispanic 52 1

Asian/Pacific Islander 1

American Indian/Alaska Native 9

Free/reduced-price school lunch
Eligible 50

Not eligible 42 1

Average Score Between Selected Groups

o In 2003, male students in New Mexico had an average score
that was lower than that of female students (11 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1998 (11 points).

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Black students in New Mexico in 1998.

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (25 points). This performance
gap was wider than that of 1998 (20 points).

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (21 points). This performance gap
was wider than that of 1998 (15 points).

Average
Score Below Basic

Percentage of students at
Basic Proficient Advanced

246 43 42 15 1

257 32 44 22 2

268 20 45 32 3

246 45 41 13 #

243 47 42 11 #

--- --- --- ---
242 48 41 10 1

241 49 41 10

262 26 46 26 2

Reading (ec09 Scores Selected iittatiat'

5001

280

270

260

250

240

230

220

Percentiles

280'
75th

279* 276 276
259

*ft.'"."'0 50th

255 254
238

25th

233 230

01
'98 '02 '03

-- Accommodations were not permitted

0===c3 Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not me ; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, lower than 2002.
Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may

be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting In smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.

"Jurisdictions'. includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Student Percentage NAEP Achievement 1Gc9Gb

o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in
New York was 265. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (264), and was not
found to be significantly different from the average score in
1998 (265).

o New York's average score (265) in 2003 was higher than that
of the nation's public schools (261).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions2 that participated in the 2003
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
New York were higher than those in 20 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 25 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 7 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in New York who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 35 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(32 percent), and was not found to be significantly different
from 1998 (32 percent).

Reporting groups
Male
Female

White
Black
Hispanic
Asian/Pacific Islander
American Indian/Alaska Native
Free/reduced-price school lunch

Eligible
Not eligible

Percentage
of students

48
52

55
21

17

7

1

43
51

New York (Public)

1998 I 23 I 44

2002 F kg) I 44

2003 I 1!1 40

Nation (Public)

2003 I- . iiral 42

30

30

31

112'

2'

27 n 3

Percentage below Bask and at Basic Percentage at Proiklent and

Advanced

0 below Basic 0 Bask 0 Protickni 0 Advanced

NOTE: The NAP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask, 242 or lower; Bask, 243-280;

Proficient, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above.

Average
Score Below Basic

Percentage of students at
Basic Proficient Advanced

259 31 41 26 2

271 19 39 37 5

277 13 40 43
246 45 41 13 1

250 39 43 17 1

270 23 35 35 7

249 41 42 16

278 12 40 43 6

Average Score fte3 Between Selected Groups

o In 2003, male students in New York had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (12 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1998 (8 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (32 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (28 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (28 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of 1998 (28 points).

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (29 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (25 points).

Reading @SCOD Scores Selected Percentiles

5001

290

280

270

260

250

240

230

Percentiles

288

287
269

75th

246

244

50th

25th

'98 '02 '03

Accommodations were not permitted

0==tia Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. --- Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to perm

Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, 1 lower than 2002.
' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.
"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

MENns.,,N6ng es ItstforkL, Carol ea

o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in
North Carolina was 262. This was lower' than the average
score in 2002 (265), and was not found to be significantly
different from the average score in 1998 (262).

o North Carolina's average score (262) in 2003 was not found to
be significantly different from that of the nation's public schools
(261).

Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
North Carolina were higher than those in 15 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 11 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 26 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in North Carolina who performed at
or above the NAEP Proficient level was 29 percent in 2003.
This percentage was not found to be significantly different from
2002 (32 percent), and was not found to be significantly
different from 1998 (30 percent).

Studnt Percentage atANAEP hey meat Levels
North Carolina (Public)

1998

2002

2003

Elit261111111111111111111111111111111111
StE2121111111111111111001111'

44 26

Nation (Public)

2003 MEDIM:3111

2

3

Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage at Proficient aid

Advanced

0 below Bask 0 Basic O Proficient 0 Advanced

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask, 242 or lower; Bask, 243-280;

Proficient, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above.

itrVAina7,47Npli,

Reporting groups
Male
Female

White
Black
Hispanic
Asian/Pacific Islander
American Indian/Alaska Native
Free/reduced-price school lunch

Eligible
Not eligible

91....oups in No h tr
Percentage
of students

50
50

60
31

4

2

2

37

52

Arr

o In 2003, male students in North Carolina had an average score
that was lower than that of female students (11 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1998 (14 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (24 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (25 points).

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Hispanic students in North Carolina in 1998.

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (24 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (24 points).

Average
Score Below Basic

Percentage of students at
Basic Proficient Advanced

256 33 43 22 1

267 22 44 31 3

271 17 45 35 3

247 44 43 12 1

244 48 37 14 1

267 24 46 23 7

242 48 41 10

247 1 44 43 13

270 18 45 34 3

ead n e le ore Sete ed

5001

298

280

270

260

250

240

230

286
Dftp

286 207 285
266

6,5" 6 4c2 /263

244

242 240

Percentiles

75th

50th

25th

'98 '02 '03

U Accommodations were not permitted
0=ma Accomtnodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, 1 lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.

"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading ResultsCa' MOO)Dakota Student Percentage Eg NAEP Achievement Levels

o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in
North Dakota was 270. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (268).

o North Dakota's average score (270) in 2003 was higher than
that of the nation's public schools (261).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
North Dakota were higher than those in 35 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 15 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 2 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in North Dakota who performed at
or above the NAEP Proficient level was 38 percent in 2003.
This percentage was greater than that in 2002 (35 percent).

North Dakota (Public)

2002 I Up I 47 32 D 2

2003 I f4;) 1 43 36 U 3

Notion (Public)

2003 r 1 42 .x..,. 27 1 1 3

Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage of Prenatal and

Advanced

0 below Basic 0 Bask 0 Profkknt 0 Advanced

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to SOO, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Basic 242 or lower; Bask 243-280;

Prot dent, 281.322; Advonrect 323 or above.

Ittiata,d3DVNAEFIRepztiag Groups aMth Dakota
Percentage Average Percentage of students at

Reporting groups of students Score Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced
Male 50 264 22 47 29 1

Female 50 275 15 39 42 4

White 90 1 272 1 16 44 38 1
Black 1 -- -- -

Hispanic 1 --- --- --- --- - --

Asian /Pacific Islander 1 --- -- ---
American Indian/Alaska Native 7 1 244 51 37 11

Free/reduced-price school lunch
Eligible 26 259 29 44 25 1

Not eligible 73 273 15 43 39 3

Average Score ®EcPC:50301Selected Groups Reading Scores EI3 Selected PercentilesbSCOD

o In 2003, male students in North Dakota had an average score
that was lower than that of female students (10 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
2002 (10 points).

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Black students in North Dakota.

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Hispanic students in North Dakota.

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (14 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 2002 (9 points).

500

290

280
270

260

250

240

of_____

An examination
NAEP reading
lower, middle, and

1 Percentiles

Den 75th
200.291

crop 50th
770.273

cr.-t:1 25th
250251

'02'03

of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
scale at each grade indicates how well students at

higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.
2 "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 2002 and 2003 Reading Assessments.

BESTCOPYAVAILAE3LE



.

1' !;II
'gib -6,gov-Q

The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

eje n entizionge NAEP Achieve

o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in
Ohio was 267. This was not found to be significantly different'
from the average score in 2002 (268).

o Ohio's average score (267) in 2003 was higher than that of the
nation's public schools (261).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions2 that participated in the 2003
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Ohio were higher than those in 21 jurisdictions, not significantly
different from those in 26 jurisdictions, and lower than those in
5 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Ohio who performed at or above
the NAEP Proficient level was 34 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(35 percent).

Ohio (Public)

2002 I t, I

2003 1, , I

Nation (Public)

2003 L

46 33 11 3

44 31 3

1
42 1113

Percentage below Bask and at Basic Percentage at Proficient and

Advanced

0 below Bask 0 Bask 0 Proficient 0 Advanced

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Basic 242 or lower; Bask 243-280;

Proficient, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above.

Peitfkthenie:,4if,LAEkLteOohihgfg::re'fups Ohio

Reporting groups
Male

Female

White
Black
Hispanic
Asian/Pacific Islander
American Indian/Alaska Native
Free/reduced-price school lunch

Eligible
Not eligible

Percentage
of students

48
52

78
18

2

1

23
65

Average Percentage of students at
Score Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced

ffe,,re
a, s e e

o In 2003, male students in Ohio had an average score that was
lower than that of female students (7 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of 2002 (6 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (22 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 2002 (27 points).

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Hispanic students in Ohio in 2002.

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (22 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 2002 (16 points).

263
270

25
19

45
43

27
34

2
4

271 18 43 35 4

249 40 47 12 1

268 19 44 35 2

251 40 42 16 1

273 15 44 36 4

-toweacln Sc re tletected s

500 j,

290

280

270

260

250

240

Percentiles

r3""rt 75th
289 289

°0
270 264

50th

2°*"05.0
247

25th

of
'02'03

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
* Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, 1 lower than 2002.
' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.

"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit Ipp://nces.ed.00vinationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 2002 and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
iterary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.
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o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in
Oklahoma was 262. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (262), and was lower
than the average score in 1998 (265).

o Oklahoma's average score (262) in 2003 was not found to be
significantly different from that of the nation's public schools
(261).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Oklahoma were higher than those in 15 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 11 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 26 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Oklahoma who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 30 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(28 percent), and was not found to be significantly different
from 1998 (30 percent).

Oklahoma (Public)

1998 1 43),1,11 50' 29 11'
2002 I.`.- fIV 'i 48 26, 1 t
2003 1' Pli,,,, I 44 :, 28 g 2

Nation (Public)

2003 al 42 , 17 ': A3 3

Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage at Profkient aid

Advanced

0 below Bask Bask 12:1 Prolkient El Advanced

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask, 242 or lower; Basic 243-280;

Proficient, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above.

itv, --114._,
AofiNAE. orting Gro D ID

Percentage Average Percentage of students at
Reporting groups of students Score Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced

Male 49 256 32 44 23 1

Female 51 268 20 45 33 3

White 64 267 20 45 32 3

Black 9 240 49 38 13 #

Hispanic 6 250 38 45 16 1

Asian/Pacific Islander 2 --- --- --- --
American Indian/Alaska Native 16 257 31 43 25

Free/reduced-price school lunch
Eligible 44 251 36 44 19 1

Not eligible 54 271 17 45 35

'smug;
e Gaps e ReadingL5Calsj'c, eeted reentiles

5001,

290

280

270

260

250

240

230

0

Percentiles

2840.......<5.cl 75th
285 283 285
267
0.-........,,,....0-0 50th

767
248

265 265

21:387--."'--
25th

4.1244 242

f

o In 2003, male students in Oklahoma had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (12 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1 998 (11 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (27 points). This performance gap
was wider than that of 1998 (16 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (16 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of 1998 (14 points).

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (19 points). This performance gap
was wider than that of 1998 (13 points).

'98 '02'03

a 41 Accommodations were not permitted

0......0 Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. --- Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.

Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, ; lower than 2002.
' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.

"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The NationalNational Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
iterary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.
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o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in
Oregon was 264. This was lower' than the average score in
2002 (268), and was not found to be significantly different from
the average score in 1998 (266).

o Oregon's average score (264) in 2003 was higher than that of
the nation's public schools (261).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions2 that participated in the 2003
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Oregon were higher than those in 18 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 20 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 14 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Oregon who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 33 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(37 percent), and was not found to be significantly different
from 1998 (35 percent).

PC

Reporting groups
Male
Female

White
Black
Hispanic
Asian/Pacific Islander
American Indian/Alaska Native
Free/reduced-price school lunch

Eligible
Not eligible

e4ritirg Groups in Oregon
Percentage
of students

51

49

80
3
9

4

2

27

67

1 c rcentage NAEP Achtey meat
Oregon (Public)

1998 1"71W-1-1rni 3

2002

2003 'ST3' .1 41 -- 30 Li 3

Notion (Public)

2003 42 27 E 3

Percentage below Bask and at Basic Percentage at Proficient and

Advanced

0 below Bask Bask 0 Proficient Ea Advanced

NOTE: The NAEP rending scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask, 242 or lower; Bask, 243-280;

halide's:, 281.322; Advanced, 323 or above.

Average
Score

259
270

267
251

249
265

254
268

Percentage of students at
Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced

30
21

23
39
40
28
---

34

22

.*yer

o In 2003, male students in Oregon had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (11 points). This
performance gap was narrower than that of 1998 (17 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (15 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (30 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (17 points). This performance
gap was narrower than that of 1998 (32 points).

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (14 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (19 points). '98 '02'03

Accommodations were not permitted

Accommodations were permitted

Wrciirlgasge.

43 25 2

40 35 4

42 32 3

43 16 2

41 17 1

37 29 6

--- --
.........

---

44 21 1

41 33 4

500

290

280

270

260

250

240

230

288

289 291 288

271204/411
266

247

24.-14/4=346
243

Of

Percentiles

75th

50th

25th

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.

Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) am based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and lim'ted-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.
2 "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

PPAhlg RA's

o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in
Pennsylvania was 264. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (265).

o Pennsylvania's average score (264) in 2003 was higher than
that of the nation's public schools (261).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions2 that participated in the 2003
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Pennsylvania were higher than those in 18 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 22 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 12 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Pennsylvania who performed at
or above the NAEP Proficient level was 32 percent in 2003.
This percentage was not found to be significantly different from
2002 (35 percent).

Stu e ercentage atINAEPAchlevement

Pennsylvania (Public)

2002 1 .1 42 02
2003 r I 44 U2

Nation (Public)

2003 j 42 27 3

Percentage below Bask and at Basic Percentage at Pro Weal and

Advanced

0 below Bask Bask 111 Profklent 0 Advanced

NOTE The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to SOO, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask 242 or lower; Bask. 243-280;

Profident, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above.

' svA
or n Hof eportinO, roupsnwennsym_

Reporting groups
Male
Female

White
Black
Hispanic
Asian/Pacific Islander
American Indian/Alaska Native
Free/reduced-price school lunch

Eligible
Not eligible

Percentage
of students

50

Cq,,t,1;.1)

50

80
15

3

1

28
70

o In 2003, male students in Pennsylvania had an average score
that was lower than that of female students (12 points). This
performance gap was wider than that of 2002 (5 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (25 points). This performance gap
was narrower than that of 2002 (35 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was not
found to be significantly different from that of Hispanic students.
In 2002, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students.

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (24 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 2002 (28 points).

Average
Score Below Basic

Percentage of students at
Basic Proficient Advanced

259 30 44 25 1

270 18 44 35 3

268 19 45 34 2

243 48 41 11

257 36 40 23 1

247 42 43 14

271 17 44 36 3

1`,0v0=41:4004A,almcores at, eiecte eroen

sae j, Percentiles

290
°,7.0D 75th

280 287 237

270 3"0 50th
260 267 267

250
0-'3 25th

240 245 244

230

'02 '03

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

tt The estimate rounds to zero. --- Reporting standards not me ; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.

Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, lower than 2002.
' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.

"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit tAp://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 2002 and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The Nation's Report Card _

'State Reading 2003
Rhode Island

Grade 8
Public Schools

The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading Results Rhode Island Student Percentage NAEP Achievement Q,G9G1k)

o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in
Rhode Island was 261. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (262), and was lower
than the average score in 1998 (264).

o Rhode Island's average score (261) in 2003 was not found to
be significantly different from that of the nation's public schools
(261).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Rhode Island were higher than those in 12 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 9 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 31 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Rhode Island who performed at
or above the NAEP Proficient level was 30 percent in 2003.
This percentage was not found to be significantly different from
2002 (30 percent), and was not found to be significantly
different from 1998 (32 percent).

Rhode Island (Public)

1998 I ptFt I

2002

2003 t g) I

IF 1

Nation (Public)

2003 1*,,,',4,13

44 29

43 28

41 Pe4 IT,

42

Li 3
li 2
Li 3

27-70 3

Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage at Proficient and

Advanced

0 below Bask 0 Bask 0 Profkkat 0 Advanced

NOTE: The NAEP rending scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask, 242 or lower; Basic, 243-280;

Proficient, 281-322; Advanced, 323 en above.

Performance NAEP Reporting Groups Rhode Island

Reporting groups
Percentage
of students

Male 51

Female 49

White 75

Black 8

Hispanic 13

Asian/Pacific Islander 3

American Indian/Alaska Native
Free/reduced-price school lunch

Eligible 28 1

Not eligible 65 1

Average Score Between Selected Groups

o In 2003, male students in Rhode Island had an average score
that was lower than that of female students (11 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1998 (10 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (26 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (22 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (30 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of 1998 (29 points).

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (25 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (26 points).

Average
Score Below Basic

Percentage of students at
Basic Proficient Advanced

256 34 40 1 24 2

266 23 43 31 4

267 22 43 32
241 50 36 14 #

238 54 38 8 1

252 42 35 19 3

245 45 40 14 1

270 19 43 35 4

Reading @IBEflp Scores Selected Percentiles

500

290

280

270

260

250

240

230

of

286

Percentiles

75th

50th

25th

287
st.e.a

286 pm

2

cs...c,
265 263

241'238

'98 '02 '03

- - Accommodations were not permitted

Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not me ; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, 1 lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.
2"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the Information not available" category for Free /reduced -price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading Hajo:Ok' Oaf South Garonne Student Percentage NAEP Achievement

o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in
South Carolina was 258. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (258), and was higher
than the average score in 1998 (255).

o South Carolina's average score (258) in 2003 was lower than
that of the nation's public schools (261).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions= that participated in the 2003
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
South Carolina were higher than those in 7 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 11 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 34 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in South Carolina who performed
at or above the NAEP Proficient level was 24 percent in 2003.
This percentage was not found to be significantly different from
2002 (24 percent), and was not found to be significantly
different from 1998 (22 percent).

South Carolina (Public)

1998 I

2002

2003 I.

I

44

44

1 45

Notion (Public)

21 I 1

23 1

22 )j 2

I

2003 I 42 27 j1 3

Percentage below Bask and at Bork Percentage at Proficient sad

Advanced

G below Bask Bask 0 Proficient El Advanced

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask, 242 or lower; Bask 243-280;

Proficient, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above.

Performance cor&O Reporting Groups South earolina

Reporting groups
Male
Female

White
Black
Hispanic
Asian/Pacific Islander
American Indian/Alaska Native
Free/reduced-price school lunch

Eligible
Not eligible

Percentage
of students

48

52

54

43
2

1

47
51

Average Score Between Selected Groups

o In 2003, male students in South Carolina had an average score
that was lower than that of female students (10 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1998 (9 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (25 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (25 points).

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Hispanic students in South Carolina.

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (21 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (26 points).

Average
Score Below Basic

Percentage of students at
Basic Proficient Advanced

253 36 45 18 1

263 26 46 26 2

269 18 47 33 3

244 47 43 9

247 42 44 13 1

268 20 46 31 3

Reading Scores Selected Percentiles

500j,

280

270

260

250

240

230

220

Percentiles

278 75th

278 280 280

2257

co.==-=43=c 50th
57 259 259

236 237 25th
233

'98 '02'03

41 Accommodations were not permitted
>===0 Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not me ; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.
2 "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

>,1.4T1,
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In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in
South Dakota was 270.

o South Dakota's average score (270) in 2003 was higher' than
that of the nation's public schools (261).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
South Dakota were higher than those in 38 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 12 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 2 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in South Dakota who performed at
or above the NAEP Proficient level was 39 percent in 2003.
The percentage of students in South Dakota who performed at
or above the Basic level was 82 percent.

Styden f-ercentage 3 NAEP Achlevement

South Dakota (Public)

2003
I

43

Nation (Public)

2003 42

6

2r H 3

U 3

Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage at Proikleat and

Advanced

below Basic Bask 0 Pro fklent 0 Advanced

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask, 242 or lower; Bask, 243-280;

['raided, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above.

Reporting groups
Male
Female
White
Black
Hispanic
Asian/Pacific Islander
American Indian/Alaska Native
Free/reduced-price school lunch

Eligible
Not eligible

Percentage Average
of students

49
51

88 1
11

1

1

91

32 1
67 1

Score
265 1
275 1
273 1

51

Percentage of students at
Below Basic Basic

23 1 45
14 1 41

15 1 43

246 46

Proficient Advanced
31 2

41 4

381

39 15

261 1 28 1 42 28 1 2

274 1 14 1 43 39 1 3

cor

o In 2003, male students in South Dakota had an average score
that was lower than that of female students (11 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of the
Nation (11 points).

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable
estimate for Black students in South Dakota.

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable
estimate for Hispanic students in South Dakota.

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that
of students who were eligible (13 points). This performance
gap was narrower than that of the Nation (25 points).

,

end ng S WeSome, ate ed .1 en See

Scale Score Distribution
25th 50th 75th

Percentile Percentile Percentile

South Dakota 251 1 272 1 292 1

Nation (Public) 240 264 286

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500 NAEP
reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at lower,
middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed. For example,
the data above show that 75 percent of students in public schools
nationally scored below 286, and 75 percent of students in South
Dakota scored below 292.

The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from South Dakota. 1 Significantly highe than, l lower than appropriate subgroup in the nation (public).

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.
2"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit htip.;//nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 2003 Reading Assessment.
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The Nation's Report Card

State Reading ng 2003
Tennessee

Grade 8
Public Schools

The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in
Tennessee was 258. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (260), and was not
found to be significantly different from the average score in
1998 (258).

o Tennessee's average score (258) in 2003 was lower than that
of the nation's public schools (261).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Tennessee were higher than those in 7 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 11 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 34 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Tennessee who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 26 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(28 percent), and was not found to be significantly different
from 1998 (27 percent).

Student Percentage NAEP Achievement 04xdO

Tennessee (Public)

3

1998 I. -fp I 44 26 1 1
2002 i ED I 43 2

2003 It SIT 43 24 11 2

Nation (Public)

2003 1 L 1 42 27 11

Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage at Pro/Went and

Advanced

0 below Rank Bask Pro fident Advanced

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask, 242 or lower; Basic 243-280;

Proficient, 281.322; Advanced, 323 or above.

Performance NAEP Reporting Groups (15)WrijiDGWW_

Reporting groups
Percentage
of students

Male 52

Female.............
48

White 73

Black 24

Hispanic 2

Asian/Pacific Islander 1

American Indian/Alaska Native
Free/reduced-price school lunch

Eligible 36

Not eligible 61

Average
Score Below Basic

Percentage of students at
Basic Proficient Advanced

252 38 41 20 1

265 24 45 28 3

265 24 45 29

239 53 38 8

245 45 41 13 1

265 23 45 30 2

o In 2003, male students in Tennessee had an average score
that was lower than that of female students (13 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1998 (15 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (26 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (29 points).

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Hispanic students in Tennessee.

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (20 points). This performance gap
was narrower than that of 1998 (27 points).

-6C;j0b:Reading Scores Selected

500J.

280

270

260

250

240
238

arrrrci 25th
230 238 239 236

Percentiles

283 284 282
75th

261

262
,3**.0,.., 50th
`" 260

of
'98 '02'03

--- Accommodations were not permitted
Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. --- Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.

Significantly different from 2003. Significantly higher than, lower than 2002.

Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.
2"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.qov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall ReadingQx0:033 for Student Percentage ea5Vig?PAPszauEcEe3
o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in

Texas was 259. This was not found to be significantly different'
from the average score in 2002 (262), and was not found to be
significantly different from the average score in 1998 (261).

o Texas' average score (259) in 2003 was lower than that of the
nation's public schools (261).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictionsz that participated in the 2003
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Texas were higher than those in 7 jurisdictions, not significantly
different from those in 13 jurisdictions, and lower than those in
32 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Texas who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 26 percent in 2003. This
percentage was smaller than that in 2002 (31 percent), and
was not found to be significantly different from 1998 (27
percent).

Texas (Public)

1998 I Qj l 47 26 1

2002 . 43 8* 11 2

2003 I 1 45 24 2

Nation (Public)

2003aM gi 1 42 27 .[ l 3

Percentage below Bask end at Bask Percentage at Proficient and

Admixed

0 below Bask Bask Pro fident 0 Advanced

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask, 242 or lower; Bask 243-280;

Profident, 281.322; Advanced, 323 or above.

Pe o nce
m

of NAEP Re:aporting Groups

Reporting groups
Male
Female

Percentage
of students

52
48

Average
Score

White
Black
Hispanic
Asian/Pacific Islander
American Indian/Alaska Native
Free/reduced-price school lunch

Eligible
Not eligible

44
15

37

3

44

54

Percentage of students at
Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced

253 35 45 20 1

265 24 45 29 3

272 16 45 36 3

247 44 42 13

247 41 45 14 1

272 14 49 32 4

--- --- ---

246 43 45 12

269 1 19 1 44 34 3

Average Score Between Selected Groups

o In 2003, male students in Texas had an average score that was
lower than that of female students (11 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1998 (10 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (25 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (25 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (24 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of 1998 (22 points).

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (24 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (24 points).

Reading Scores Selected Percentiles

5001

290

280

270

260

250

240

230

Ol

283

Percentiles

283 282
75th

2W
0 50th

264 2'6:35"kl

244*
260

25th
242 241 238

'98 '02'03. Accommodations were not permitted

Cl.===°43 Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not me ; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, f lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.
2"Jurisdictione includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The Nation's Report Card

The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading GamiTCO@Ct093511

o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in
Utah was 264. This was not found to be significantly different'
from the average score in 2002 (263), and was not found to be
significantly different from the average score in 1998 (263).

o Utah's average score (264) in 2003 was higher than that of the
nation's public schools (261).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Utah were higher than those in 18 jurisdictions, not significantly
different from those in 18 jurisdictions, and lower than those in
16 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Utah who performed at or above
the NAEP Proficient level was 32 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(32 percent), and was not found to be significantly different
from 1998 (31 percent).

Student Percentage NAEP Achievement 0.Gc9a

Utah (Public)

1998

2002

2003

Nation (Public)

2003

I fD I 46 '3010` j 1
I 113 I 43 2

[ 44 30' Q 2

1 An 1 42 27 1 1 3

Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage at Proficient and

Advanced

0 below Bask Bask 1:1 Profkient Advanced

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 lo SOO, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following paints: Below Bask, 242 or lower; Basic 243-280;

Proficient, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above.

Performance NAEP Reporting Groups 11:o iffECo

Reporting groups
Male
Female

White
Black
Hispanic
Asian/Pacific Islander
American Indian/Alaska Native

Percentage
of students

49
51

86
1

9

2

2

Average
Score

Free/reduced-price school lunch
Eligible
Not eligible

26
70

Average Score aco cmszGio Selected Groups

o In 2003, male students in Utah had an average score that was
lower than that of female students (10 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1998 (9 points).

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Black students in Utah.

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (27 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of 1998 (21 points).

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (18 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (20 points).

Percentage of students at
Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced

259 28 45 25 1

269 19 43 35 3

268 20 45 33 2

---
241 49 38 13 #
262 26 46 26 2

251 38 43 19

269 18 44 35 3

Reading Scores Selected Percentiles

soot'

290

280

270

260

250

240

230

of

Percentiles

2 -O 75th
287 281

50th
266 68

246
25th

246 243 245

'98 '02 '03

Accommodations were not permitted

-- Accominadotions were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, 1. lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.
2 "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.

4 9
BEST COPY AVAILABLE



so

41, I

@GOEPaCtaR QOPOn

-

UfrICit033BO
The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading GtaIGDOceVermont

o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in
Vermont was 271. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (272).

o Vermont's average score (271) in 2003 was higher than that of
the nation's public schools (261).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Vermont were higher than those in 40 jurisdictions, and not
significantly different from those in 12 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Vermont who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 39 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(40 percent).

Student Percentage

Vermont (Public)

2002

2003

Nation (Public)

NAEP Achievement Ila7G03

13 1

I IP 1
42 36

43 35-

2003 r n i 42 27, Li 3

Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage at Profideat and

Advemed

0 below Basic Bask 0 Profklent 0 Advanced

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to SOO, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask 242 or lower; Basic 243-280;

Profident, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above.

VermontPerformance NAEP Reporting Groups

Reporting groups
Percentage
of students

Average
Score Below Basic

Percentage of students at
Basic Proficient Advanced

Male 50 265 23 45 29 2

Female 50 276 14 40 40 6

White 96 271 18 43 35

Black 1 --
Hispanic 1

Asian/Pacific Islander 1

American Indian/Alaska Native 1

Free/reduced-price school lunch
Eligible 25 255 33 47 18 1

Not eligible 74 276 14 41 40 5

Average Score @EIT2 Between"Selected Groups

o In 2003, male students in Vermont had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (11 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
2002 (9 points).

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Black students in Vermont.

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Hispanic students in Vermont.

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (20 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 2002 (19 points).

Reading

500J.

290

280

270

260

250

240

0

'02'03

Scores at Selected

Percentiles

13.0 75th
293292

27
°D," 2

50th

cb...0
252 251

25th

Percentiles

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not me ; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.

Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, lower than 2002.
' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.
2 "Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 2002 and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The Nation's Report Card Virginia
Grade 8

Public Schools

The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
iterary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall ea. ng Resu t r Vijiginia Student Percentage Eilang,) Achievement

o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in
Virginia was 268. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 2002 (269), and was not
found to be significantly different from the average score in
1998 (266).

o Virginia's average score (268) in 2003 was higher than that of
the nation's public schools (261).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions= that participated in the 2003
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Virginia were higher than those in 27 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 23 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 2 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Virginia who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 36 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(37 percent), and was not found to be significantly different
from 1998 (33 percent).

Virginia (Public)

1998 1111228 NMEMME9 3
2002

2003

Nation (Public)

111520=WIIIIII 3

13

2003 ig. [i3lEMXIIIMI 3
Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage at Proficient as.

Advanced

CI below Basic 0 Bask Proficient 0 Advanced

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Basic, 242 or lower; Bask, 243-280;

Proficient, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above.

Performance CQ NAEP Reporting Groups U Virginia
Percentage Average Percentage of students at

Reporting groups of students Score Below Basic Basic Proficient Advanced

Male 49 263 25 44 29 2

Female 51 272 18 42 36 5

White 65 275 15 41 39

Black 27 250 38 46 15 #

Hispanic 4 266 22 48 28 2

Asian/Pacific Islander 3 274 12 48 38 2

American Indian/Alaska Native # -- --- -- -- --
Free/reduced-price school lunch.

Eligible 26 252 38 44 16 1

Not eligible 70 274 15 42 38 4

Average Score Cam) (7)=2GD3 Selected Groups 1 Reading Qilb Scores EB Selected Percentiles

o In 2003, male students in Virginia had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (9 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1998 (10 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (25 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (24 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (9 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (8 points).

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (23 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (25 points).

5001,

29. ,.,

280

270
260

250

240

0

tea
An examination
NAEP reading scale
lower, middle, and

Percentiles

288
0...................43...a 75th

2 88
291 291 ' ..."

2680...........--...0.-C3 50th
268 271 270

2406....,,c6.40
250

247
25th

246

on the 0-500
how well students at

performed.

'98 '02'03

Accommodations were not permitted

Accommodations were permitted

of scores at different percentiles
at each grade indicates

higher levels of the distribution

IlThe estimate rounds to zero. Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.

Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, 1 lower than 2002.
' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting In smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.

"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit t13://nces.ed.qov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading Results Washington Student Percentage NAEP Achievement 04af7ZOD

o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in
Washington was 264. This was lower' than the average score
in 2002 (268), and was not found to be significantly different
from the average score in 1998 (264).

o Washington's average score (264) in 2003 was higher than that
of the nation's public schools (261).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions2 that participated in the 2003
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Washington were higher than those in 18 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 20 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 14 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Washington who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 33 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(37 percent), and was not found to be significantly different
from 1998 (32 percent).

Washington (Public)

1998 I al, 1 44 ''', 29 11 2

2002 r R I 41 . 331 10

2003 I F/I I 43 30 L.] 3

Nation (Public)

2003 i K-.3 1 42 =27P ' 1j 3

Percentage below Bookend at Bask Percentage at Proficient and

Advanced

0 below Basic 0 Basic 0 Proficient 0 Advanced

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask, 242 or lower; Bask, 243-280;

Proficient, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above.

Performance NAEP Reporting Groups fii Washington
Percentage Average

Reporting groups of students Score Below
Male 51 258
Female 49 271

Percentage of students at
Basic Basic Proficient Advanced

30 43 25 1

19 42 35 5

20 43 33 3

40 41 18 1

45 39 15 1

21 40 34 5

38 45 17 1

White 74 268
Black 6 251

Hispanic 9 246

Asian/Pacific Islander 8 270

American Indian/Alaska Native 3 247

Free/reduced-price school lunch
Eligible 28 1. 248 42 40 17 1

Not eligible 58 271 17 43 35 4

Average Score OECD13136=1611Selected Groups Reading @Kfl9 Scores Selected

o In 2003, male students in Washington had an average score
that was lower than that of female students (13 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1998 (16 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (17 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (25 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (22 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of 1998 (27 points).

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (23 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (24 points).

500 j,

290

280

270

260

250

240

230

0

s4a

Percentiles

2g..........c4.0
292288 75th

287

2670........---77(7i6p,a soth

267 267

246em............---.0...0 25th
244 247 244

on the 0-500
how well students at

performed.

'98 '02'03

Accommodations were not permitted

D===a Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not me ; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from 2003. I Significantly higher than, lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.
2"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading Results OtoUteil Virginia

o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in
West Virginia was 260. This was lower' than the average score
in 2002 (264), and was not found to be significantly different
from the average score in 1998 (262).

o West Virginia's average score (260) in 2003 was not found to
be significantly different from that of the nation's public schools
(261).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
West Virginia were higher than those in 9 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 11 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 32 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in West Virginia who performed at
or above the NAEP Proficient level was 25 percent in 2003.
This percentage was smaller than that in 2002 (29 percent),
and was not found to be significantly different from 1998 (28
percent).

Student Percentage NAEP Achievement 11g9Go

West Virginia (Public)

1998

2002

3

I 47 27' I I

1111111211111111111111511
2003 41 '23 ' 2

Nation (Public)

2003 It t13 1 42 -27 11

Parentage below Bask and at Basic Percentage at Profkient and

Advanced

0 below Basic Basic Proficient 0 Advanced

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask, 242 or lower; Bask, 243.280;

Proficient, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above.

Performance NAEP Reporting Groups [ID V32e0 Virginia

Reporting groups
Male
Female
White
Black
Hispanic
Asian/Pacific Islander
American Indian/Alaska Native
Free/reduced-price school lunch

Eligible
Not eligible

Percentage
of students

50
50

94
5

#1

48
51 /

Average core een Select d

In 2003, male students in West Virginia had an average score
that was lower than that of female students (11 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1998 (13 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (12 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (14 points).

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Hispanic students in West Virginia.

In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (16 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (13 points).

Average
Score Below Basic

Percentage of students at
Basic Proficient Advanced

254 1 35 46 19

265 22 48 27 3

260 1 28 T 47 24 1 2

248 40 46 13

252 37 45 16

267 19 48 30 3

R dl .139 Scores ED selected

seal

290

280

270

2b0

250

240

230

Percentiles

283
2cist,a 75th

281
26421
242242

240

50th

25th

'98 '02'03

Accommodations were not permitted

ra.=.....0 Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, 1 lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.

"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed Information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.

53
3EST COPY AVAILABLE



The Nation's Report Cid
State' ea

Wisconsin
Grade 8

Public Schools

The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading Results Wisconsin Student Percentage NAEP Achievement

o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in
Wisconsin was 266. This was not found to be significantly
different' from the average score in 1998 (265).

o Wisconsin's average score (266) in 2003 was higher than that
of the nation's public schools (261).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Wisconsin were higher than those in 21 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 25 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 6 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Wisconsin who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 37 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 1998
(34 percent).

PerforManCe Reporting Groups WiSconsin

Reporting groups
Percentage
of students

Male 52
Female 48

White 84

Black 9

Hispanic 3

Asian/Pacific Islander 3

American Indian/Alaska Native 1

Free/reduced-price school lunch
Eligible 21

Not eligible 69

Average Score ifto Between Selected Groups

Wisconsin (Public)

1998 I 44

2003 1 : , 41

31 't 0 2
334' ,J

Nation (Public)

2003 I 1 42 17 U 3

Percentage below Bask and at Bask Percentage at Proficient and

Admixed

C3 below Bask 0 Bask 0 Profkknt ID Advanced

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask 242 or lower; Basic 243-280;

Proficient, 281-322., Advanced,323 or above.

o In 2003, male students in Wisconsin had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (15 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1998 (15 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Black students (38 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (35 points).

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (28 points). This performance
gap was wider than that of 1998 (13 points).

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (28 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (20 points).

Average
Score Below Basic

Percentage of students at
Basic Proficient Advanced

259 29 42 27 1

274 16 39 40 5

271 17 42 37
234 60 32 7 #
244 49 35 15 1

253 39 38 22 2

-- --- ---

244 47 36 15 1

272 17 41 39 4

Reading

5001

290

280

270

260

250

240

01

287

288 290

269

269 270

248

247 246

Percentiles

75th

50th

25th

'98 '03

--- Accommodations were not permitted
-- Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle:and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not met; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
* Significantly different from 2003. 1 Significantly higher than, lower than 1998.
' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.

"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1998 and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) assesses reading in three contexts described in the NAEP framework: reading for
literary experience, to gain information, and to perform a task. The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500.

Overall Reading Results Wyoming Student Percentage NAEP Achievement

o In 2003, the average scale score for eighth-grade students in
Wyoming was 267. This was higher' than the average score in
2002 (265), and was higher than the average score in 1998
(263).

o Wyoming's average score (267) in 2003 was higher than that of
the nation's public schools (261).

o Of the 53 states and jurisdictions' that participated in the 2003
eighth-grade assessment, students' average scale scores in
Wyoming were higher than those in 26 jurisdictions, not
significantly different from those in 19 jurisdictions, and lower
than those in 7 jurisdictions.

o The percentage of students in Wyoming who performed at or
above the NAEP Proficient level was 34 percent in 2003. This
percentage was not found to be significantly different from 2002
(31 percent), and was not found to be significantly different
from 1998 (31 percent).

Wyoming (Public)

1998 I. Eta. I

2002

2003

FE I

45

47

I AO I 45

Nation (Public)

2003 Fs. -41y01 42

29 '1 2
2

0:` 32 le Q 2

aV. 27-, t,E1 3

29

Percentage below Bask and at Basic Percentage at Proficient and

Advanced

0 below Basic Bask Proficient 0 Advanced

NOTE: The NAEP reading scale ranges from 0 to 500, with the achievement levels

corresponding to the following points: Below Bask, 242 or lower; Bask 243-280;

Proficient, 281-322; Advanced, 323 or above.

Performance of NAEP Reporting Groups Wyoming

Reporting groups
Male
Female

Percentage
of students

53
47

White 88
Black 2

Hispanic 6

Asian/Pacific Islander 1

American Indian/Alaska Native 3

Free/reduced-price school lunch
Eligible 27 1

Not eligible 72 1

Average Score Between Selected Groups

Average
Score
262
272

Below Basic
26
15

Percentage of students at
Basic Proficient

46 27

45 36

Advanced
1

3

269

255

242

18

34

52

46

46

40

34

19

8

2

1

255
272 1

33
16

46
45

20
36 3

o In 2003, male students in Wyoming had an average score that
was lower than that of female students (10 points). This
performance gap was not significantly different from that of
1998 (15 points).

o The sample size was not sufficient to permit a reliable estimate
for Black students in Wyoming.

o In 2003, White students had an average score that was higher
than that of Hispanic students (14 points). This performance
gap was not significantly different from that of 1998 (15 points).

o In 2003, students who were not eligible for free/reduced-price
school lunch had an average score that was higher than that of
students who were eligible (16 points). This performance gap
was not significantly different from that of 1998 (15 points).

Reading Scores Selected

500 j,

290

280

270

260

250

240

230

Percentiles

D":43238 75th
285

267269
50th

244'
tr------"e-1"3246248 25111

244

of
'98 '02'03

. Accommodations were not permitted
t Accommodations were permitted

An examination of scores at different percentiles on the 0-500
NAEP reading scale at each grade indicates how well students at
lower, middle, and higher levels of the distribution performed.

# The estimate rounds to zero. -- Reporting standards not me ; sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
Significantly different from 2003. I Significantly higher than, I lower than 2002.

' Comparisons (higher/lower/not different) are based on statistical tests. The .05 level was used for testing statistical significance. Performance comparisons may
be affected by differences in exclusion rates for students with disabilities and limited-English-proficient students in the NAEP samples and changes in sample
sizes. NAEP sample sizes have increased since 2002 compared to previous years, resulting in smaller detectable differences than in previous assessments.
2"Jurisdictions" includes participating states and other jurisdictions (such as the District of Columbia and the Department of Defense Dependents Schools).
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding, and because the "Information not available" category for Free/reduced-price lunch is not displayed.
Statistical comparisons are calculated on the basis of unrounded scale scores or percentages.
Visit http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/states/ for additional results and detailed information.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress
(NAEP), 1998, 2002, and 2003 Reading Assessments.
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