APPENDIX D

Cross-State Proficiency and
Achievement Level Tabular
Summaries

Selected tabular summaries of the 1994 Trial State
Assessment in Reading for fourth-grade public school
students are presented in this appendix. Tables D.1
through D.3 present average reading proficiency results
for selected reporting subgroups — gender, race/ethnicity,
and level of parents’ education — by participating
jurisdictions. Tables D.4 through D.6 provide similar
summaries related to the percentage of students at or
above the three achievement levels.






THE NATION'S

G [reem
1992 'y TFable D.1 Average Reading Proficiency for Grade 4 Students by Gender for the 1994 Trial State Assessment
B with Changes in Average Proficiency from 1992, Public Schools Only
Male Female
FPercentage Average Proficiency Change Fercentage Average Lhange
of Students from 1992 of Students Proficiency from 1992

Nation 5% 207 -& 49 : 218 -1

Region
Northeast 5G 207 -10 50 216 -7
Southeast 52 202 ! 48 215 -2
Cantral 53 2i2 -3 a7 225 5
West 51 207 -1 49 217 o

States
Aiabama 51 203 -5 49 213 2
Asizona 50 201 -5 50 211 -2
Arkansas 50 . 204 -3 50 213 -1
California 51 194 -4 49 200 -7
Colorado 50 209 -5 50 218 -2
Connecticut 5¢ 218 -1 50 226 2
Delaware 49 200 g 51 212 -5*
Fiorida 49 189 -6* 51 210 -1
Goeorgia 48 201 -g* 52 212 -3
Hawaii 51 194 -4 49 208 -1
Indiana 49 216 -2 51 223 -1
lowa 51 218 -3 ’ 49 227 -2
Kentucky 51 206 -3 49 217 1
Louisiana 43 193 -7 51 200 -7
Maing 50 225 1 50 231 2
Maryiand 52 205 -1 a8 214 -1
Massachusetts 50 221 -4 50 226 -2
Minnesota 51 214 -3 49 223 -2
Mississippi 49 196 0 51 207 4
Missouri 51 213 -5 49 221 -1
Montanat 5% 218 - 49 227
Nebraskat 5% 218 -2 49 224 -1
New Hampshiret 50 218 -6* 50 229 -2
New Jersey 49 216 -4 51 222 -3
New Mexico 48 20 -g* 52 208 -5
New York 50 207 -4 50 218 -2
North Carolina 59 208 0 49 220 [
North Dakota 50 221 -3 50 230 3
Pennsylvaniat 50 211 -7 50 220 -4
Ahode Islandt 49 215 ¢ 51 225 &
South Carolina 51 198 -7 49 208 -6*
Tennesseot 49 208 -1 51 217 2
Texas 50 210 1 50 214 -2
Utah 50 213 -4 50 222 -2
Virginia 50 208 _ -g* 50 21% -6*
Washington 52 209 - 48 217 -
West Virginia 51 208 -3 49 218 A1
Wisconsint 49 221% 0 51 227 1
Wyoming 5% 218 -2 49 224 2

Other Jurisdictions
DoDEA 50 213 v 50 223 -
Guam 51 172 -3 49 190 0

** The value for 1994 was significantly different from the value for 1992 at or about the 9% percert certainty level. These notations indicate statistical
significance from a multiple comparison procedure based on 38 jurisdictions participating in both 1994 and 1992. If looking at only one state, = indicates the
value for 1994 was significantly different from the vatua for 1892 at or about the 95 percent certainty level. Statistically significant differences between 1994
and 1992 for the state comparison samples for the nation and regions are not indicated.

--- Jurisdiction did not participate in the 1992 Trial State Assessment.

t Did not safisfy one of the guidelines for school sample participation rates {ses Appendix A).

SOURCE: Nationat Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP}, 1992 and 1994 Reading Assessments
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1982 [ Table D.2 Average Reading Proficiency for Grade 4 Students by Race/Ethnicity for the 1994 Trial State
i e Assessment with Changes in Average Proficiency from 1992, Public Schools Only
ite ac ispantc
Percentage  Average Change Parcantage  Average Lhange ferceniage  Average Change
of Students Proficiency  from 1992 of Students Proficiency  from 1882 of Students Proficiency  from 1982

Nation 68 223 0 16 186 ) -6* 12 188 -1

Region
Northeast 82 224 -5 22 184 -14” 10 191 -8
Southeaast 63 219 -1 26 188 -5 8 184 -10!
Central 80 225 1 11 182 -4 & 139 -10
West 66 222 3 7 186! 2 20 186 -1

States
Alabama 62 220 2 29 188 i+ & 178 -12
Afizona 58 220 -1 4 183 17 29 188 -8
Arkansas 70 218 -2 21 183 -7 6 192 4
California 44 211 -7 7 182 -2 a3 174 -9
Colaracto 67 222 0 5 164 -1t 21 193 -9
Connecticut 70 234 4 12 190 -6 i4 180 -3
Delaware 63 215 S 23 188 -7 g 180 3
Florida 57 218 -1 21 183 -3 i9 189 =13
Georgia 56 222 -1 32 i85 -7 9 184 -7
Hawaii 17 219 5 2 189 -2 11 185 -8,
indiana 81 225 0 10 183 -8 7 201 ~1C
lowa 8§ 225 -2 3 1861 -23 8 204 -7
Kentucky 83 215 ¢ 10 190 -6 5 186 1
Louvisiana 51 213 -3 38 180 -4 8 175 -3
Maing 22 229 3 1 bl b 5 218 g
Maryland 57 223 2 32 185 -7 6 197 0
Massachusetis 77 23 0 7 189 -6 11 184 -7
Minnesota 84 222 -1 3 173 -18 8 202 -1
Mississippi 46 220 3 45 187 0 7 181 -4
Missouri 75 223 -3 14 182 -4 7 200 -2
Montanat 79 226 - 1 o - 10 208 ~er
Nebraskat 82 224 -1 4 190t -6 16 205 4]
New Hampshiret ) 224 -4 1 e b 5 213 -2
New Jorsey &0 231 -2 16 193 -7 17 200 1
New Mexico 41 219 -4 3 196 -5 4 196 -4
New York 54 226 0 21 1M -1 19 193 6
North Carolina 65 225 4 26 183 -1 4 189 -3
North Dakota 8g 228 1 1 o e & 212 4
Pennsylvaniat 76 224 -3 14 180 <10 7 187 ~12
Rhode Islandt 80 226 1 6 197 10 g 195 4
South Carolina 53 219 -2 37 184 -1 8 182 -13"
Tennessest 74 220 b 18 188 -5 4 186 O
Texas 50 227 3 12 193 -9 34 198 -3
Litah a2 221 -2 1 b o i2 199 -4
Virginia 59 224 -4 29 192 0 R A 7 206 4
Washington 73 217 5 198 - 11 190
Wast Virginia 90 215 -2 3 202 -2 4 192 -4
Wisconsint B4 228 1 5 197 -4 7 203 -7
Wyoming 82 224 -2 1 i 13 209 1]

Other Jurisdictions
DoDEA a7 224 19 205 - 18 21% -
Guam g 162 -3 4 1M 5 18 171 6

* The value for 1994 was significantly different from the value for 1992 at or about the 95 percent certainty level. These notations indicate statistical
significance from a multipte comparison procedure based on 38 jurisdictions participating in both 1994 and 1992. If looking at only one state, * indicates the
value for 1994 was significantly different from the value for 1992 at or about the 95 percent certainty lavel. Statistically significant differences between 1994
and 1992 for the state comparison samples for the nation and regions- are not indicated.

“** Gample size in the 1992 or 1894 assessmant is insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
-« Jurisdicticn did not participate in the 1992 Trial State Assaessment,
linterpret with caution any comparison inveiving this statistic, The nature of the sample does not allow accurate determination of the variability of this vaiue.

+ Did not satisfy one of the guidelines for school sample participation rates {see Appendix A).

SOURCE: Nationa! Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress {NAEP), 1992 and 1994 Reading Assessments
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}'% { Fable D.2 Average Reading Proficiency for Grade 4 Students by Race/Ethnicity for the 1994 Trial State
Breding Axseayrent Assessment with Changes in Average Proficiency from 1992, Public Schools Ontly {continued)
Asian Pacific Islander American Indian
Parcentage  Average Change Peicenlage  AVerage Change Percentage  Average Change
of Students Proficiency  from 1892 of Students  Proficiency  from 1992 of Students  Proficiency  from 1952
Naticn 2 231 - 1 216 b 2 200 -5
Hegion
Nonheast 2 L k3 LL 1 rid L2 1 o iy
Soumeast 1 Lt Ll 0 £3 4] L2 ) 1 AW LA ld
Central 1 kA ek 0 TR kR 1 R L2
WESI 3 226! Lt 1 L g T 2 Ll Wik
States
Alabama 1 xwk ik 0 L S 2 Akt R
Arizona 1 e il 1 b b 8 181 -3
Arkansas ? *hw Ll O i Hw 2 AL LET
California 8 21 i 5 2131 i 2 i b
Colorado pod il il 1 i b 4 204 1
ConnecﬁcUt 2 hR hR 0 Lt DLl ) 1 Lt LTS
Delaware 1 iy Ll 0 ik Ll ) 3 *arw il
F‘Ionda 1 rrd sk 1 it LT 2 TR ke
Georgia 2 rwE hk 0 Ll L b 1 Eadl L1z
Hawail 19 218 i 46 191 e 2 b i
Indiana 1 Ll Ll 0 i ke 1 wEw R
towa 4 . o - - 2 -
Kentucky 1 Akk Hhdk 0 Lal s hw 1 b ll kit
Lﬂuisiana 1 rER "k 0 Lt LL ) 2 Las s -y
Maine 1 Ll ] RE 0 ik kA 2 £ EaE
Maryland 3 232 ke 1 " e ik 2 *TuH ek
Massachusetts 2 2011 b 0 - b 2 e e
Minnesota 2 il i ¢ il b 3 196 -
Mississippi 0 e Ea L 0 ek drkar 1 ARh ek
Mjssmri 1 "wd wd 0 RR RhE 2 21 2 ke
Montanat 1 0 9 203
NebmskaT 1 *hw Ll 1 R Ll ] 3 202 Eall
New Hampshiret 1 ik ik 0 Hh Ak 2 Tt Lt
Naw Jarsey 4 237 A 1 Liid Rk 1 uw Wik
New Maxico 1 - i 0 e - 10 185 -15!
New York 3 230 W 1 drd i Ead s 2 ek b2 i
North Carofina 1 b e 0 e e 3 201! -3
North Dakota 1 bl e 0 e b 4 187t -14
Pﬁﬂﬂsyhlaflia? 1 el iR 1 ik i 1 ik i
ﬂhoda islandT 3 203 il 0 Lol EL L] 1 _wn Ak
Soum Cafo"ﬂa G R R 1 i Lt 2 ki Ll
TannesseeT 1 L1 A 0 Ll L] L1 1 R ek
Texas 2 L L] L1l O Lt LLL] 1 Ll ek
Uta,h 1 ik ik 1 "k Rt 3 1 95 Al
Virginia 2 LL1] L] 1 Lt R 1 LLt ] ke
Washingion 4 220 - 2 208 - 4 207 -
west Virginia 1 L Ank 0 ARR At 1 Ak E
Wlsconsin‘f 2 aw LLLY 0 aR L13) 2 e aw
Wyoming ki i - 0 i e 4 210 -1
Other Jurisdictions .
DoDEA L 222 .- 5 215 - 3 210 -
Guam 3 180 il 64 183 i 1 e b

** The vaiue for 1994 was significantly different from the valkie for 1992 at or about the 85 percent certainty level. These notations indicate statistical
significance from a multiple comparison procedure based on 38 jurisdictions participating in both 1994 and 1992, I fooking at only one state, « indicates the
value for 1994 was significantly different from the value for 1992 at or about the 95 percent certainty level. Siatistically significant differences batwean 1954
and 1992 for the state compatison samples for the nation and regions ara not indicated.

*** Sample size in the 1992 or 1994 assessment is insufficient to permit a refiabie astimate.

- Jurisdiction did not participate in the 1992 Trial State Assessment. _

FInterpret with caution any comparison involving this statistic. The nature of the sample doas not allow accurate determination of the variability of this valua.
1 Did not satisty one of the guidefines for school sample participation rates {ses Appendix A).

SOURCE: National Certer for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress {NAEF), {992 and 1994 Reading Assessments
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GARD . Table D.3 Average Reading Proficiency for Grade 4 Students by Parents’ Education Level for the 1994
1992 g Trial State Assessment with Changes in Average Proficiency from 1992,
1994 p .
Aseding Apsassmron Public Schools Only
Some t£ducation After
Graduated College High School Graduated High School
Percentage Average vhange Peorcentage  Average thange Percentage  Average Change
of Students Proficiency  from 1892 of Students Proficiency  from 1982 of Students Proficiency  from 1992
Nation M 222 ~3 8 222 0 13 206 -4
Region )
Northeast 43 221 -11 (] 222 1 14 202 =10
Southeast 35 216 -2 9 222 7 17 207 -1
Centrai 45 226 3 8 221 -3 12 215 1
Waest 40 223 4 7 221 -1 10 201 -9
States
Alabama 7 217 2 9 217 0 18 201 -6
Arizona 34 218 0 9 219 3 10 200 -4
Arkansas 33 215 -2 10 221 -1 19 203 -8
California 30 207 -B 8 207 1 g 191 -7
Cotorado 44 222 3 8 220 -3 10 213 3
Connecticut 49 231 -1 8 234 4 g 209 -4
Delaware : 40 214 -5* 8 217 -4 12 202 -2
Florida 40 212 -1 8 218 3 12 195 11
Georgia 40 217 -4 8 219 ¢] 15 189 -7
Hawait 38 208 -2 7 215 7 13 194 -2
Indiana 37 229 2 10 230 0 18 216 -2
iowa 43 229 -5 B 232 i 13 219 -3
Kantucky ao 218 -2 1 222 1 18 212 -2
Louisiana 34 200 -7 8 209 -6 18 196 -5
Maine 44 236 k] g 237 2 14 225 2
Marylanad 48 217 -1 7 215 -4 11 202 -5
Massachusetis 49 232 -3 9 230 -3 10 212 -9
Minnesota 42 229 2 8 220 -10* 11 212 -6
Mississippi 37 207 K] 7 213 3 17 199 i
Missouri 37 225 -3 2 227 0 17 216 1
Montanat as 230 - 10 227 - 13 219 --
Nebraskat 43 231 3 7 232 t 13 215 -t
New Hampshiret 41 231 -4 9 236 2 11 22¢ 0
New Jarsey 48 230 -3 10 225 5 1 : 209 -7
New Maxico 34 215 -6 g 220 1 14 200 -107
New York 4z 220 B 7 224 3 11 208 0
North Carolina 4 223 4 8 226 B 13 204 -2
Narth Dakota 46 233 1 8 232 3 11 217 -7
Pennsylvaniat 37 224 -5 12 221 -1 18 210 -6
Rhode islandt 40 228 2 1 230 2 10 217 8
South Carolina 4G 213 -5 7 216 -5 17 183 -7
Tennesseat 36 219 -1 9 225 3 i8 213 3
Taxas 37 222 0 9 224 5 13 207 -1
Utah 42 226 o3 g 225 -3 10 211 !
Virginia 4 221 -8* 8 220 -5 i3 207 -8
Washington 40 223 - 8 216 -- 10¢ 209 -
Wast Virginia 33 221 -4 9 226 2 21 213 1
Wisconsint 37 233 2 g 228 -5 14 223 4
Wyoming 35 228 -3 9 230 -1 13 215 -3
Other Jurisdictions
DoDEA 42 223 11 226 9 209
Guam 36 185 2 & 188 -3 13 176 -6
“* The vaiue for 1994 was significantly different from the value for 1992 at or about the 95 percent cartainty levet. Thesa notations indicate statistical
significance from a sultiple comparison precedure based on 48 jurisdictions participating in both 1994 and 1992. If looking at onty one state, * indicates
the value for 1894 was significantly different from the value for 1992 at or about the 95 percent certainty level. Statistically significant differences batwean

1994 and 1982 for the state compariscn samples for the nation and regions are not indicated.
— Jurisdiction did not participate in the 1992 Trial State Assessment,

1 Did not satisfy one of the guidelines for school sample participation rates (see Appendix A).

SOURCE: National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEF}, 1882 and 1994 Reading Assessments
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CArpy ¥ Table D.3 Average Reading Proficiency for Grade 4 Students by Parents’ Education
;ggf o Level for the 1994 Trial State Assessment with Changes in Average
Ausasament Proficiency from 1992, Public Schoois Only (continued)
Did Not Finish High Schogl I'Bon't Know
Percentage Average Change Percentage Average Change
of Students Proficiency from 1992 of Students Proficiency from 1992

Nation 4 188 -10 a4 204 -4

Region
Northeast 3 e - 34 205 -7
Southeast 6 186 -11% 34 200 -5
Central 4 - e 31 230 -3
West 5 188 -7 38 203 -3

States
Alabama 8 197 0 28 201 2
Arizona 5 189 -7 42 198 -8
Arkansas 6 196 -5 3 204 0
California 4 166 -12 39 189 -4
Colorado 3 192 -10 35 204 -4
Connecticut 3 204 4 ao 212 i
Detaware 3 185 -13 37 189 -1o
Florida 4 187 -13 37 200 -4
Gieorgia 6 185 -16 31 199 -7
Hawaii 3 1g2 -6 39 195 5
Indiana 4 196 -13 31 210 -B*
lowa 3 211 5 233 215 -3
Kentucky 8 195 -6 33 206 4]
Louisiana 8 188 -8 33 184 -8
Maine 4 214 1 29 218 1
Maryland 3 195 -1 _ 31 203 -1
Massachusetts 3 206 1 29 212 -3
Minnasota 2 b e 37 210 -5
Mississippi B 192 3 3z 197 2
MissoLiri 5 199 12 32 208 -5
Montanat 3 211 35 215
Nebraskat 2 il b 34 208 -3
New Hampshiret 4 207 -4 35 215 -7
New Jarsey 3 193 ~13 3D 209 -3
New Mexico 6 188 -6 36 196 -7
New York 4 196 -1 36 202 -5
North Carolina 8 195 ] a0 206 1
North Dakota 2 i b a3 217 2
Pennsylvaniat 4 187 -22* 28 208 -5
Rhode islandt 4 203 0 35 21 2
South Carolina 6 183 -9 30 198 -7
Tennesseet 7 200 -2 30 204 4]
Texas 6 195 -5 35 205 -2
Utah 2 i b 37 209 -5
Virginia 5 186 -1 3z 208 -5
Washington 2 197 - 38 203 -
Woast Virginia 7 186 -7 A 205 -3
Wisconsint 4 212 0 37 217 0
Wyoming 4 203 -7 35 218 1

Other Jurisdictions .
DoDEA 2 e 36 212
Guam 5 164 -1 41 18% -1

** The value for 1994 was significantly different from the value for 1992 at or about the 95 percent certainty level. These notations indicate statisticat
significance from a multiple cormparison procedure based on 38 jurisdictions participating in both 1994 and 1992. If looking at only one state, * indicates
the valus for 1994 was significantly different from the vaiue for 1992 at or about the 95 percent certainty level. Statistically significant differences betwaen
1994 and 1992 for the state comparison samples for the nation and regicns are not indicated.

*** Gample size in the 1992 or 1984 assessment is insufficient to parmit a reliable estimate.
--- Jurisdiction did not participate in the 1992 Trial State Assessment.

T Did not satisfy one of the guidelines for schoot sample participation rates (see Appendix A).

SOURCE: National Center for Education Statistics, Nationa! Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1992 and 1994 Reading Assessments
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CARD Table D.4 Percentage of Grade 4 Students by Gender At or Above the Achievernent Leveis for the 1994

1952 ﬁ Trial State Reading Assessment with Changes in this Percentage from 1992,

I Public Schools Only

At or Above Advanced At or Above Proficient
Male Femaie Male Female
1994 vhange 1984 Changs 18954 Change 1994 hange
Percentage from 1882 Porcentage from 1982 Parcentage from 1852 Parcentage from 1842

Nation 6 1 8 1 24 0 az 3

Region
Nartheast 7 -1 7 -3 25 -5 31 -4
Southeast 4 1 7 2 20 1 27 2
Centrai 6 1 9 3 27 -1 39 9
West 6 2 g 2 25 5 32 3

States
Alabama 4 2 B 2 20 4 26 3
Arizona 4 2 8 q* 20 3 28 4
Arkansas 3 0 6 t 21 1 27 2
Califoria 3 0 4 A 15 2 20 -2
Colorado 5 2 7 2 25 3 31 3
Connecticut 8 3* 14 5 34 a 43 6
Defawara 4 0 6 (4} 19 2 27 -3
Flotida 4 1 7 3* 19 -1 26 3
Georgia 6 2 7 L 23 0 28 1
Hawaii 3 i 5 2 16 2 22 2
Indiana & 1 8 2 29 1 36 4
lowa 6 1 10 1 30 -2 40 0
Kentucky 4 1 8 a~ 22 1 29 4
Louisiana 2 1] 3 0 13 -1 16 0
Mainae 8 ) 12 4 as 4 44 6
Maryiand 5 2 8 3 23 3 30 2
Massachusetts 7 2 9 3 33 -1 a9 1
Minnesota 5 i 10 2 28 k| 37 1
Mississippi 3 1 5 3 14 2 21 6"
Missouri & 2 ] 2 28 0 34 1
Montanat -] - 4] - 30 e 40 van
Mebraskat 6 2 1% 4 ac 2 ag 4
New Hampshirat 6 -1 12 2 G 4 42 ¢
New Jersey 7 0 30 1 29 -2 37 -2
New Mexico 3 0 6 2 17 -4 24 o
New York 5 0 8 2 24 0 31 P
North Careling 5 0 10 5* 26 2 34 T
North Dakota 6 1 10 3 33 0 42 5
Pannsytvaniat 5 0 9 2 25 -4 3s 1
Rhode Istandt 5 1 10 5 27 1 a7 7
South Carolina 3 0 5 1 17 -2 23 -1
Tennesseat 5 1 7 3 23 2 30 5
Texas 5 2 7 2 24 4 28 0
Utah 5 k] 8 2 26 -1 34 1
Virginia 6 0 9 1 2t -7 32 -3
Washington 5 - 7 e 24 --- 28 -
West Virginia 4 1 7 1 22 1 a0 1
Wisconsint 5 i 9 4] A 2 38 2
Wyoming 4 -1 7 2 28 -2 36 4]

Other Jurisdictions
J0DEA 4 - 8 -- 22 - 3 -
Guam 1 0 2 t 5 o 11 1

* The vakie for 1994 was significantly different from the value for 1992 at or about the 95 percent cerfainty leval, These notations indicate statistical
significance from a multiple comparison procedure based on 38 jurisdictions participating in both 1894 and 1892. If locking at only one state, * indicates the
value for 1984 was significantly different from the vaiue for 1892 at or about the 85 percent certainty level. Statistically significant differences between 1984
and 1992 for the state comparison samples for the nation and regions are not indicated.

--- Jurisdiction did not participate in the 1992 Trial State Assessment.

+ Dig not satisty one of the guidelines for school sample participation rates (see Appendix A).

SOURCE: National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress {NAEP), 1992 and 1994 Reading Assessments
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CARD Table D.4 Percentage of Grade 4 Students by Gender At or Above the Achievement Levels for the 1994

1992 [ Trial State Reading Assessment with Changes in this Percentage from 1992,

O Public Schools Only (Continued)

At or Above Basic - Below Basic
Male Famala Male Fernale
1954 Change Y94 Change 1984 Change 1994 Change
Pearcantage from 1892 Parcentage from 1992 Percentage from 1892 Percentage from 1992

Nation 53 -2 64 Q 47 2 36 0

Region
Northeast 53 -8 63 -5 47 8 37 5
Southeast 46 -2 59 -2 54 2 41 2
Central 59 -3 71 4 41 3 29 -4
West 54 3 64 2 45 -3 a6 -2

States
Alabama 48 0 57 2 52 0 43 -2
Arizona 47 A 56 -2 53 3 44 2
Arkansas 43 -3 58 -1 51 3 42 1
California a1 -3 48 -4 59 3 52 4
Colorade 55 -6 64 -3 45 6 36 3
Connecticut 65 -2 7% 0 35 2 29 0
Delaware 46 -7 59 -4 54 7 a1 4
Florida 45 -4 55 -1 55 4 45 1
Georgia 47 -B 57 -2 53 8 43 2
Hawaii 4 -2 52 -1 59 2 48 1
Indiana 83 -2 69 -3 37 2 31 3
lowa 66 -4 73 -4 34 4 27 4
Kentucky 51 -4 62 0 49 4 38 0
Louisiana 38 5 43 -7 G2 5 57 7
Maine 72 0 78 0 28 0 2z 4]
Maryland 51 -3 60 -2 43 1 40 2
Massachusetis 67 -7 72 -3 33 7 28 3
Minnesota 61 -4 69 -1 39 4 31 1
Mississippi 40 1 50 6 60 -1 50 -6
Missouri 58 -5 66 -4 42 5 34 4
Montanat 64 .- 74 --- 36 - 26
Nebraskat 63 -2 69 -3 a7 2 3H 3
New Hampshiret 65 -7 76 -4 35 7 24 4
New Jersey 63 -4 a7 -5 37 4 33 5
New Meaxico 46 -6 52 -5 54 6 48 5
New York 53 -6 62 -2 47 6 as 2
North Carolina 54 1 B4 5 46 -1 36 -5
North Dakota 69 -3 76 0 3t 3 24 4]
Pennsylvaniat 57 -7 65 -6 43 7 35 8
Rhode Islandt 61 1 69 4 as -1 3 -4
South Carolina 44 ) 52 -5 56 5 48 5
Tennesseet 53 0 62 2 a7 0 38 -2
Taxas 56 3 58 -1 44 -3 41 hi
Ltah 59 -4 69 -2 41 4 a1 2
Virginia B2 -10* 63 -9 48 H k¥ 9*
Washington 55 o 62 - 45 m—- 38
West Virginia 53 -4 63 -3 47 4 a7 3
Wisconsint 67 -1 75 1 33 1 25 -1
Wyoming 66 -2 71 -4 el 2 28 4

Other Jurisdictions
DoDEA 57 68 43 32
Guam 20 -3 35 2 8O 3 85 -2

** The value for 1994 was significantly different from the value for 1992 at or about the 95 percent certainty level. These notations indicate statistical
significance from a muttiple comparison procedure based on 38 jurisdictions participating in both 1984 and 1992, If looking at only one state,  indicates
the vatue for 1994 was significantly different from the vafue for 1982 at or about the 95 percent certainty level. Statisticaily significant differences between
1994 and 1982 for the state comparison sampies for the nation and regions are not indicated.

--- Jurisdiction dic not participate in the 1992 Trial State Assessment.

t Did not satisfy one of the guidelines for school sample participation rates (see Appendix A).

SQURCE: Nationat Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Prograss (NAEP), 1992 and 1994 Reading Assessments
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1982
Reading Asseanmant

1994

Table B.5

Percentage of Grade 4 Students by Race/Ethnicity At or Above the Achievement Levels lor the

1994 Trial State Reading Assessment with Changes in this Percentage from 1992,
Public Schools Only

At or Above Advanced

Wrie

Black

Hispanic

Asian

Paclic 1slander

American fndian

1554 Change
Parcentage from 1982

15494 Lhange
Percantage ifrom 1952

1594 Changé
Parcentage from 1882

1954 Change
Percentage from 1992

1994 Change
Percentage from 1932

1554 Lhange
Percertage from 1992
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** The value for 1984 was significantly different from the value for 1992 at or about the 95 percent certainty level. These notations indicate statistical
significance from a multipte comparison procedurs basaed on 38 jurisdictions participating in both 1984 and 1892. i looking at only one slate, * indicates the
value for 1984 was significantly different from the value for 1992 at or about the 95 percent certainiy level. Statistically significant differences between 1994
and 1992 for the state comparison samples for the nation and regions are not indicated.

¢ Sample size in the 1932 or 1984 assessment is insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
-« Jurisdiction did not participate in the 1992 Trial State Assessmant.
Hinterprat with caution any comparison involving this statistic. The nature of the sample does not allow for accurate determination of the vanability of this vaiue.

+ Did not satisfy one of the guidelines for school sample participation rates (see Appendix A).

SOURCE: National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1992 and 1994 Reading Assessments
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CARD Table D.5 Percentage of Grade 4 Students by Race/Ethnicity At or Above the Achievement Levels for the
1982 ﬂ' ) 1994 Trial State Reading Assessment with Changes in this Percentage from 1992,
M’”"m Public Schools Only (Continued)
At’or Above Proficient
White Black HEpanc Astan Paciic 1sfander American Tngran

1554 Change 508 Change 1882 Crange 1554 Change 1857 Change 1954 Change
Percentaga from 1992 | Perventage from 1992 |Parcentage from 1992 Percentage from 1992 | Percentage from 1992 Percentage. from 1992

Nation 35 2 8 o 12 -2 a5 b a3 e 18 1
Aegion
N{)rthaast a7 -4 7 -4 12 -3 pred Ak T e hw hw
Southeast 3 2 g o 8 -3 e rat e er . ar
Centml 37 4 7 3 29 -1 *iew e P e o e
West a6 4 gf 4 10 -1 40¢ ey ek ik ke ke
States :
Alabama 32 4 a 3 4 3 awh e e es e
Arizonga 32 3 10 -6 13 3 bl b *ée Rk 10 3
Arkansas a0 qi [ 0 14 [ - o . . o aw
Caiiforria 25 -6 8 -1 6 -1 32 241
Colorado as 5 11 -5l 12 0 e ex P e 20 6
Connacticut 48 6 g 0 14 5 P Pree Py o . Py
Dealaware 30 -2 10 i 10 a A . . - s e
Flotida 3% 3 7 4] 13 A s Wk wa Errs a v
Gemgia 36 2 1 D 1 ’ 3 _3 i Ll LL L] bl sl EExE
Hawaii 34 8 10 0 13 2 33 bl 1% b wiw AL
indiana 37 4 A -3 14 -8 e ey ey e o b
lowa 37 -1 7! 10 16 -1 "o raw he e wx hn
Kenmcky 28 3 : 10 3 11 _2 w P ok Prys LTy e
Louisiana 25 4 4 3 & A e ey "k [T e e
Maine 42 5 ik L] 25 1 t Sk Ak LAl bl LE L A
Maryland a7 5 8 -1 12 0 49 - e -
Massachusetts 42 1 13 3 10 ] 16! e P i
Minnesota 35 1 8 5 21 7 i d i it 15 hx
Mississippi 39 5 7 2 8 a L . e F LT —vr
Missouri 35 0 12 3 37 4 i i ek hr 22 ran
MOﬂtaﬂaT a9 - . — 20 e bl - ok e 17 —
Nebraskat a7 3 ol -4 21 5 - . - e 17 .
MNew Hampsh"-e»t 37 -2 *hw Ll 21 .3 *hw LIl aw - LT +hk
MNew Jersey 42 -2 i2 2 17 4 52 Iy *ndk Rk waw e
Naw Mexico a0 5 11 -1 15 2 e e, e . 8 11
MNew York ag 3 9 -3 13 4 46 I e e e P
North Carolina 39 3 11 1 11 a wew e ew P i 8
NOl'th Dakﬂtﬂ 40 4 whw Py 22 _7 b e ok ET T 15! _2
Pennsylvaniat 36 -1 7 [t} Eh| -3 . p—- e e o N
Rhode Isiandt a7 4 11 4 12 3 19
South Carolina A -1 6 -2 8 -3 i b bk wew wer rx
Tennessaat 32 4 g 1 12 -2 b e e PO P e
Texas 38 a 10 1 i3 0 s e "k axn er ey
Utah a3 1 - 15 1 - - 9
Virginia 35 -4 8 -4 20 B awa Y P e e e
Washington 3t -- 11 - 9 - 33 - 19 20
West Virginia 28 2 13 1 11 5
W|sc0nsin‘r ag 2 ] -4 14 2 . e - T ok "k ke
Wyoming 35 - 1 e L1203 20 3 i L1 LEL) Ll 20! 3
Other Jurisdictions
DoDEA 36 - 14 - 22 - 34 - 23 - 17 -
Guam 15 0 5 -1 [ i 9 hew B ok ww Py

e
No significant differences batwean the two assessments observed at this achievement lgve!,

=" Sample size in the 1992 or 1994 assessment is insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.

-~ Jurisdiction did not participate in the 1852 Trial State Assessment,

! Interpret with caution any comparison invalving this statistic. The nature of the sample does not aliow for accurate determination of the variability of this value.
t Did not satisfy one of the guidelinas for school sample parlicipation rates (see Appendix A).

SOURCE: Nationat Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress {NAEP), 1992 and 1994 Reading Assessments




THE NATION'S
REPORT [ragp] ' .
CARD Table D.5 Percentage of Grade 4 Students by Race/Ethnicity At or Abave the Achievement Levels for the
1333 ﬂ 1994 Trial State Reading Assessments with Changes in this Percentage from 1992, Public
e Schools Only (Continued)
Al or Above Basic
While Black Hispanic Asian Pachc lsander AMmencan hoan
1o Change Ta5d Thange T35 Change 1954 Change 1954 Change T899 Change
Percentage from 1992 |Percentape from 1992 | Percenlage from 1992 [ Percontage from 1392 [ Parcentage from 1882 {Percentage from 1992
Nation &9 o 3¢ -2 33 -8 77 e 63 e 47 -5
Region
NoﬂheaSX 72 '3 27 .'9 37 "6 _wE mw R T awn A
Soumeasi 65 ~2 32 _2 26 -1 2! A i L L e dr LLL S hx
Central 71 ) 28 0 a4z -11 hd b v ik b wre
Waest 69 3 31! & a2 -G 73! hid e e e i
States
A*abama 65 -1 29 1 21 _1 2 wRw R kW ik xdh *aE
Arizona 65 -3 31 -13 34 -6 27 2
Arkansas 64 _2 25 .4 36 4 bl e A e ke ke
Galifornia 5 . -6 31 2 22 -4 55 581
Colorado &9 -2 36 12 a7 -9 o 49 2
Connemut 30 0 33 _1 38 1 Ll LA R LT LTl EL )
Delaware 62 -7 33 -2 34 3 b b bl bl bl i
F%orida 64 ~2 28 1 35 _? EL ] s e ki LT E2d )
Georgia 57 _3 30 _7 35 2 wRY A £ EL 1S EL S Ll b
Hawaii 67 5 35 3 33 -1 65 b 35 bl b bl
Indiana 71 -1 34 7 46 -8 e -
|Owa 72 _3 26! _28 49 _9 EL L 2] R e W LE L)
Kentucky 59 -2 37 2 36 2 -
Louisiana 58 -4 21 -7 22 -10 o
Maiﬂa 75 _’ ke LR 65 14 La Ll LLLS i ik et ik ar
Marylarnd 69 1 3 -5 39 0 78 - il il b i
Massachusetts 78 -2 38 -9 37 -5 42! rar bl e b r
Minnesota 69 -2 27 -2 48 3 38
Mississippi 65 1 28 3 27 4 i - bl e el i
Missouri &8 -5 36 -2 43 1 - i b i 58 i
Montanat 73 b 55 e e e - 47 -
Nebraskat 70 -3 34! -1 50 2 wr az e
New HampshifBT 71 -6 ke drdd 59 .3 Awh i LEL e i Ll i
New Jersey 78 -3 35 -5 44 5 83 -
New Mexico 63 -6 39 c-2 41 o e - i as 30 -12!
New York 73 -2 a3 -12 3g 7 75
North Carolina 71 3 35 -1 34 -2 e b b b 45! 2
North Dakota 75 ¢ i e 58 -13 e b b bl 40! -18
Pennsylvaniat 70 -6* 26 -3 35 -6 = o i i i e
Rhode Islandt 72 o] a9 13 a8 3] 45 il e i hithd bk
South Carolina 66 -2 25 -8° 27 -8 e b b b e bl
s TBnneSSeeT 66 G 30 _3 40 1 ok AN A e b el
Texas 73 2 38 '2 41 0 i kA ik ikt xRk ardrk
U‘ah 68 ‘3 La s s La g 4? 1 kR E14d R AN 39 n
Virginia 70 -6 31 -12t 49 4 -
Washington 64 41 36 65 51 54
West Virginia 59 -3 44 2 39 1
wis‘:o{]sinT 76 1 39 _2 46 _10 R LL L s Ll ik ik . rd
Wyoming 71 '3 Ll AR 53 _1 Ak ik xdk wkk 551 1
Other Jurisdictions
DoDEA 70 - 49 --- 57 - 64 w-n 57 - 52 -
Guam 39 -3 21 2 20 3 28 28 e

No significant difference between the two assessments observed at this achievement level.

+* Sample size in the 1992 or 1994 assessment is insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.

--- Jurisdiction gig not participate in the 1992 Trial State Assessment.

t Interpret with cavfion any comparisen involving this statistic. The nature of the sample does not allow for accurate determinaticn of the variability of this value.

1+ Didt not satisty one of the guidelines for school sample participation rates (see Appendix A).

SOURGE: National Centar for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1992 and 1994 Reading Assessments
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CARD Table D.5 Percentage of Grade 4 Students by Race/Ethnicity At or Above the Achievement Levels for the

1992 [ 1994 Trial State Reading Assessment with Changes in this Percentage from 1992,

1954 . .

Bnastng Asssomant Public Schools Only {Continued)

Below Basic T R
White Biack Hispanic i Asian Pacific Islander American Indian
1984 Change T334 Change 1584 Change 1994 Change 1994 Lhange 1994 Change
Parcentage from 1982 |Percentage from 1892 |Parcentage from 1992 |Percontage from 1992 Percertage from 1992 {Percentage from 1882

Nation 3 0 70 2 67 G 23 b 37 b 53 5

Region
Northeast 28 3 73 9 83 6 b b - b i e
Southeast 35 2 68 2 74 12t i e e o i il
Central 29 jt 72 0 58 1 il b b - b b
WESt 3? _3 69! -6 68 6 27! Ll ] A ki3 ek

States
Alabama 35 _1 ?1 -1 79 12 EdrE ki L) LAl Ea s Wk
Arizona 35 3 69 13 86 6 i i - . 73 -2
Al'kaﬂsas 36 2 75 4 64 _4 % - rkar L2 *hh ik
California 49 & 69 -2 78 4 45 o 421 e R e
Colorado at 2 64 12! 63 9 o e b b 51 -2
Connecticut 20 0 67 1 62 -1 e o b e b e
D&laware 38 7 67 2 66 _3 T ik EET) Awd ER L] ER L
Florida 36 2 72 ‘_1 65 7 kW Srhdr e AWk A LEL S
Geol,gia 33 . 3 70 7 64 __2 ke -l Tl e LT R
Hawaii 33 -5 65 -3 67 1 35 v 65 b b e
|ndiana 29 1 65 ? 54 8 Lot ki L1 2] i R HhE
|0W& 28 3 ?4! 28 51 9 ik AN it *ET ek ko Ll
Kentucky 41 2 63 2 64 -2 e e e bl - e
Louisiana 42 4 79 7 78 10 - i b e e e
Maine 24 1 Lad s Sk 35 _14 LLL] Lt e LLE] Laal A
Maryland 21 -1 69 5 81 o 21 e e R i b
Massachusetis 22 2 61 9 63 LY 581 2 - e e a
Minnesota 31 2 73 2 51 -3 i b bl b 62 e
Mississippi 35 -1 72 -3 73 -4 e e i i - -
Missouri 32 5 64 2 57 -1 e b b e 42 e
Montanat 27 - e --- 45 v i - 53
Nebraskat 30 3 66! 1 50 -2 i o b b 58 e
New Hampshiref 29 6 Lol drird 41 3 " rd ot e ke -
New Jersay 22 e} 65 5 56 -5 17 o b b b e
New Mexico 37 6 81 2 59 0 e rae a i 70 121
New York a7 2 67 12 61 -7 25 . b = e b
North Caroling 29 -3 65 1 66 2 - e e - 55! -2
North Dakota 25 0 il e 42 13 - e i e 60! 16
Pennsylvaniat 30 6" 74 3 65 & e - i i - e
Rhode islandt 28 it 61 -13 62 -6 55 e b e i e
South Carclina 34 2 75 9* 73 6 o b e i i e
Tennessest 4 (] 70 3 60 -3 e i i i e b
Tﬂxas 27 .'2 62 2 59 0 L k ek LXrY e o
Utah 32 3 R wkw 53 ‘_1 ard L1 Eat ] ik 61 *xk
Vifgiﬂia 30 6 69 12i 51 _4 LR Ll ko £33 * ke ek
Washington 36 . 59 - 64 -- 35 --- 49 - 49
Waest Virginia 4 3 56 -2 81 -1 e e e b i bl
Wisconsint 24 - 61 2 54 10 b o e e b e
Wyorming 59 3 s e 47 ) - —ar - e 451 4

Other Jurisdictions
DoDEA 30 --- 51 e 43 - 36 --- 43 48
Guam 61 3 79 -2 80 -3 72 b 72 b h h

** The value for 1954 was significantly different from the value for 1992 at or about the 95 percent cerlainty level. These notations indicate statistical
significance from a multiple comparison procedure based on 38 jurisdictions participating in both 1994 and 1992, It looking at only one state, » indicates the
valua for 1894 was significantly different from the value for 1992 at or about the 95 percent certainty lavel. Statistically significant differences Letween 1994

and 1992 for the state comparison samples for the nation and regions are not indicated.

*** Sample size in the 1592 or 1894 assessment is insufficient to permit a refiable estimata.
--- Jurisdiction did net participate in the 1992 Trial State Assessment.
! tnterprot with caution any comparison involving this statistic. The nature of the sample does not allow for accurate determination of the variability of this value.

T Did not satisty one of the guidelines for school sample participation rates {see Appendix A).

SOURCE: National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1992 and 1994 Reading Assessments

Al
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REPORT [rexuep]
CARD Fable D.6 Percentage of Grade 4 Students by Parents’ Education Level At or Above the Achievement Levels
;ﬁ 3‘;' for the 1994 Trial State Reading Assessment with Changes in this Percentage from 1992,
Bmaging Assaament Pubtic Schools Only
At or Above Advanced
Some Education ARter ' Bict Not Finush
College Graduate High School Graduated High Schoot High School I Den't Know
1034 Change 1554 Change 1004 {hange T4 Change R Change
Percenlage from 1892 | Percenlage from 1992 Percentage from 1992 Parcantage  from 1992 | Percenlage  from 1992
Nation 1" 1 9 1 4 1 i 3] 4 1
Region
Northeast 1 -4 8 -2 4 0 o bl 3 0
Southeast 9 1 1% 5 4 2 1 1 3 1
Central 1% 3 7 4] <] 3 v - 4 -1
West 1% 3 9 0 2 -1 1 0 5 2
States
Alabama 8 3 8 3 2 0 2 0 3 2
Anzona 9 4 11 8 3 1 2 0 4 2
Arkansas 7 1 8 2 3 0 i 0 a 1
California & -1 4 1 2 -1 "] ¢ 2 0
Colorado 8 2 7 3 5 3 2 1 3 1
Connacticut 15 4 14 6 5 3 7 7 6 3
Delaware 8 4] 8 1 3 1 1 1 3 -1
Florida 7 i 7 3 4 ki i 0 4 2
Georgia 11 3 g 0 4 0 1 -1 3 1
Hawaii 5 2 2 6 2 0 2 1 3 1
Indiana 11 3 11 4 1) 2 i -1 3 -1
lowe 1 % 12 4 5 0 2 -3 5 1
Kentucky 8 3 9 3 6 3 3 2 3 1
Louisiana 4 1 5 4] 2 1 ¢ -1 1 0
Maine i4 3 13 7 T 4 3 3 5 2
Maryland g 3 7 2 5 2 2 1 4 2
Massachusetts 1 1 10 2 3 0 2 0 4 2
Minnesota 1 3 6 -2 7 3 bl i 4 1
Mississippi 6 4 7 3 2 1 2 1 2 1
Missour 11 2 11 3 7 4 1 -2 4 1
Montanat 11 - 8 - 5 1 uas 4 ---
Nebraskat 12 5 12 2 € 3 e i 4 1
New Hampshiret 11 0 15 5 8 3 5 4 4 0
New Jersay 12 0 10 1 4 0 3 0 4 0
New Mexico 8 1 7 3 2 -1 2 2 2 1
New York 9 0 9 5 4 3 2 2 4 1
North Carciina 12 3 12 7 3 o 1 -3 4 1
MNorth Dakota 12 3 10 3 3 -1 e i 4 2
Pennsylvaniat 19 1 8 -2 3 [ 1 -1 3 1
Rhods islandt 12 3 8 1 5 3 & 5 4 2
South Caroling 7 Q 3] 1 2 1 1 Q 2 0
Tennesseat ) 1 i1 4 5 3 1 ¢ 3 2
Texas 1G 2 7 4 4 2 0 -1 3 1
Utah 8 2 8 0 4 1 3 0
Wirginia 10 0 9 2 4 0 2 0 5 2
Washington 9 5 4 2 3
West Virginia 8 1 10 3 5 2 2 0 3 0
Wisconsint 1% 1 8 -1 B 3 4 3 3 0
Wyoming 8 -1 7 -1 3 1 1 0 4 1
Other Jurigdictions
DoDEA 8 7 2 L 3
Guam 2 1 3 1 0 0 ¢ -1 1 0

No significant differences between the two assessments observed at this achievemant levet.

=+ Sample size in the 1992 or 1994 assessment is insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.

--- Jurisdiction did not participate in the 1992 Trial State Assessment,

+ Did not satisty one of the guidelines for school sample participation rates (see Appendix A).

SOURCE: National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP}, 1982 and 1994 Reading Assessments

Al
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CARD Table D.6 Percentage of Grade 4 Students by Parents’ Education Level At or Above the Achievement Levels

;ggg ::::::#. el for the 1994 Trial State Reading Assessment with Changes ir this Percentage from 1992,

ssing Aaerasitont Public Schools Only (Continued)

At or Above Proficient
<ome Education After Lid Not Finwsn
College Graduate High School Graduated High School High Schoot { Don't Know
1543 Change 1994 Change 1994 vhange 1894 Change 1854 Change
Percentage from 1992 | Percentage from 1892 Percentage from 1992 |Percentage from 1992 Percentage from 1992

Nation 37 1 38 4 22 1 G -3 21 1

Region
Northeast 37 -1 38 4 21 2 b il 21 -2
Southeast 31 1 36 8 19 1 7 -2 16 1
Ceniral 40 5 36 4 30 B i b 25 ]
West 38 6 34 1 20 -4 11 -3 21 3

States
Alabama 3z -] 30 2 i6 -1 i1 1 1% 8
Arizona : a4 5 34 7 18 3 13 2 17 2
Arkansas A 2 35 1 20 -2 1% -3 18 3
California 24 -6 23 -1 1 -4 3 -1 13 0
Colorado 36 3 33 0 25 7 13 -1 18 2
Connacticut 47 0 49 7 22 2 26 16 27 7
Detaware 3G -3 az 4 20 5 8 -1 16 -4
Fiorida 28 1 4 8 17 -2 11 -3 18 1
Georgia 35 2 34 1 18 1 8 -5 18 ]
Hawsgii 24 3 33 10 i3 1 i2 -2 15 1
Indiana 44 6 42 2 29 2 15 -3 21 2
lowa 41 -6 46 4 28 -1 19 6 27 2
Kentucky 3 1 38 5 24 1 11 0 29 4
Louisiana 18 0 24 -3 14 1 8 -1 1% -1
Maine 50 4 49 2 34 4 27 11 29 5
Maryland 33 2 27 -2 20 1 1 -1 18 3
Massachusetts 45 -2 40 -1 24 -4 17 2 25 2
Minnasota 43 5 33 -12 298 2 e - 22 0
Mississippi 22 5 28 5 16 4 g 2 14 4
Missouri 40 0 40 2 28 5 12 -5 21 o
Montanat 44 41 32 - 20 26
Nebraskat 45 & 47 4 28 7 e bl 21 2
New Hampshiret 43 -3 50 5 a2 3 22 5 27 -5
New Jersey 44 -2 a8 -6 22 -2 13 -2 22 -1
New Mexico 29 -4 32 3 15 -3 12 4 13 -3
New York 34 -3 40 8 25 4 14 2 19 0
North Carotina 39 5 40 th| 19 1 12 2 20 2
North Dakota 47 3 43 3 27 -5 bl 28 &
Pennsylvaniat 40 -2 36 -8B 22 -2 8 -10 22 0
Ahode islandt 42 5 41 2 26 7 19 5 22 1
South Caroling 28 -2 32 2 T -2 10 0 13 -3
Tennessest 33 1 38 2 25 6 15 3 19 5
Texas 36 1 36 7 20 3 g -3 18 1
Utah 39 0 36 -3 24 2 i et 21 -1
Virginia 35 -8 29 -6 18 -5 1¢ -6 21 o
Washington 37 25 24 13 18
Wast Virginia 35 -2 37 4 25 4 13 0 18 2
Wisconsint 47 4 39 -4 32 4 22 8 25 0
Wyoeming 39 -3 43 2 25 t 13 -4 25 1

Gther Jurisdictions
DoDEA 34 - 34 18 - 22
Guam 10 1 14 4 7 -2 2 -4 & 0

No significant differances between the two assessments observed at this achisvement level.

*** Sampie size in the 1992 or 1994 assessment Is insufficient to permit a reliable estimata,
--- Jurisdiction did not paricipate in the 1992 Tria! State Assessment.

T Did not satisfy one of the guidelines for school sample participation rates (see Appendix A).

SOURCE: National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1892 and 1994 Reading Assessments
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CARD Table D.6 Percentage of Grade 4 Students by Parents’ Education Level At or Above the Achievement Levels

1992 3*' for the 1994 Trial State Reading Assessments with Changes in this Percentage from 1992, Public

1994 .

Hpasing Ausessmort ~ Schools Only (Continued)

At or Above Basic
Some Educaton Aler Did Nat Finish
Coliege Graduate High School Graguated High School High School | Don't Know
1954 Thange 1904 Tharge 154 " Change T Changa 1504 Change
Percenlage from 1892 | Parcentage from 1992 Percenlage from 1992 Percentage  from 1992 | Percentage  from 1982

Mation 68 G 68 4] 54 -2 32 -6 51 -4

Region
Northeast 87 -10 68 2 51 -6 e b 51 -5
Southeast &0 -2 68 7 52 -1 28 =11 45 -4
Centrat 72 -2 71 - &1 A o FOP 57 »
Wast ral 7 66 -4 52 &) a7 i 49 -3

States
Alabama 61 3 62 2 45 -5 a3 2 45 2
Arizona 63 -1 63 -2 46 -3 as -2 44 -4
Arkansas 60 -2 68 - -1 48 -9 41 -2 48 Q
California 54 -6 54 k 37 -8 16 -9 37 -1
Colorado 68 -6 65 -8 80 4 37 -7 49 -5
Connecticut 7 -4 79 0 53 -6 48 1 58 1
Delawars 58 -8 64 -4 49 3 28 -8 46 -8
Florida 57 -1 65 3 41 -9 M -9 45 -3
Gaorgia 61 -6 62 1 44 -8 34 -9 48 -3
Hawait 54 0 63 7 40 2 34 -10 39 -4
indiana 75 1 78 ¢ 63 -1 45 -12 BB -7
lowa 75 -7 BO -1 66 -4 59 13 60 -4
Kentucky 8z -3 68 -2 56 -5 a7 -8 51 2
Louisiana 44 -5 55 -4 41 -2 28 -6 36 -6
Maine 82 -1 B3 -3 73 0 60 2 65 1
Maryland 62 -1 &0 -5 50 -2 40 - 2 48 -2
Massachusetis 79 -4 7 -8 5% 14 48 3 56 -5
Minnesota 75 1 68 =10 61 -6 el e 55 -5
Mississippi 50 4 a0 8 44 2 34 5 40 3
Misstuti 70 -5 72 -3 63 1 43 -13 53 -6
Montanat 78 - 75 - 87 - 60 - 60
Nebraskat 76 0 78 -1 62 -2 il e 54 -2
New Hampshiret 78 -5 83 0 66 -3 50 -8 62 -8
New Jersey 16 -4 73 -7 54 -8 34 -15 53 -3
New Mexico 59 -8 €6 2 45 -10 a5 3 40 -5
New York &6 -8 69 0 53 -3 41 2 47 -B
North Carolina 68 3 72 g 49 0 36 -2 51 1
Morth Dakota 80 -2 81 1 65 -9 wh e 64 3
Pennsyivaniat 69 -7 68 -11 56 -7 a5 -19 54 -5
Rhode Islandt 73 0 79 3 62 8 47 -1 55 1
South Carolina 57 -3 61 -8 as -8 34 -5 41 -7
Tennesseet 63 -2 71 2 59 3 42 -2 50 3
Texas 67 1 72 5 54 2 40 -3 49 -1
Utah 73 -2 73 -3 56 -5 b e 58 -4
Virginia 65 -10" 65 -8 52 -9 38 -12 51 -8
Washington 69 64 58 - 44 48 ---
West Virginia &7 -5 70 -1 5% 1 38 -9 48 -3
Wisconsint 79 1 75 -7 69 P 57 -4 64 1
Wyoming 76 -4 78 -2 62 -4 50 -2 62 -1

Other Jurigdictions
DeDEA 68 75 52 56
Guam 30 1 37 0 24 -4 i3 -7 26 0

** The value for 1994 was significantly different from the value for 1992 at or about tha 95 percent ceralnty level. These notations indicate statistical
significance from a multiple comparison procedure based on 38 jurisdictions pasticipating in both 1994 and 1992. if looking at only one state, + indicates the
value for 1894 was sigrificantly different from the vatus for 1992 at or about the 95 percent certainty level. Statistically significant differences hetwean 1994
and 1892 for the state comparison sampies for the nation and regions are not indicated.

=+ Samnple size in the 1992 or 1994 assessment is insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
- Jurisdiction dig not participate in the 1992 Trial State Assessmant.

+ Did not satisfy one of the guidaiines for school sample participation rates {see Appendix A).

SOURACE: National Genter for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Prograss {NAEP), 1992 and 1994 Reading Assassments
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L Ll Table D.6 Percentage of Grade 4 Students by Parents’ Education Level At or Above the Achievement Levels

1992 { for the 1994 Trial State Reading Assessment with Changes in this Percentage from 1992,

1984 \ .

Buoding Assossment Public Schools Only (Continued)

Below Basic
) Some Education Atter Did Not Finish
College Graduate High Schooi Graduated Migh School High School | Dor't Know
19394 Change T894 Change 18954 whange 1484 Change 1994 ~  Change
Percentage from 1992 | Percentage from 1992 |Percentage from 1992 Percentage from 1992 [Percentage from 1992

Nation 32 0 32 0 a6 2 68 & 43 4

Region
Northeast a3 10 32 -2 49 <] e bt 49 5
Southeast ) 40 2 32 -7 48 1 72 1 55 4
Centrai 28 -2 29 i 39 1 i il 43 1
Wast 29 -7 M 4 48 0 63 -3 51 3

States
Alabama 39 -3 38 2 54 5 60 -2 55 -2
Arizona a7 1 37 2 54 3 85 2 56 4
Arkansas 40 2 32 1 52 9 5% 2 52 u]
California 46 6 46 -1 63 8 84 9 63 1
Colorado 32 8 35 8 40 -4 63 7 51 5
Connacticut 23 4 21 0 47 6 52 -1 42 -1
Delaware 43 & 38 4 51 -1 71 g 54 8
Florida 43 1 35 -3 59 9 68 9 55 3
Georgia 39 6 38 -1 56 8 66 g 54 3
Hawali 46 0 37 -7 60 -2 66 1G 6% 4
Indiana 25 -1 22 4] 37 1 55 12 45 7
lowa 25 7 20 1 34 4 41 -13 40 4
Kentucky . a8 3 a2 2 44 5 63 6 48 -2
Louisiana 56 6 45 4 59 2 72 6 64 6
Maine 18 b 17 3 27 0 40 -2 35 -1
Maryland 38 1 40 5 50 2 60 -2 52 2
Massachusetts 21 4 23 8 41 14 52 -3 44 5
Minnesota 25 -1 3z 10 38 6 b e 45 S
Mississippi 50 -4 4G -8 58 -2 &6 -5 60 -3
Missouri 30 5 28 3 37 -1 57 13 47 6
Montanat 22 --- 25 - 33 - 40 - 40
Nebraskat 24 0 22 1 38 2 o il 456 2
New Hampshiret 22 5 17 4] 34 3 50 8 38 8
New Jersey 24 4 27 7 46 8 66 15 47 3
New Mexico 41 B 34 -2 55 10 65 -3 60 5
New York 34 8 31 0 47 3 59 -2 53 6
North Carolina az -3 28 -9 51 ¢ 64 2 49 -1
North Dakota 20 2 19 -1 35 9 b b 36 -3
Pennsyivaniat el | 7 32 11 44 7 65 19 46 5
Rhode Islandt 27 0 21 -3 as -8 53 1 15 -1
South Caroina 43 3 ag 8 65 8 66 5 58 7
Tennessest 37 2 29 -2 41 -3 58 2 50 -3
Texas 33 -1 28 -5 46 -2 60 3 51 1
Utah 27 3 27 3 44 5 i bl 44 4
Virginia 35 10* as 9 48 9 62 12 49 8
Washington 3 --- 36 - 42 --- 56 . 52 -
Wast Virginia 33 5 30 1 41 -1 62 8 52 3
Wisconsint 21 -1 25 7 3 -2 43 4 36 -1
Wyoming 24 4 a2 2 38 4 50 2 a8 1

Other Jurisdictions
DoDEA 3z 25 48 44
Guam 70 -1 63 i 76 4 87 7 74 o

** The value for 1994 was significantly different from the value for 1992 at or about the 95 percent certainty level. These notations indicate statistical
significance from a muitipla comparison procedure based on 38 jurisdictions participating in both 1994 and 1992. I looking at only ona state, = indicates the
vaiue for 1994 was significantly different from the value for 1992 at or about the 95 percent certainty favel. Statistically significant differences between 1994
and 1992 for the state comparison samples for the nation and regions are not indicated.

*** Sample size in the 1992 or 1994 assessmaent is Insufficient 1o permit a reliable estimate.
--- Jurisdiction did not participate in the 1992 Trial State Assessment.
T Did not satisfy one of the guidelines for school sample participation rates (see Appendix A).

SOURCE:; National Center for Education: Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEPY, 1892 and 1984 Reading Assessments
*
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