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This report provides an overall summary of the Stanford Reading performance of schools identified as Reading First schools in Virginia. The information is based on year three (2006-2007) Stanford Reading First data. The summary is presented by the five areas of reading (Phonemic Awareness, Phonics, Fluency, Vocabulary, and Reading Comprehension) and grade level for all students as well as the AYP subgroup reporting categories (i.e., Race/Ethnicity; Economically Disadvantaged; English Language Learners; and Special Services). In instances where the total number of students assessed was less than 10, results are not reported to protect the confidentiality of students. There were insufficient numbers of children assessed in the Asian subcategory to report results in Kindergarten and First Grade.  A row of zero values appears in graphs for these instances; note that actual values may be nonzero but are less than ten.

Stanford Reading First Assessment


The Stanford Reading First assessment is composed of five components: Phonemic Awareness, Phonics, Vocabulary Development, Reading Fluency, and Comprehension Strategies. Categories of performance are reported at three levels: Needs Substantial Intervention (NSI), Needs Additional Intervention (NAI), At Grade Level (AGL). Table 1 describes each of these performance levels.

Table 1. Performance Levels

	At Grade Level (AGL)
This means that students’ overall Performance Level is at or above the 40th percentile. This indicates that students are meeting or exceeding grade-level expectations for reading proficiency.

	Needs Additional Intervention (NAI)

This means that students’ overall Performance Level is at or above the 20th percentile and below the 40th percentile. This indicates that there is some concern about students meeting grade-level expectations for reading proficiency.

	Needs Substantial Intervention (NSI)

This means that students’ overall Performance Level is below the 20th percentile. This indicates that students are not meeting grade-level expectations for reading proficiency.


2006-2007 Kindergarten Performance (Overall Students; N = 5704)

Overall:   For the domain of Phonemic Awareness, approximately 10% of Overall Kindergarten students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 5% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 84% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 1). 

[image: image1.emf]Phonemic Awareness

0

1000

2000

3000

4000

5000

6000

Number obtained

2006-2007

50 563 280 4811

Did not attempt

Needs 

substantial 

Needs additional 

instruction

At grade level

Overall


Figure 1: Phonemic Awareness Performance for Overall Kindergarten Students

2006-2007: N=5704
2006-2007 Kindergarten Performance (Caucasian Students; N = 2797)

Caucasian:   For the domain of Phonemic Awareness, approximately 7% of Caucasian Kindergarten students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 4% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 88% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 2). 
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Figure 2: Phonemic Awareness Performance for Caucasian Kindergarten Students

2006-2007: N=2797
2006-2007 Kindergarten Performance (African American Students; N = 2342)

African American:   For the domain of Phonemic Awareness, approximately 12% of African American Kindergarten students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 6% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 81% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 3). 
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Figure 3: Phonemic Awareness Performance for African American Kindergarten Students

2006-2007: N=2342
2006-2007 Kindergarten Performance (Hispanic Students; N = 424)

Hispanic:   For the domain of Phonemic Awareness, approximately 13% of Hispanic Kindergarten students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 7% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 78% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 4). 
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Figure 4: Phonemic Awareness Performance for Hispanic Kindergarten Students

2006-2007: N=424
2006-2007 Kindergarten Performance (English Language Learner Students; N = 30)

English Language Learner:   For the domain of Phonemic Awareness, approximately 23% of English Language Learner Kindergarten students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 13% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 53% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 5). 
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Figure 5: Phonemic Awareness Performance for English Language Learner Kindergarten Students

2006-2007: N=30
2006-2007 Kindergarten Performance (Economically Disadvantaged Students; N = 3194)

Economically Disadvantaged:   For the domain of Phonemic Awareness, approximately 12% of Economically Disadvantaged Kindergarten students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 5% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 82% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 6). 

Figure 6: Phonemic Awareness Performance for Economically Disadvantaged Kindergarten Students

2006-2007: N=3194
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2006-2007 Kindergarten Performance (Special Services Students; N = 421)

Special Services:   For the domain of Phonemic Awareness, approximately 23% of Special Services Kindergarten students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 6% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 68% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 7). 
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Figure 7: Phonemic Awareness Performance for Special Services Kindergarten Students

2006-2007: N=421
2006-2007 First Grade Performance (Overall Students; N = 5723)

Overall:   For the domain of Phonemic Awareness, approximately 5% of Overall First Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 12% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 83% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 8). 
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Figure 8: Phonemic Awareness Performance for Overall First Grade Students

2006-2007: N=5723
2006-2007 First Grade Performance (Caucasian Students; N = 2884)

Caucasian:   For the domain of Phonemic Awareness, approximately 3% of Caucasian First Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 10% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 86% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 9). 
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Figure 9: Phonemic Awareness Performance for Caucasian First Grade Students

2006-2007: N=2884
2006-2007 First Grade Performance (African American Students; N = 2357)

African American:   For the domain of Phonemic Awareness, approximately 6% of African American First Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 13% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 80% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 10). 

[image: image10.emf]Phonemic Awareness

0

1000

2000

3000

4000

5000

6000

Number obtained

2006-2007

34 134 303 1886

Did not attempt

Needs 

substantial 

Needs additional 

instruction

At grade level

African American


Figure 10: Phonemic Awareness Performance for African American First Grade Students

2006-2007: N=2357
2006-2007 First Grade Performance (Hispanic Students; N = 378)

Hispanic:   For the domain of Phonemic Awareness, approximately 7% of Hispanic First Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 17% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 74% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 11). 
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Figure 11: Phonemic Awareness Performance for Hispanic First Grade Students

2006-2007: N=378
2006-2007 First Grade Performance (English Language Learner Students; N = 25)

English Language Learner:   For the domain of Phonemic Awareness, approximately 20% of English Language Learner First Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 24% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 52% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 12). 
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Figure 12: Phonemic Awareness Performance for English Language Learner First Grade Students

2006-2007: N=25
2006-2007 First Grade Performance (Economically Disadvantaged Students; N = 3389)

Economically Disadvantaged:   For the domain of Phonemic Awareness, approximately 6% of Economically Disadvantaged First Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 13% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 80% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 13). 
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Figure 13: Phonemic Awareness Performance for Economically Disadvantaged First Grade Students

2006-2007: N=3389
2006-2007 First Grade Performance (Special Services Students; N = 622)

Special Services:   For the domain of Phonemic Awareness, approximately 13% of Special Services First Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 20% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 66% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 14). 
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Figure 14: Phonemic Awareness Performance for Special Services First Grade Students

2006-2007: N=622
2006-2007 Second Grade Performance (Overall Students; N = 5552)

Overall:   For the domain of Phonemic Awareness, approximately 1% of Overall Second Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 3% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 95% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 15). 
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Figure 15: Phonemic Awareness Performance for Overall Second Grade Students

2006-2007: N=5552
2006-2007 Second Grade Performance (Caucasian Students; N = 2734)

Caucasian:   For the domain of Phonemic Awareness, approximately 1% of Caucasian Second Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 2% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 97% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 16). 
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Figure 16: Phonemic Awareness Performance for Caucasian Second Grade Students

2006-2007: N=2734
2006-2007 Second Grade Performance (African American Students; N = 2340)

African American:   For the domain of Phonemic Awareness, approximately 1% of African American Second Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 4% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 94% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 17). 
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Figure 17: Phonemic Awareness Performance for African American Second Grade Students

2006-2007: N=2340
2006-2007 Second Grade Performance (Hispanic Students; N = 388)

Hispanic:   For the domain of Phonemic Awareness, approximately 1% of Hispanic Second Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 5% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 93% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 18). 
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Figure 18: Phonemic Awareness Performance for Hispanic Second Grade Students

2006-2007: N=388
2006-2007 Second Grade Performance (Asian Students; N = 15)

Asian:   For the domain of Phonemic Awareness, approximately 0% of Asian Second Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 0% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 100% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 19). 
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Figure 19: Phonemic Awareness Performance for Asian Second Grade Students

2006-2007: N=15
2006-2007 Second Grade Performance (English Language Learner Students; N = 21)

English Language Learner:   For the domain of Phonemic Awareness, approximately 0% of English Language Learner Second Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 5% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 95% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 20). 
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Figure 20: Phonemic Awareness Performance for English Language Learner Second Grade Students

2006-2007: N=21
2006-2007 Second Grade Performance (Economically Disadvantaged Students; N = 3275)

Economically Disadvantaged:   For the domain of Phonemic Awareness, approximately 1% of Economically Disadvantaged Second Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 4% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 94% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 21). 

[image: image21.emf]Phonemic Awareness

0

1000

2000

3000

4000

5000

6000

Number obtained

2006-2007

30 43 121 3081

Did not attempt

Needs 

substantial 

Needs additional 

instruction

At grade level

Economically Disadvantaged


Figure 21: Phonemic Awareness Performance for Economically Disadvantaged Second Grade Students

2006-2007: N=3275
2006-2007 Second Grade Performance (Special Services Students; N = 652)

Special Services:   For the domain of Phonemic Awareness, approximately 4% of Special Services Second Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 9% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 85% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 22). 
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Figure 22: Phonemic Awareness Performance for Special Services Second Grade Students

2006-2007: N=652
2006-2007 Kindergarten Performance (Overall Students; N = 5704)

Overall:   For the domain of Phonics, approximately 13% of Overall Kindergarten students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 15% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 71% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 23). 
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Figure 23: Phonics Performance for Overall Kindergarten Students

2006-2007: N=5704
2006-2007 Kindergarten Performance (Caucasian Students; N = 2797)

Caucasian:   For the domain of Phonics, approximately 12% of Caucasian Kindergarten students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 13% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 75% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 24). 
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Figure 24: Phonics Performance for Caucasian Kindergarten Students

2006-2007: N=2797
2006-2007 Kindergarten Performance (African American Students; N = 2342)

African American:   For the domain of Phonics, approximately 15% of African American Kindergarten students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 18% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 66% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 25). 
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Figure 25: Phonics Performance for African American Kindergarten Students

2006-2007: N=2342
2006-2007 Kindergarten Performance (Hispanic Students; N = 424)

Hispanic:   For the domain of Phonics, approximately 14% of Hispanic Kindergarten students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 16% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 69% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 26). 
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Figure 26: Phonics Performance for Hispanic Kindergarten Students

2006-2007: N=424
2006-2007 Kindergarten Performance (English Language Learner Students; N = 30)

English Language Learner:   For the domain of Phonics, approximately 13% of English Language Learner Kindergarten students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 37% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 40% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 27). 
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Figure 27: Phonics Performance for English Language Learner Kindergarten Students

2006-2007: N=30
2006-2007 Kindergarten Performance (Economically Disadvantaged Students; N = 3194)

Economically Disadvantaged:   For the domain of Phonics, approximately 16% of Economically Disadvantaged Kindergarten students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 17% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 66% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 28). 
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Figure 28: Phonics Performance for Economically Disadvantaged Kindergarten Students

2006-2007: N=3194
2006-2007 Kindergarten Performance (Special Services Students; N = 421)

Special Services:   For the domain of Phonics, approximately 28% of Special Services Kindergarten students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 18% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 52% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 29). 
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Figure 29: Phonics Performance for Special Services Kindergarten Students

2006-2007: N=421
2006-2007 First Grade Performance (Overall Students; N = 5723)

Overall:   For the domain of Phonics, approximately 26% of Overall First Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 41% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 32% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 30). 
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Figure 30: Phonics Performance for Overall First Grade Students

2006-2007: N=5723
2006-2007 First Grade Performance (Caucasian Students; N = 2884)

Caucasian:   For the domain of Phonics, approximately 22% of Caucasian First Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 39% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 39% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 31). 
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Figure 31: Phonics Performance for Caucasian First Grade Students

2006-2007: N=2884
2006-2007 First Grade Performance (African American Students; N = 2357)

African American:   For the domain of Phonics, approximately 32% of African American First Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 43% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 24% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 32). 
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Figure 32: Phonics Performance for African American First Grade Students

2006-2007: N=2357
2006-2007 First Grade Performance (Hispanic Students; N = 378)

Hispanic:   For the domain of Phonics, approximately 25% of Hispanic First Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 46% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 27% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 33). 
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Figure 33: Phonics Performance for Hispanic First Grade Students

2006-2007: N=378
2006-2007 First Grade Performance (English Language Learner Students; N = 25)

English Language Learner:   For the domain of Phonics, approximately 40% of English Language Learner First Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 44% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 12% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 34). 
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Figure 34: Phonics Performance for English Language Learner First Grade Students

2006-2007: N=25
2006-2007 First Grade Performance (Economically Disadvantaged Students; N = 3389)

Economically Disadvantaged:  For the domain of Phonics, approximately 30% of Economically Disadvantaged First Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 43% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 26% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 35). 
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Figure 35: Phonics Performance for Economically Disadvantaged First Grade Students

2006-2007: N=3389
2006-2007 First Grade Performance (Special Services Students; N = 622)

Special Services:   For the domain of Phonics, approximately 36% of Special Services First Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 45% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 18% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 36). 
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Figure 36: Phonics Performance for Special Services First Grade Students

2006-2007: N=622
2006-2007 Second Grade Performance (Overall Students; N = 5552)

Overall:   For the domain of Phonics, approximately 44% of Overall Second Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 13% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 42% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 37). 
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Figure 37: Phonics Performance for Overall Second Grade Students

2006-2007: N=5552
2006-2007 Second Grade Performance (Caucasian Students; N = 2734)

Caucasian:   For the domain of Phonics, approximately 36% of Caucasian Second Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 13% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 50% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 38). 
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Figure 38: Phonics Performance for Caucasian Second Grade Students

2006-2007: N=2734
2006-2007 Second Grade Performance (African American Students; N = 2340)

African American:   For the domain of Phonics, approximately 54% of African American Second Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 13% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 33% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 39). 
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Figure 39: Phonics Performance for African American Second Grade Students

2006-2007: N=2340
2006-2007 Second Grade Performance (Hispanic Students; N = 388)

Hispanic:   For the domain of Phonics, approximately 47% of Hispanic Second Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 12% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 40% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 40). 
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Figure 40: Phonics Performance for Hispanic Second Grade Students

2006-2007: N=388
2006-2007 Second Grade Performance (Asian Students; N = 15)

Asian:   For the domain of Phonics, approximately 27% of Asian Second Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 27% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 47% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 41). 
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Figure 41: Phonics Performance for Asian Second Grade Students

2006-2007: N=15
2006-2007 Second Grade Performance (English Language Learner Students; N = 21)

English Language Learner:   For the domain of Phonics, approximately 52% of English Language Learner Second Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 10% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 38% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 42). 
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Figure 42: Phonics Performance for English Language Learner Second Grade Students

2006-2007: N=21
2006-2007 Second Grade Performance (Economically Disadvantaged Students; N = 3275)

Economically Disadvantaged:   For the domain of Phonics, approximately 49% of Economically Disadvantaged Second Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 12% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 37% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 43). 
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Figure 43: Phonics Performance for Economically Disadvantaged Second Grade Students

2006-2007: N=3275
2006-2007 Second Grade Performance (Special Services Students; N = 652)

Special Services:   For the domain of Phonics, approximately 62% of Special Services Second Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 12% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 24% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 44). 
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Figure 44: Phonics Performance for Special Services Second Grade Students

2006-2007: N=652
2006-2007 Kindergarten Performance (Overall Students; N = 5704)

Overall:   For the domain of Vocabulary, approximately 16% of Overall Kindergarten students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 41% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 42% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 45). 
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Figure 45: Vocabulary Performance for Overall Kindergarten Students

2006-2007: N=5704
2006-2007 Kindergarten Performance (Caucasian Students; N = 2797)

Caucasian:   For the domain of Vocabulary, approximately 11% of Caucasian Kindergarten students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 37% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 51% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 46). 
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Figure 46: Vocabulary Performance for Caucasian Kindergarten Students

2006-2007: N=2797
2006-2007 Kindergarten Performance (African American Students; N = 2342)

African American:   For the domain of Vocabulary, approximately 20% of African American Kindergarten students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 45% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 34% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 47). 
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Figure 47: Vocabulary Performance for African American Kindergarten Students

2006-2007: N=2342
2006-2007 Kindergarten Performance (Hispanic Students; N = 424)

Hispanic:   For the domain of Vocabulary, approximately 24% of Hispanic Kindergarten students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 49% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 25% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 48). 
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Figure 48: Vocabulary Performance for Hispanic Kindergarten Students

2006-2007: N=424
2006-2007 Kindergarten Performance (English Language Learner Students; N = 30)

English Language Learner:   For the domain of Vocabulary, approximately 30% of English Language Learner Kindergarten students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 53% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 7% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 49). 
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Figure 49: Vocabulary Performance for English Language Learner Kindergarten Students

2006-2007: N=30
2006-2007 Kindergarten Performance (Economically Disadvantaged Students; N = 3194)

Economically Disadvantaged:   For the domain of Vocabulary, approximately 20% of Economically Disadvantaged Kindergarten students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 44% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 35% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 50). 
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Figure 50: Vocabulary Performance for Economically Disadvantaged Kindergarten Students

2006-2007: N=3194
2006-2007 Kindergarten Performance (Special Services Students; N = 421)

Special Services:   For the domain of Vocabulary, approximately 29% of Special Services Kindergarten students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 43% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 27% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 51). 
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Figure 51: Vocabulary Performance for Special Services Kindergarten Students

2006-2007: N=421
2006-2007 First Grade Performance (Overall Students; N = 5723)

Overall:   For the domain of Vocabulary, approximately 20% of Overall First Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 19% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 60% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 52). 
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Figure 52: Vocabulary Performance for Overall First Grade Students

2006-2007: N=5723
2006-2007 First Grade Performance (Caucasian Students; N = 2884)

Caucasian:   For the domain of Vocabulary, approximately 14% of Caucasian First Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 16% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 69% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 53). 
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Figure 53: Vocabulary Performance for Caucasian First Grade Students

2006-2007: N=2884
2006-2007 First Grade Performance (African American Students; N = 2357)

African American:   For the domain of Vocabulary, approximately 26% of African American First Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 22% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 50% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 54). 
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Figure 54: Vocabulary Performance for African American First Grade Students

2006-2007: N=2357
2006-2007 First Grade Performance (Hispanic Students; N = 378)

Hispanic:   For the domain of Vocabulary, approximately 31% of Hispanic First Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 22% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 45% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 55). 
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Figure 55: Vocabulary Performance for Hispanic First Grade Students

2006-2007: N=378
2006-2007 First Grade Performance (English Language Learner Students; N = 25)

English Language Learner:   For the domain of Vocabulary, approximately 52% of English Language Learner First Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 12% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 32% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 56). 
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Figure 56: Vocabulary Performance for English Language Learner First Grade Students

2006-2007: N=25
2006-2007 First Grade Performance (Economically Disadvantaged Students; N = 3389)

Economically Disadvantaged:   For the domain of Vocabulary, approximately 25% of Economically Disadvantaged First Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 21% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 53% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 57). 
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Figure 57: Vocabulary Performance for Economically Disadvantaged First Grade Students

2006-2007: N=3389
2006-2007 First Grade Performance (Special Services Students; N = 622)

Special Services:   For the domain of Vocabulary, approximately 33% of Special Services First Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 22% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 44% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 58). 
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Figure 58: Vocabulary Performance for Special Services First Grade Students

2006-2007: N=622
2006-2007 Second Grade Performance (Overall Students; N = 5552)

Overall:   For the domain of Vocabulary, approximately 25% of Overall Second Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 19% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 56% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 59). 
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Figure 59: Vocabulary Performance for Overall Second Grade Students

2006-2007: N=5552
2006-2007 Second Grade Performance (Caucasian Students; N = 2734)

Caucasian:   For the domain of Vocabulary, approximately 16% of Caucasian Second Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 15% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 68% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 60). 
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Figure 60: Vocabulary Performance for Caucasian Second Grade Students

2006-2007: N=2734
2006-2007 Second Grade Performance (African American Students; N = 2340)

African American:   For the domain of Vocabulary, approximately 31% of African American Second Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 23% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 46% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 61). 
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Figure 61: Vocabulary Performance for African American Second Grade Students

2006-2007: N=2340
2006-2007 Second Grade Performance (Hispanic Students; N = 388)

Hispanic:   For the domain of Vocabulary, approximately 45% of Hispanic Second Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 23% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 30% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 62). 
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Figure 62: Vocabulary Performance for Hispanic Second Grade Students

2006-2007: N=388
2006-2007 Second Grade Performance (Asian Students; N = 15)

Asian:   For the domain of Vocabulary, approximately 7% of Asian Second Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 40% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 53% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 63). 
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Figure 63: Vocabulary Performance for Asian Second Grade Students

2006-2007: N=15
2006-2007 Second Grade Performance (English Language Learner Students; N = 21)

English Language Learner:   For the domain of Vocabulary, approximately 43% of English Language Learner Second Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 14% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 43% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 64). 
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Figure 64: Vocabulary Performance for English Language Learner Second Grade Students

2006-2007: N=21
2006-2007 Second Grade Performance (Economically Disadvantaged Students; N = 3275)

Economically Disadvantaged:   For the domain of Vocabulary, approximately 30% of Economically Disadvantaged Second Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 21% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 49% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 65). 
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Figure 65: Vocabulary Performance for Economically Disadvantaged Second Grade Students

2006-2007: N=3275
2006-2007 Second Grade Performance (Special Services Students; N = 652)

Special Services:   For the domain of Vocabulary, approximately 42% of Special Services Second Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 21% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 35% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 66). 
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Figure 66: Vocabulary Performance for Special Services Second Grade Students

2006-2007: N=652
2006-2007 Kindergarten Performance (Overall Students; N = 5704)

Overall:   For the domain of Fluency, approximately 27% of Overall Kindergarten students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 10% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 62% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 67). 
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Figure 67: Fluency Performance for Overall Kindergarten Students

2006-2007: N=5704
2006-2007 Kindergarten Performance (Caucasian Students; N = 2797)

Caucasian:   For the domain of Fluency, approximately 24% of Caucasian Kindergarten students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 10% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 66% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 68). 
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Figure 68: Fluency Performance for Caucasian Kindergarten Students

2006-2007: N=2797
2006-2007 Kindergarten Performance (African American Students; N = 2342)

African American:   For the domain of Fluency, approximately 31% of African American Kindergarten students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 10% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 58% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 69). 
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Figure 69: Fluency Performance for African American Kindergarten Students

2006-2007: N=2342
2006-2007 Kindergarten Performance (Hispanic Students; N = 424)

Hispanic:   For the domain of Fluency, approximately 24% of Hispanic Kindergarten students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 13% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 61% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 70). 
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Figure 70: Fluency Performance for Hispanic Kindergarten Students

2006-2007: N=424
2006-2007 Kindergarten Performance (English Language Learner Students; N = 30)

English Language Learner:   For the domain of Fluency, approximately 30% of English Language Learner Kindergarten students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 20% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 40% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 71). 

[image: image71.emf]Fluency

0

10

20

Number obtained

2006-2007

3 9 6 12

Did not attempt

Needs 

substantial 

Needs additional 

instruction

At grade level

English Language Learner


Figure 71: Fluency Performance for English Language Learner Kindergarten Students

2006-2007: N=30
2006-2007 Kindergarten Performance (Economically Disadvantaged Students; N = 3194)

Economically Disadvantaged:   For the domain of Fluency, approximately 30% of Economically Disadvantaged Kindergarten students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 11% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 58% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 72). 
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Figure 72: Fluency Performance for Economically Disadvantaged Kindergarten Students

2006-2007: N=3194
2006-2007 Kindergarten Performance (Special Services Students; N = 421)

Special Services:   For the domain of Fluency, approximately 37% of Special Services Kindergarten students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 13% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 48% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 73). 
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Figure 73: Fluency Performance for Special Services Kindergarten Students

2006-2007: N=421
2006-2007 First Grade Performance (Overall Students; N = 5723)

Overall:   For the domain of Fluency, approximately 19% of Overall First Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 21% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 60% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 74). 
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Figure 74: Fluency Performance for Overall First Grade Students

2006-2007: N=5723
2006-2007 First Grade Performance (Caucasian Students; N = 2884)

Caucasian:   For the domain of Fluency, approximately 15% of Caucasian First Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 19% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 66% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 75). 
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Figure 75: Fluency Performance for Caucasian First Grade Students

2006-2007: N=2884
2006-2007 First Grade Performance (African American Students; N = 2357)

African American:   For the domain of Fluency, approximately 21% of African American First Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 22% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 55% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 76). 
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Figure 76: Fluency Performance for African American First Grade Students

2006-2007: N=2357
2006-2007 First Grade Performance (Hispanic Students; N = 378)

Hispanic:   For the domain of Fluency, approximately 30% of Hispanic First Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 23% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 45% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 77). 
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Figure 77: Fluency Performance for Hispanic First Grade Students

2006-2007: N=378
2006-2007 First Grade Performance (English Language Learner Students; N = 25)

English Language Learner:   For the domain of Fluency, approximately 52% of English Language Learner First Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 20% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 24% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 78). 
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Figure 78: Fluency Performance for English Language Learner First Grade Students

2006-2007: N=25
2006-2007 First Grade Performance (Economically Disadvantaged Students; N = 3389)

Economically Disadvantaged:   For the domain of Fluency, approximately 21% of Economically Disadvantaged First Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 23% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 54% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 79). 

[image: image79.emf]Fluency

0

1000

2000

3000

4000

5000

6000

Number obtained

2006-2007

41 721 781 1846

Did not attempt

Needs 

substantial 

Needs additional 

instruction

At grade level

Economically Disadvantaged


Figure 79: Fluency Performance for Economically Disadvantaged First Grade Students

2006-2007: N=3389
2006-2007 First Grade Performance (Special Services Students; N = 622)

Special Services:   For the domain of Fluency, approximately 29% of Special Services First Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 26% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 43% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 80). 
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Figure 80: Fluency Performance for Special Services First Grade Students

2006-2007: N=622
2006-2007 Second Grade Performance (Overall Students; N = 5552)

Overall:   For the domain of Fluency, approximately 26% of Overall Second Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 20% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 53% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 81). 
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Figure 81: Fluency Performance for Overall Second Grade Students

2006-2007: N=5552
2006-2007 Second Grade Performance (Caucasian Students; N = 2734)

Caucasian:   For the domain of Fluency, approximately 20% of Caucasian Second Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 18% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 61% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 82). 
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Figure 82: Fluency Performance for Caucasian Second Grade Students

2006-2007: N=2734
2006-2007 Second Grade Performance (African American Students; N = 2340)

African American:   For the domain of Fluency, approximately 31% of African American Second Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 23% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 44% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 83). 
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Figure 83: Fluency Performance for African American Second Grade Students

2006-2007: N=2340
2006-2007 Second Grade Performance (Hispanic Students; N = 388)

Hispanic:   For the domain of Fluency, approximately 37% of Hispanic Second Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 19% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 42% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 84). 
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Figure 84: Fluency Performance for Hispanic Second Grade Students

2006-2007: N=388
2006-2007 Second Grade Performance (Asian Students; N = 15)

Asian:   For the domain of Fluency, approximately 13% of Asian Second Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 20% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 67% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 85). 
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Figure 85: Fluency Performance for Asian Second Grade Students

2006-2007: N=15
2006-2007 Second Grade Performance (English Language Learner Students; N = 21)

English Language Learner:   For the domain of Fluency, approximately 38% of English Language Learner Second Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 19% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 43% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 86). 
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Figure 86: Fluency Performance for English Language Learner Second Grade Students

2006-2007: N=21
2006-2007 Second Grade Performance (Economically Disadvantaged Students; N = 3275)

Economically Disadvantaged:   For the domain of Fluency, approximately 31% of Economically Disadvantaged Second Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 22% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 46% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 87). 
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Figure 87: Fluency Performance for Economically Disadvantaged Second Grade Students

2006-2007: N=3275
2006-2007 Second Grade Performance (Special Services Students; N = 652)

Special Services:   For the domain of Fluency, approximately 41% of Special Services Second Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 22% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 35% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 88). 
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Figure 88: Fluency Performance for Special Services Second Grade Students

2006-2007: N=652
2006-2007 Kindergarten Performance (Overall Students; N = 5704)

Overall:   For the domain of Comprehension, approximately 15% of Overall Kindergarten students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 39% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 45% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 89). 
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Figure 89: Comprehension Performance for Overall Kindergarten Students

2006-2007: N=5704
2006-2007 Kindergarten Performance (Caucasian Students; N = 2797)

Caucasian:   For the domain of Comprehension, approximately 10% of Caucasian Kindergarten students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 34% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 55% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 90). 
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Figure 90: Comprehension Performance for Caucasian Kindergarten Students

2006-2007: N=2797
2006-2007 Kindergarten Performance (African American Students; N = 2342)

African American:   For the domain of Comprehension, approximately 19% of African American Kindergarten students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 43% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 37% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 91). 
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Figure 91: Comprehension Performance for African American Kindergarten Students

2006-2007: N=2342
2006-2007 Kindergarten Performance (Hispanic Students; N = 424)

Hispanic:   For the domain of Comprehension, approximately 20% of Hispanic Kindergarten students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 47% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 30% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 92). 
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Figure 92: Comprehension Performance for Hispanic Kindergarten Students

2006-2007: N=424
2006-2007 Kindergarten Performance (English Language Learner Students; N = 30)

English Language Learner:   For the domain of Comprehension, approximately 33% of English Language Learner Kindergarten students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 43% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 13% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 93). 
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Figure 93: Comprehension Performance for English Language Learner Kindergarten Students

2006-2007: N=30
2006-2007 Kindergarten Performance (Economically Disadvantaged Students; N = 3194)

Economically Disadvantaged:   For the domain of Comprehension, approximately 18% of Economically Disadvantaged Kindergarten students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 41% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 41% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 94). 
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Figure 94: Comprehension Performance for Economically Disadvantaged Kindergarten Students

2006-2007: N=3194
2006-2007 Kindergarten Performance (Special Services Students; N = 421)

Special Services:   For the domain of Comprehension, approximately 23% of Special Services Kindergarten students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 40% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 36% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 95). 
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Figure 95: Comprehension Performance for Special Services Kindergarten Students

2006-2007: N=421
2006-2007 First Grade Performance (Overall Students; N = 5723)

Overall:   For the domain of Comprehension, approximately 11% of Overall First Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 14% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 75% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 96). 
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Figure 96: Comprehension Performance for Overall First Grade Students

2006-2007: N=5723
2006-2007 First Grade Performance (Caucasian Students; N = 2884)

Caucasian:   For the domain of Comprehension, approximately 9% of Caucasian First Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 12% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 79% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 97). 
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Figure 97: Comprehension Performance for Caucasian First Grade Students

2006-2007: N=2884
2006-2007 First Grade Performance (African American Students; N = 2357)

African American:   For the domain of Comprehension, approximately 12% of African American First Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 15% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 71% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 98). 
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Figure 98: Comprehension Performance for African American First Grade Students

2006-2007: N=2357
2006-2007 First Grade Performance (Hispanic Students; N = 378)

Hispanic:   For the domain of Comprehension, approximately 16% of Hispanic First Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 17% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 65% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 99). 
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Figure 99: Comprehension Performance for Hispanic First Grade Students

2006-2007: N=378
2006-2007 First Grade Performance (English Language Learner Students; N = 25)

English Language Learner:   For the domain of Comprehension, approximately 40% of English Language Learner First Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 12% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 44% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 100). 
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Figure 100: Comprehension Performance for English Language Learner First Grade Students

2006-2007: N=25
2006-2007 First Grade Performance (Economically Disadvantaged Students; N = 3389)

Economically Disadvantaged:   For the domain of Comprehension, approximately 13% of Economically Disadvantaged First Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 16% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 70% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 101). 
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Figure 101: Comprehension Performance for Economically Disadvantaged First Grade Students

2006-2007: N=3389
2006-2007 First Grade Performance (Special Services Students; N = 622)

Special Services:   For the domain of Comprehension, approximately 19% of Special Services First Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 19% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 60% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 102). 
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Figure 102: Comprehension Performance for Special Services First Grade Students

2006-2007: N=622
2006-2007 Second Grade Performance (Overall Students; N = 5552)

Overall:   For the domain of Comprehension, approximately 30% of Overall Second Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 25% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 45% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 103). 
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Figure 103: Comprehension Performance for Overall Second Grade Students

2006-2007: N=5552
2006-2007 Second Grade Performance (Caucasian Students; N = 2734)

Caucasian:   For the domain of Comprehension, approximately 24% of Caucasian Second Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 22% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 54% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 104). 
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Figure 104: Comprehension Performance for Caucasian Second Grade Students

2006-2007: N=2734
2006-2007 Second Grade Performance (African American Students; N = 2340)

African American:   For the domain of Comprehension, approximately 35% of African American Second Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 28% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 36% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 105). 
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Figure 105: Comprehension Performance for African American Second Grade Students

2006-2007: N=2340
2006-2007 Second Grade Performance (Hispanic Students; N = 388)

Hispanic:   For the domain of Comprehension, approximately 40% of Hispanic Second Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 25% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 33% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 106). 
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Figure 106: Comprehension Performance for Hispanic Second Grade Students

2006-2007: N=388
2006-2007 Second Grade Performance (Asian Students; N = 15)

Asian:   For the domain of Comprehension, approximately 20% of Asian Second Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 13% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 67% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 107). 
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Figure 107: Comprehension Performance for Asian Second Grade Students

2006-2007: N=15
2006-2007 Second Grade Performance (English Language Learner Students; N = 21)

English Language Learner:   For the domain of Comprehension, approximately 29% of English Language Learner Second Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 24% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 48% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 108). 
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Figure 108: Comprehension Performance for English Language Learner Second Grade Students

2006-2007: N=21
2006-2007 Second Grade Performance (Economically Disadvantaged Students; N = 3275)

Economically Disadvantaged:   For the domain of Comprehension, approximately 35% of Economically Disadvantaged Second Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 26% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 38% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 109). 
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Figure 109: Comprehension Performance for Economically Disadvantaged Second Grade Students

2006-2007: N=3275
2006-2007 Second Grade Performance (Special Services Students; N = 652)

Special Services:   For the domain of Comprehension, approximately 45% of Special Services Second Grade students were assessed to be at the NSI performance level, 25% were assessed to be at the NAI performance level, and 29% were assessed to be at the AGL performance level (Figure 110). 
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Figure 110: Comprehension Performance for Special Services Second Grade Students

2006-2007: N=652
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