Math Progress Index

Math Math
4th Grade  8th Grade Poverty Gap Advanced
Math Math 8th Grade  Placement
(2009) (2009) (2009) (2008)
National H;?:grtee:t
chf’):é'!.aumnch (3 or above)
Percent Percent noneligible per 100
“proficient” “proficient”  minus eligible students
or above on or above on  (NAEP scale- in grades
NAEP NAEP score difference) 11 and 12
MASSACHUSETTS 78.2 56.8% 51.7% 29.3 4.9
MARYLAND 751 43.7 40.1 30.9 7.0
NEW HAMPSHIRE 75.1 55.7 43.3 20.2 4.6
NEW JERSEY 72.9 48.8 44 .4 30.4 4.8
MINNESOTA 72.2 53.8 46.9 29.0 3.7
VERMONT 71.3 50.7 43.5 23.0 3.8
COLORADO 70.9 45.2 39.7 30.2 4.1
SOUTH DAKOTA 69.7 41.8 41.5 21.0 2.6
FLORIDA 69.1 40.4 29.0 20.4 3.0
NORTH DAKOTA 68.9 44.5 43.1 18.0 1.2
IDAHO 68.6 40.5 38.4 18.0 1.9
INDIANA 68.4 41.6 36.2 21.6 2.4
WISCONSIN 68.3 451 39.3 27.6 3.4
PENNSYLVANIA 68.3 45.5 39.8 29.7 2.6
MAINE 68.0 45.0 35.3 21.8 3.9
RHODE ISLAND 68.0 39.4 27.8 26.5 1.7
NEW YORK 67.9 40.2 33.7 23.1 4.3
UTAH 67.5 41.2 35.1 22.0 4.1
KENTUCKY 67.1 36.5 27.2 21.9 2.2
DELAWARE 67.0 36.4 31.7 20.7 4.3
VIRGINIA 66.8 42.5 35.6 26.2 4.7
MISSOURI 66.8 41.1 35.5 22.1 2.0
CALIFORNIA 66.0 30.2 23.4 26.8 4.0
MONTANA 65.9 45.5 43.6 22.2 1.4
KANSAS 65.7 46.3 39.5 22.7 1.8
GEORGIA 65.7 33.8 26.8 25.8 3.2
ILLINOIS 65.4 37.6 33.1 30.2 3.8
WASHINGTON 65.0 43.2 39.4 28.2 3.2
WYOMING 64.7 40.5 34.7 17.3 1.4
TEXAS 64.6 38.4 36.2 23.7 3.0
CONNECTICUT 64.5 46.2 39.8 34.1 4.3
ALASKA 64.5 37.8 33.5 22.8 2.8
OHIO 64.2 45.3 35.7 25.7 2.5
IOWA 63.8 41.4 33.9 23.2 1.5
NEVADA 63.2 32.1 24.8 17.2 2.3
NORTH CAROLINA 63.2 43.2 35.6 30.2 4.5
NEBRASKA 62.7 37.9 34.6 27.3 1.2
ARKANSAS 62.3 36.3 27.0 25.7 1.5
OKLAHOMA 61.8 32.7 23.8 18.8 1.5
MICHIGAN 61.7 35.1 30.5 28.9 2.9
HAWAII 60.2 36.7 25.3 20.8 1.4
ALABAMA 59.9 24.5 20.4 26.8 1.0
OREGON 59.7 37.1 36.6 25.8 1.9
SOUTH CAROLINA 58.9 34.0 30.2 26.0 3.6
TENNESSEE 58.8 28.4 25.2 24.0 1.5
WEST VIRGINIA 57.0 28.1 19.4 18.2 1.0
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 56.5 17.0 11.2 24.4 1.1
NEW MEXICO 56.3 26.2 20.2 23.5 1.3
ARIZONA 53.5 28.0 29.0 29.3 1.5
MISSISSIPPI 51.7 22.2 15.2 26.9 0.4
LOUISIANA 51.6 22.8 20.3 24.8 0.4

us: 38.4% 326% ] 269 | 32

Note: States are ordered based on unrounded values for the Math Progress Index.
'Values in the U.S. row report results for the nation as a whole, if it had been treated as a state.
SOURCE: EPE Research Center, 2010
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Math Math
4th Grade  8th Grade Poverty Gap = Advanced
Math Math 8th Grade Placement

(2003 to 2009) (2003 to 2009) (2003 to 2009) (2000 to 2008)

Percentage
INCrease In
Change in high scores
NAEP scale per 100
Scale-score Scale-score scores students
change change (negative value = in grades
on NAEP on NAEP narrowing gap) 11 and 12
+10.6 +12.3 -4.4 62%
+10.7 +10.6 +0.8 89
+8.0 +6.1 -1.2 172
+7.8 +11.3 -4.1 31
+7.5 +3.8 +3.3 114
+5.8 +7.2 0.0 98
+7.9 +4.0 +0.2 97
+4.8 +5.7 +1.6 112
+8.2 +8.0 -7.9 36
+7.6 +5.7 +0.6 84
+6.1 +7.4 -1.9 94
+4.6 +5.6 -0.2 91
+6.8 +4.2 -5.7 73
+7.6 +9.8 -1.3 47
+6.8 +4.5 +2.2 137
+8.5 +5.9 -4.0 80
+4.7 +2.8 -7.9 17
+5.5 +3.4 +2.1 10
+10.1 +5.0 -0.6 114
+3.6 +6.7 -3.2 106
+3.9 +4.4 -1.1 30
+5.8 +7.0 -0.8 187
+4.2 +3.4 -3.0 56
+8.6 +5.6 +3.5 98
+3.6 +4.4 +2.1 132
+5.8 +7.9 -6.1 86
+5.4 +5.3 -3.9 47
+4.0 +7.6 +5.6 123
+0.9 +2.6 0.0 76
+3.2 +9.6 -0.2 78
+4.1 +4.9 +2.2 80
+4.2 +4.0 -2.4 57
+5.9 +4.0 +0.4 73
+4.1 +0.2 -0.6 76
+7.6 +6.1 -2.9 104
+1.7 +3.1 +2.3 79
+2.5 +2.1 +2.3 154
+8.5 +10.2 +5.6 124
+7.7 +3.8 -3.0 51
+0.6 +1.8 +1.4 58
+8.8 +8.0 -0.1 39
+4.6 +6.6 -2.6 84
+1.7 +4.1 +6.0 89
-0.1 +3.1 0.0 38
+4.1 +6.6 -4.5 28
+2.2 -0.4 -0.4 43
+14.3 +10.5 +6.0 45
+7.5 +6.4 +0.8 48
+1.1 +6.2 +4.8 57
+4.4 +4.1 +2.7 69

+3.2 +6.1 +0.8 5

0
51 ] 56 ] 15 ] 62% ]|
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Algebra
by 8th
Grade

(2009)

Percent of
8th graders

in schools
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algebra by
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is the norm
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Subject
Expertise
of Math
Teacher
(2009)

Percent of
8th graders
whose
teachers
have a major
or minor
in math
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Experience
of Math
Teacher

(2009)

Percent of
8th graders
whose
teachers have
taught math
for 10 or
more years

44%
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Targeting
Teacher Talent
8th Grade
(2009)

Percentage-point
gap in experienced
math teachers for
students eligible
vs. noneligible for
the National School
Lunch Program

(lower value = smaller gap)
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Experience Three Days
of Inspiration, Information

and Innovation.

FORUM FOR

INNOVATIVE LEADERSHIP

Keynote Speakers

Monday, June 7,2010
Dr. Douglas Reeves, CEO and
President, The Leadership and
Learning Center

Tuesday, June 8,2010
Dr.Robert Sternberg,

Dean of the School of Arts
and Sciences, Tufts University

Dr. Ivannia Soto-Hinman,
Associate Professor of Education,

Whittier College

Wednesday, June 9,2010
Dr. Steve Perry, CNN Education
Contributor, and Founder and
Principal of Capital Preparatory
Magnet School,

Hartford, Connecticut

Chip Wood, Executive Director,

Northeast Foundation for Children
and noted author

Disney: “Inspiring Creativity”

' Inspiring Commitments to Education

Distinguished Lecturers

Todd Ziebarth, Vice President for
Policy, National Alliance for Public
Charter Schools

Ako Kambon, President of
Visionary Leaders Institute,
Columbus, Ohio

Stephen G. Peters, CEO and
President of The Peters Group

Jim Grant, Executive Director,
Staff Development for Educators

“

Dr. Robert Sternberg

Dr. Ivannia Soto-
Hinman

Chip Wood Stephen G. Peters

June 7-9, 2010 - Cook Convention Center - Memphis, Tennessee

Make plans today to attend the Forum for
Innovative Leadership, June 7-9 in down-
town Memphis. This three-day conference
brings together some of the nation's
foremost  authorities on  education,
leadership and innovation. This dynamic
conference is designed to benefit an array
of education professionals including super-
intendents, principals, assistant principals,
district-level staff, aspiring administrators,
guidance counselors, content area spe-
cialists and teacher leaders. It promises to
be an exceptional forum for the exchange
of your ideas and challenges with peers
from across the country. Mark your
calendars, make your reservations and
prepare to be inspired.

Register by January 31 to receive

the Early Bird special rate. Discounts
available for groups of five or more.
Lunch included. To register now

or for more information, visit
urbaneducationcenter.com or

call 901.416.3420.

Presented by ’ ' Urban Education Center
-

Avoid the funding cliff.

Now more than ever, it is critical

to invest in school-improvement
programs. The Success for All
Foundation provides research-proven
educational programs (pre-k-12),
instructional strategies, and
professional development to ensure
sustainable school improvement.

Contact us at (800) 548-4998,

ext. 2372 to see how you can use your
Title I, School Improvement, and IDEA
funds to turn around your school.

www.sustainableschoolimprovement.org

Success for All

F O UNDATI ON

SUSTAINABLESCHOOLIMPROVEMENT

The mission of the Success for All Foundation is to develop and disseminate research-proven educational
programs to ensure that all students, from all backgrounds, achieve at the highest academic levels.
These programs were originally developed at Johns Hopkins University.

QUALITY COUNTS 2010
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