All Over the Map (Figure1)

ment of Educational Progress (NAEP), while Tennessee and Georgia, for example, set the bar much lower for their students.

Average Difference between State and NAEP Proficiency Rates, 2007
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Meote: The chart shows the difference betesen the percentage of stedents {4th and 2th grade) deemed proficient on the 2007 state tests {(math and read-
ing) and the percentage of students in those grades deemed proficient on the 2007 HAEP tests The closer the value is to 0, the more similar =ere the
resuits an the two sets of tests and the more rigorous the state’s standards.
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