Elementary/Middle District Rankings Based on Index Scor es .

Department from May 2008 NH-Alt and October 2008 NECAP Statewide Assessments E%ﬁﬁ‘é‘“’t
Fancation Content: Mathematics Fancation
Sorted by: Name

The data on these ranking lists are based on the performance index scores that are calculated during Adequate Y early Progress (AY P) reporting. Schools and districts receive arank based on their index score. A rank of “1” represents the
best performance. When a previous index score is available, a separate ranking is also calculated based on the improvement in the index score from one year to the next year. Schools that have the same index score (or the same
improvement in index score) earn the same rank. Rankings are assigned by content area. The schools and districts are sorted three ways: alphabetically, by index score ranking, and by improvement ranking.

New Hampshire

No. of Students Current Year No. of Students _ licte: Seara

incudsdintre | | manematce | pindecsoore, || anoidsdintie | Prio Yeerodex | | indexSeore | improvemen
Rankingt SEt Scor e Ranking Ranking of 158

State of New Hampshire 88099 86.1 (+/- *) 95 89444 84.8 (+/- *) 13 72
Albany 0 - A NA - - B
Allenstown 273 79.0 (+- 1.7) 141 296 71.9 (+- 1.7) 7.1 6
Alton 390 817 (+/- 1.3) 126 370 83.9 (+/- 1.2) 2.2 146
Amherst 1063 92.4 (+/- 0.6) 29 1077 93.4 (+/- 0.5) -1 131
Andover 151 85.8 (+/- 2.0) 99 165 87.0 (+/- 1.8) 1.2 135
Ashland 97 85.6 (+/- 2.3) 100 92 88.0 (+/- 2.1) 24 147
Auburn 437 93.5 (+/- 0.8) 20 432 92.9 (+/- 0.8) 0.6 85
Barnstead 338 80.7 (+/- 1.5) 133 342 76.6 (+/- 1.6) 4.1 12
Barrington 573 86.0 (+/- 1.0) 97 580 85.9 (+/- 1.0) 0.1 107
Bartlett 197 91.0 (+/- 1.4) 43 206 90.5 (+/- 1.3) 0.5 93
Bath 46 93.9 (+/- 2.5) 16 43 93.0 (+/- 3.0) 0.9 79
Bedford 2044 96.2 (+/- 0.3) 4 1997 95.7 (+/- 0.3) 05 93
Benton 0 - A NA - - B
Berlin 595 79.3 (+-1.2) 140 594 76.9 (+/- 1.2) 2.4 39
Bethlehem 151 89.4 (+/- 1.8) 58 142 90.7 (+/- 1.7) -1.3 138

T Number of students who contributed to the index score.

F Thereis some variation associated with all measurement, including test scores. For example, the results of public opinion polls are reported with a margin of error, such as 54 percent plus or minus (+/-) five percent. On these ranking lists the reported variation is the
standard error of the mean (SE). Please note that as the number of studentsincreases, the SE decreases.

* The SE islessthan 0.1.

“A” A ranking is not assigned when fewer than eleven (11) student scores are included in the index score for a school or district.

“B” A ranking is not assigned for index score improvement if fewer than eleven (11) student scores were included in either the current or prior year index score.

“NA” Dataisnot available.
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The data on these ranking lists are based on the performance index scores that are calculated during Adequate Y early Progress (AY P) reporting. Schools and districts receive arank based on their index score. A rank of “1” represents the
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New Hampshire
?partmeut

?pa.ﬂ.meut
Education

Education

No. of Students Current Year No. of Students _ licte: Seara

indudedinthe || Mathemalics | qipdecscore, | | Anduddinthe | Pror veaindex | indecSoore | mprovemens
Rankingt SEt Scor e Ranking Ranking of 158

State of New Hampshire 88099 86.1 (+/- *) 95 89444 84.8 (+/- *) 13 72
Bow 703 92.8 (+/- 0.7) 26 699 93.9 (+/- 0.6) 1.1 133
Brentwood 263 96.2 (+/- 0.8) 4 251 96.6 (+/- 0.7) -04 122
Brookline 449 90.7 (+/- 0.9) 44 459 91.5 (+/- 0.8) -0.8 128
Campton 187 80.9 (+/- 2.0) 132 192 783 (+-2.1) 2.6 37
Candia 288 85.9 (+/- 1.4) 98 305 86.3 (+/- 1.3) -04 122
Chatham 0 - A NA - - B
Chester a1 91.3 (+/- 0.9) 41 472 89.7 (+/- 1.0) 1.6 59
Chesterfield 241 87.6 (+/- 1.5) 78 242 86.0 (+/- 1.5) 1.6 59
Chichester 158 90.3 (+/- 1.5) 49 161 89.9 (+/- 1.6) 0.4 99
Claremont 765 76.4 (+/- 1.1) 146 781 74.8 (+/- 1.1) 16 59
Colebrook 192 77.4 (+- 2.0) 144 187 773 (+/- 2.0) 0.1 107
Concord 1979 87.8 (+/- 0.5) 77 2036 87.2 (+/- 0.5) 0.6 85
Contoocook Valley 1147 87.4 (+/- 0.7) 80 1222 84.2 (+/- 0.7) 32 21
Conway 656 88.0 (+/- 0.9) 72 671 84.3 (+/- 1.0) 37 15
Cornish 88 82.0 (+/- 2.8) 123 100 74.2 (+/- 3.0) 7.8 5

T Number of students who contributed to the index score.

F Thereis some variation associated with all measurement, including test scores. For example, the results of public opinion polls are reported with a margin of error, such as 54 percent plus or minus (+/-) five percent. On these ranking lists the reported variation is the
standard error of the mean (SE). Please note that as the number of studentsincreases, the SE decreases.

* The SE islessthan 0.1.

“A” A ranking is not assigned when fewer than eleven (11) student scores are included in the index score for a school or district.

“B” A ranking is not assigned for index score improvement if fewer than eleven (11) student scores were included in either the current or prior year index score.

“NA” Dataisnot available.
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The data on these ranking lists are based on the performance index scores that are calculated during Adequate Y early Progress (AY P) reporting. Schools and districts receive arank based on their index score. A rank of “1” represents the
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State of New Hampshire 88099 86.1 (+/- *) 95 89444 84.8 (+/- *) 13 72
Croydon 12 66.7 (+/- 9.9) 156 13 86.2 (+/- 5.7) -195 158
Deerfield 322 84.6 (+/- 1.3) 109 350 80.8 (+/- 1.4) 38 13
Derry Cooperative 2601 87.9 (+/- 0.4) 74 2693 85.5 (+/- 0.5) 24 39
Dover 1527 88.6 (+/- 0.6) 67 1499 87.1 (+/- 0.6) 15 66
Dresden 227 95.0 (+/- 1.0) 9 237 95.1 (+/- 1.0) -0.1 113
Dunbarton 146 93.0 (+/- 1.3) 25 146 91.1 (+/- 1.7) 1.9 49
East Kingston 116 93.6 (+/- 1.5) 19 114 93.2 (+/- 1.5) 0.4 99
Epping 404 86.9 (+/- 1.1) 85 435 85.0 (+/- 1.2) 1.9 49
Epsom 299 86.4 (+/- 1.3) 92 302 85.8 (+/- 1.3) 0.6 85
Errol 12 60.0 (+/- 7.8) 158 13 58.5 (+/- 4.8) 15 66
Exeter 641 96.1 (+/- 0.5) 7 615 95.7 (+/- 0.6) 04 99
Exeter Region Cooperative 895 92.3 (+/- 0.6) 33 869 90.7 (+/- 0.7) 16 59
Fall Mountain Regional 723 79.9 (+/- 1.0) 138 779 76.9 (+/- 1.0) 3 27
Farmington 614 73.1 (+/- 1.2) 155 623 71.1 (+/- 1.2) 2 47
Franklin 569 74.3 (+- 1.3) 151 562 76.0 (+/- 1.3) -1.7 142

T Number of students who contributed to the index score.

F Thereis some variation associated with all measurement, including test scores. For example, the results of public opinion polls are reported with a margin of error, such as 54 percent plus or minus (+/-) five percent. On these ranking lists the reported variation is the
standard error of the mean (SE). Please note that as the number of studentsincreases, the SE decreases.

* The SE islessthan 0.1.

“A” A ranking is not assigned when fewer than eleven (11) student scores are included in the index score for a school or district.

“B” A ranking is not assigned for index score improvement if fewer than eleven (11) student scores were included in either the current or prior year index score.

“NA” Dataisnot available.
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The data on these ranking lists are based on the performance index scores that are calculated during Adequate Y early Progress (AY P) reporting. Schools and districts receive arank based on their index score. A rank of “1” represents the
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State of New Hampshire 88099 86.1 (+/- *) 95 89444 84.8 (+/- *) 13 72
Freedom 51 85.1 (+/- 3.3) 103 57 88.8 (+/- 3.0) 3.7 151
Fremont 332 83.4 (+/- 1.4) 119 340 81.2 (+/- 1.5) 22 43
Gilford 515 89.2 (+/- 1.0) 61 525 87.0 (+/- 1.0) 2.2 43
Gilmanton 253 86.8 (+/- 1.5) 86 257 82.5 (+/- 1.5) 43 10
Goffstown 1120 87.9 (+/- 0.7) 74 1170 88.1 (+/- 0.6) -0.2 117
Gorham Randolph Shelburne Coop 207 92.1 (+/- 1.4) 36 223 87.9 (+/- 1.5) 4.2 11
Goshen-Lempster Cooperative 100 74.2 (+/- 3.0) 153 104 81.2 (+/- 2.7) -7 156
Governor Wentworth Regional 1126 91.1 (+/- 0.6) 42 1118 89.5 (+/- 0.6) 16 59
Grantham 155 94.7 (+/- 1.3) 12 147 92.9 (+/- 1.5) 18 52
Greenland 228 94.1 (+/- 1.1) 15 234 94.3 (+/- 0.9) -0.2 117
Hampstead 638 93.4 (+/- 0.6) 2 673 92.8 (+/- 0.6) 0.6 85
Hampton 794 90.4 (+/- 0.7) 48 808 89.9 (+/- 0.7) 0.5 93
Hampton Falls 177 94.8 (+/- 1.1) 10 165 94.3 (+/- 1.2) 05 93
Hanover 326 92.4 (+/- 1.1) 29 326 90.6 (+/- 1.2) 1.8 52
Harrisville 44 89.1 (+/- 3.2) 62 38 88.4 (+/- 3.7) 0.7 84

T Number of students who contributed to the index score.

F Thereis some variation associated with all measurement, including test scores. For example, the results of public opinion polls are reported with a margin of error, such as 54 percent plus or minus (+/-) five percent. On these ranking lists the reported variation is the
standard error of the mean (SE). Please note that as the number of studentsincreases, the SE decreases.

* The SE islessthan 0.1.

“A” A ranking is not assigned when fewer than eleven (11) student scores are included in the index score for a school or district.

“B” A ranking is not assigned for index score improvement if fewer than eleven (11) student scores were included in either the current or prior year index score.

“NA” Dataisnot available.
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Department from May 2008 NH-Alt and October 2008 NECAP Statewide Assessments Ef‘gﬁ'ﬁﬁ‘é‘éﬁt
Fancation Content: Mathematics Fancation
Sorted by: Name

The data on these ranking lists are based on the performance index scores that are calculated during Adequate Y early Progress (AY P) reporting. Schools and districts receive arank based on their index score. A rank of “1” represents the
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New Hampshire

No. of Students Current Year No. of Students _ licte: Seara

indudedinthe || Mathemalics | qipdecscore, | | Anduddinthe | Pror veaindex | indecSoore | mprovemens
Rankingt SEt Scor e Ranking Ranking of 158

State of New Hampshire 88099 86.1 (+/- *) 95 89444 84.8 (+/- *) 13 72
Haver hill Cooperative 296 81.1 (+/- 1.5) 131 295 78.1 (+/- 1.6) 3 27
Henniker 261 89.7 (+/- 1.3) 55 258 89.7 (+/- 1.4) 0 110
Hill 56 75.0 (+/- 4.0) 150 62 75.5 (+/- 3.7) -05 124
Hillsbor o-Deering Cooper ative 566 75.4 (+1- 1.2) 149 585 75.6 (+/- 1.2) -0.2 117
Hinsdale 238 76.1 (+- 2.0) 147 252 72.4 (+/- 1.9) 37 15
Holderness 145 90.2 (+/- 1.5) 51 130 90.5 (+/- 1.7) -0.3 121
Hollis 591 94.8 (+/- 0.6) 10 612 93.6 (+/- 0.7) 1.2 74
Hollis-Brookline Cooper ative 208 91.8 (+/- 1.4) 39 210 93.8 (+/- 1.2) -2 144
H ook sett 982 89.6 (+/- 0.7) 56 959 88.1 (+/- 0.7) 15 66
Hopkinton 440 92.2 (+/- 0.9) 35 464 89.8 (+/- 0.9) 2.4 39
Hudson 1873 86.8 (+/- 0.5) 86 1852 86.6 (+/- 0.5) 0.2 106
Inter-L akes Cooperative 473 87.6 (+/- 1.0) 78 494 88.8 (+/- 1.0) -1.2 135
Jackson 31 100.0 (+/- *) 1 36 97.2 (+/- 2.3) 2.8 34
Jaffrey-Rindge Cooper ative 711 85.4 (+/- 0.9) 102 753 81.7 (+/- 0.9) 3.7 15
K ear sar ge Regional 840 90.5 (+/- 0.7) 46 883 87.3 (+/- 0.8) 32 21

T Number of students who contributed to the index score.

F Thereis some variation associated with all measurement, including test scores. For example, the results of public opinion polls are reported with a margin of error, such as 54 percent plus or minus (+/-) five percent. On these ranking lists the reported variation is the
standard error of the mean (SE). Please note that as the number of studentsincreases, the SE decreases.

* The SE islessthan 0.1.

“A” A ranking is not assigned when fewer than eleven (11) student scores are included in the index score for a school or district.

“B” A ranking is not assigned for index score improvement if fewer than eleven (11) student scores were included in either the current or prior year index score.

“NA” Dataisnot available.



Elementary/Middle District Rankings Based on Index Scor es
from May 2008 NH-Alt and October 2008 NECAP Statewide Assessments
Content: Mathematics
Sorted by: Name

The data on these ranking lists are based on the performance index scores that are calculated during Adequate Y early Progress (AY P) reporting. Schools and districts receive arank based on their index score. A rank of “1” represents the
best performance. When a previous index score is available, a separate ranking is also calculated based on the improvement in the index score from one year to the next year. Schools that have the same index score (or the same
improvement in index score) earn the same rank. Rankings are assigned by content area. The schools and districts are sorted three ways: alphabetically, by index score ranking, and by improvement ranking.
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Rankingt SEt Scor e Ranking Ranking of 158

State of New Hampshire 88099 86.1 (+/- *) 95 89444 84.8 (+/- *) 13 72
K eene 1107 85.1 (+/- 0.8) 103 1098 85.8 (+/- 0.7) 0.7 127
K ensington 133 96.2 (+/- 1.0) 4 144 95.6 (+/- 1.1) 0.6 85
Laconia 894 83.7 (+/- 0.9) 117 881 84.5 (+/- 0.9) -0.8 128
L afayette Regional 74 93.2 (+/- 2.0) 23 81 95.8 (+/- 1.5) -2.6 149
L andaff 8 - A 8 - - B
L ebanon 689 86.7 (+/- 0.9) 88 691 85.7 (+/- 0.9) 1 76
Lincoln-Woodstock Cooperative 164 83.0 (+/- 1.9) 120 157 79.2 (+/- 2.1) 38 13
Lisbon Regional 162 88.0 (+/- 1.8) 72 161 78.5 (+/- 2.2) 9.5 3
Litchfield 752 88.7 (+/- 0.8) 64 761 85.7 (+/- 0.8) 3 27
Littleton 363 85.0 (+/- 1.4) 108 376 85.1 (+/- 1.3) -0.1 113
Londonderry 2310 87.4 (+/- 0.5) 80 2351 87.5 (+/- 0.5) -0.1 113
Lyme 120 96.5 (+/- 1.2) 3 115 93.9 (+/- 1.5) 2.6 37
Lyndeborough 61 80.0 (+/- 3.5) 136 64 83.8 (+/- 2.7) -3.8 152
M adison 124 82.6 (+/- 2.2) 121 113 81.8 (+/- 2.3) 0.8 82
Manchester 6139 74.3 (+/- 0.4) 151 6360 714 (+/- 0.4) 2.9 31

T Number of students who contributed to the index score.

F Thereis some variation associated with all measurement, including test scores. For example, the results of public opinion polls are reported with a margin of error, such as 54 percent plus or minus (+/-) five percent. On these ranking lists the reported variation is the
standard error of the mean (SE). Please note that as the number of studentsincreases, the SE decreases.

* The SE islessthan 0.1.

“A” A ranking is not assigned when fewer than eleven (11) student scores are included in the index score for a school or district.

“B” A ranking is not assigned for index score improvement if fewer than eleven (11) student scores were included in either the current or prior year index score.

“NA” Dataisnot available.
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The data on these ranking lists are based on the performance index scores that are calculated during Adequate Y early Progress (AY P) reporting. Schools and districts receive arank based on their index score. A rank of “1” represents the
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State of New Hampshire 88099 86.1 (+/- *) 95 89444 84.8 (+/- *) 13 72
Marlborough 96 89.4 (+/- 2.3) 58 115 82.4 (+/- 2.4) 7 7
Marlow 23 60.9 (+- 6.7) 157 30 78.7 (+/- 4.5) -17.8 157
M ascenic Regional 556 86.4 (+/- 0.9) 92 566 83.7 (+/- 1.0) 2.7 36
Mascoma Valley Regional 612 84.6 (+/- 1.0) 109 635 81.6 (+/- 1.0) 3 27
M errimack 1971 90.5 (+/- 0.5) 46 2001 89.3 (+/- 0.5) 12 74
Merrimack Valley 1167 84.5 (+/- 0.7) 112 1147 83.9 (+/- 0.7) 0.6 85
Middleton 0 - A NA - - B
Milan 74 90.3 (+/- 2.3) 49 75 81.1 (+/- 3.1) 9.2 4
Milford 1156 88.2 (+/- 0.6) 71 1149 87.7 (+/- 0.7) 05 93
Milton 266 75.6 (+/- 1.8) 148 272 74.6 (+/- 1.8) 1 76
Monadnock Regional 900 81.6 (+/- 0.9) 127 888 79.8 (+/- 0.9) 18 52
Monroe 41 82.0 (+/- 4.2) 123 40 84.5 (+/- 4.1) -25 148
Mont Vernon 188 88.3 (+/- 1.6) 70 167 89.3 (+/- 1.7) -1 131
M oultonbor ough 268 89.0 (+/- 1.3) 63 263 88.1 (+/- 1.3) 0.9 79
Nashua 5024 85.1 (+/- 0.4) 103 5193 84.7 (+/- 0.4) 0.4 99

T Number of students who contributed to the index score.

F Thereis some variation associated with all measurement, including test scores. For example, the results of public opinion polls are reported with a margin of error, such as 54 percent plus or minus (+/-) five percent. On these ranking lists the reported variation is the
standard error of the mean (SE). Please note that as the number of studentsincreases, the SE decreases.

* The SE islessthan 0.1.

“A” A ranking is not assigned when fewer than eleven (11) student scores are included in the index score for a school or district.

“B” A ranking is not assigned for index score improvement if fewer than eleven (11) student scores were included in either the current or prior year index score.

“NA” Dataisnot available.



Elementary/Middle District Rankings Based on Index Scor es
from May 2008 NH-Alt and October 2008 NECAP Statewide Assessments
Content: Mathematics
Sorted by: Name

The data on these ranking lists are based on the performance index scores that are calculated during Adequate Y early Progress (AY P) reporting. Schools and districts receive arank based on their index score. A rank of “1” represents the
best performance. When a previous index score is available, a separate ranking is also calculated based on the improvement in the index score from one year to the next year. Schools that have the same index score (or the same
improvement in index score) earn the same rank. Rankings are assigned by content area. The schools and districts are sorted three ways: alphabetically, by index score ranking, and by improvement ranking.
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No. of Students Current Year No. of Students _ licte: Seara
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State of New Hampshire 88099 86.1 (+/- *) 95 89444 84.8 (+/- *) 13 72
Nelson 34 92.4 (+/- 3.3) 29 37 92.4 (+/- 2.9) 0 110
New Boston 331 92.0 (+/- 1.1) 37 324 92.8 (+/- 1.0) -0.8 128
New Castle 49 93.1 (+/- 2.8) 24 46 97.0 (+/- 1.6) -39 153
Newfields 117 95.9 (+/- 1.1) 8 116 95.5 (+/- 1.1) 0.4 99
Newfound Area 579 84.5 (+/- 1.1) 112 631 81.1 (+/- 1.1) 34 19
Newington 34 92.4 (+/- 3.0) 29 28 89.3 (+/- 3.9) 31 25
Newmar ket 423 86.5 (+/- 1.1) 90 446 85.2 (+/- 1.1) 1.3 72
Newport 418 81.2 (+/- 1.3) 130 438 78.1 (+/- 1.3) 31 25
North Hampton 301 935 (+/- 1.0) 20 297 93.2 (+/- 1.0) 0.3 104
Northumberland 173 87.4 (+/- 1.8) 80 184 817 (+/- 2.0) 5.7 8
Northwood 289 86.3 (+/- 1.4) 94 291 84.7 (+/- 1.4) 16 59
Nottingham 330 90.7 (+- 1.1) a4 342 87.8 (+/- 1.2) 2.9 31
Oyster River Coop 879 92.0 (+/- 0.6) 37 885 92.1 (+/- 0.6) 0.1 113
Pelham 1073 88.4 (+- 0.7) 69 1028 88.6 (+/- 0.7) -0.2 117
Pembroke 510 87.4 (+/- 1.0) 80 525 82.6 (+/- 1.1) 48 9

T Number of students who contributed to the index score.

F Thereis some variation associated with all measurement, including test scores. For example, the results of public opinion polls are reported with a margin of error, such as 54 percent plus or minus (+/-) five percent. On these ranking lists the reported variation is the
standard error of the mean (SE). Please note that as the number of studentsincreases, the SE decreases.

* The SE islessthan 0.1.

“A” A ranking is not assigned when fewer than eleven (11) student scores are included in the index score for a school or district.

“B” A ranking is not assigned for index score improvement if fewer than eleven (11) student scores were included in either the current or prior year index score.

“NA” Dataisnot available.



Elementary/Middle District Rankings Based on Index Scor es
from May 2008 NH-Alt and October 2008 NECAP Statewide Assessments
Content: Mathematics
Sorted by: Name

The data on these ranking lists are based on the performance index scores that are calculated during Adequate Y early Progress (AY P) reporting. Schools and districts receive arank based on their index score. A rank of “1” represents the
best performance. When a previous index score is available, a separate ranking is also calculated based on the improvement in the index score from one year to the next year. Schools that have the same index score (or the same
improvement in index score) earn the same rank. Rankings are assigned by content area. The schools and districts are sorted three ways: alphabetically, by index score ranking, and by improvement ranking.
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State of New Hampshire 88099 86.1 (+/- *) 95 89444 84.8 (+/- *) 13 72
Piermont 47 85.5 (+/- 3.5) 101 49 83.7 (+/- 3.9) 18 52
Pittsburg 69 86.7 (+/- 2.5) 88 59 84.7 (+1- 2.6) 2 47
Pittsfield 268 80.7 (+/- 1.7) 133 294 78.4 (+/- 1.6) 2.3 42
Plainfield 178 92.6 (+/- 1.3) 28 198 93.7 (+/- 1.0) -1.1 133
Plymouth 270 87.2 (+/- 1.3) 84 274 88.9 (+/- 1.2) -1.7 142
Portsmouth 932 88.6 (+/- 0.7) 67 963 88.5 (+/- 0.7) 0.1 107
Profile 53 92.8 (+/- 2.2) 26 35 89.1 (+/- 3.5) 37 15
Raymond 641 82.0 (+/- 1.0) 123 605 80.3 (+/- 1.1) 17 57
Rochester 1799 85.1 (+/- 0.6) 103 1881 83.6 (+/- 0.6) 15 66
Rollinsford 129 83.7 (+/- 2.1) 117 127 85.0 (+/- 2.3) -1.3 138
Rumney 20 82.4 (+/- 2.8) 122 98 83.7 (+/- 2.6) -1.3 138
Rye 353 92.3 (+/- 1.0) 33 338 91.8 (+/- 1.1) 0.5 93
Salem 2061 90.2 (+/- 0.4) 51 2139 89.9 (+/- 0.4) 0.3 104
Sanborn Regional 761 86.1 (+/- 0.9) 95 775 84.5 (+/- 0.9) 1.6 59
Seabr ook 491 845 (+/- 1.1) 112 492 82.6 (+/- 1.2) 1.9 49

T Number of students who contributed to the index score.

F Thereis some variation associated with all measurement, including test scores. For example, the results of public opinion polls are reported with a margin of error, such as 54 percent plus or minus (+/-) five percent. On these ranking lists the reported variation is the
standard error of the mean (SE). Please note that as the number of studentsincreases, the SE decreases.

* The SE islessthan 0.1.

“A” A ranking is not assigned when fewer than eleven (11) student scores are included in the index score for a school or district.

“B” A ranking is not assigned for index score improvement if fewer than eleven (11) student scores were included in either the current or prior year index score.

“NA” Dataisnot available.



Elementary/Middle District Rankings Based on Index Scor es
from May 2008 NH-Alt and October 2008 NECAP Statewide Assessments
Content: Mathematics
Sorted by: Name

The data on these ranking lists are based on the performance index scores that are calculated during Adequate Y early Progress (AY P) reporting. Schools and districts receive arank based on their index score. A rank of “1” represents the
best performance. When a previous index score is available, a separate ranking is also calculated based on the improvement in the index score from one year to the next year. Schools that have the same index score (or the same
improvement in index score) earn the same rank. Rankings are assigned by content area. The schools and districts are sorted three ways: alphabetically, by index score ranking, and by improvement ranking.

New Hampshire

New Hampshire
%pﬂrtme:lt

?partmeut
Education

Education

No. of Students Current Year No. of Students _ licte: Seara

indudsdinthe || Mattenatics, | pundexsiore, || ancidsdinthe | Prio vearindex | ndexSeare | improvamen
Rankingt SEt Scor e Ranking Ranking of 158

State of New Hampshire 88099 86.1 (+/- *) 95 89444 84.8 (+/- *) 13 72
Shaker Regional 649 88.7 (+/- 0.9) 64 645 87.2 (+/- 0.9) 15 66
Somer sworth 709 78.9 (+/- 1.1) 142 709 80.1 (+/- 1.1) -1.2 135
South Hampton 52 94.6 (+/- 2.1) 14 61 93.8 (+/- 2.0) 0.8 82
Stark 19 84.2 (+/- 5.0) 115 20 81.0 (+/- 5.1) 3.2 21
Stewartstown 51 73.3 (+/- 4.3) 154 42 79.5 (+/- 3.8) 6.2 155
Stoddard 26 80.0 (+/- 5.1) 136 33 69.1 (+/- 5.7) 10.9 2
Strafford 300 94.7 (+/- 0.9) 12 316 91.8 (+/- 1.0) 2.9 31
Stratford 55 79.6 (+/- 3.7) 139 63 77.8 (+/- 3.1) 18 52
Stratham 412 93.7 (+/- 0.8) 17 401 94.3 (+/- 0.8) -0.6 125
Sunapee 200 89.8 (+/- 1.4) 54 202 87.6 (+/- 1.5) 22 43
Tamworth 138 85.1 (+/- 2.0) 103 144 84.2 (+/- 2.0) 0.9 79
Thornton 122 87.9 (+/- 2.1) 74 112 86.4 (+/- 2.2) 15 66
Timberlane Regional 2054 90.0 (+/- 0.5) 53 2098 87.2 (+/- 0.5) 28 34
Unity 77 76.9 (+/- 3.6) 145 74 79.7 (+/- 3.2) -2.8 150
Wakefield 323 88.7 (+/- 1.2) 64 317 76.7 (+/- 1.7) 12 1

T Number of students who contributed to the index score.

F Thereis some variation associated with all measurement, including test scores. For example, the results of public opinion polls are reported with a margin of error, such as 54 percent plus or minus (+/-) five percent. On these ranking lists the reported variation is the
standard error of the mean (SE). Please note that as the number of studentsincreases, the SE decreases.

* The SE islessthan 0.1.

“A” A ranking is not assigned when fewer than eleven (11) student scores are included in the index score for a school or district.

“B” A ranking is not assigned for index score improvement if fewer than eleven (11) student scores were included in either the current or prior year index score.

“NA” Dataisnot available.



Elementary/Middle District Rankings Based on Index Scor es
from May 2008 NH-Alt and October 2008 NECAP Statewide Assessments
Content: Mathematics
Sorted by: Name

The data on these ranking lists are based on the performance index scores that are calculated during Adequate Y early Progress (AY P) reporting. Schools and districts receive arank based on their index score. A rank of “1” represents the
best performance. When a previous index score is available, a separate ranking is also calculated based on the improvement in the index score from one year to the next year. Schools that have the same index score (or the same
improvement in index score) earn the same rank. Rankings are assigned by content area. The schools and districts are sorted three ways: alphabetically, by index score ranking, and by improvement ranking.

New Hampshire New Hampshire

gepart.meut
Education

geparl.mem
Education

No. of Students Current Year No. of Students _ licte: Seara

indudedinthe || Mathemalics | qipdecscore, | | Anduddinthe | Pror veaindex | indecSoore | mprovemens
Rankingt SEt Scor e Ranking Ranking of 158

State of New Hampshire 88099 86.1 (+/- *) 95 89444 84.8 (+/- *) 13 72
Warren 47 89.4 (+/- 2.8) 58 49 91.4 (+/- 2.3) -2 144
Washington 45 81.3 (+/- 4.0) 128 53 85.3 (+/- 3.2) -4 154
Waterville Valley 24 100.0 (+/- *) 1 18 96.7 (+/- 3.3) 33 20
Weare 743 86.5 (+/- 0.9) 90 786 85.5 (+/- 0.9) 1 76
Wentworth 28 91.4 (+/- 3.3) 40 37 89.7 (+/- 2.8) 17 57
Westmor eland 97 89.5 (+/- 2.0) 57 90 90.9 (+/- 2.1) -14 141
White M ountains Regional 544 83.8 (+/- 1.1) 116 569 80.6 (+/- 1.1) 32 21
Wilton 223 81.3 (+/- 1.8) 128 213 80.7 (+/- 1.9) 0.6 85
Wilton-Lyndebor ough 55 80.4 (+/- 3.3) 135 59 81.0 (+/- 3.6) -0.6 125
Winchester 253 77.7 (+/- 1.8) 143 249 77.1 (+- 1.9) 0.6 85
Windham 1142 93.7 (+/- 0.5) 17 1074 93.7 (+/- 0.5) 0 110
Winnisquam Regional 662 84.6 (+/- 1.0) 109 691 82.5 (+/- 1.0) 21 46

T Number of students who contributed to the index score.

F Thereis some variation associated with all measurement, including test scores. For example, the results of public opinion polls are reported with a margin of error, such as 54 percent plus or minus (+/-) five percent. On these ranking lists the reported variation is the
standard error of the mean (SE). Please note that as the number of students increases, the SE decreases.

* The SE islessthan 0.1.

“A” A ranking is not assigned when fewer than eleven (11) student scores are included in the index score for a school or district.

“B” A ranking is not assigned for index score improvement if fewer than eleven (11) student scores were included in either the current or prior year index score.

“NA” Dataisnot available.



Elementary/Middle District Rankings Based on Index Scor es
from May 2008 NH-Alt and October 2008 NECAP Statewide Assessments
Content: Mathematics
Sorted by: Index Score Ranking

The data on these ranking lists are based on the performance index scores that are calculated during Adequate Y early Progress (AY P) reporting. Schools and districts receive arank based on their index score. A rank of “1” represents the
best performance. When a previous index score is available, a separate ranking is also calculated based on the improvement in the index score from one year to the next year. Schools that have the same index score (or the same
improvement in index score) earn the same rank. Rankings are assigned by content area. The schools and districts are sorted three ways: alphabetically, by index score ranking, and by improvement ranking.

New Hampshire

New Hampshire
?partmeut

?pa.ﬂ.meut
Education

Education

No. of Students Current Year No. of Students _ licte: Seara

incudsdintre | | manematce | pindecsoore, || anoidsdintie | Prio Yeerodex | | indexSeore | improvemen
Rankingt SEt Scor e Ranking Ranking of 158

State of New Hampshire 88099 86.1 (+/- *) 95 89444 84.8 (+/- *) 13 72
Jackson 31 100.0 (+/- *) 1 36 97.2 (+/- 2.3) 2.8 34
Waterville Valley 24 100.0 (+/- *) 1 18 96.7 (+/- 3.3) 33 20
Lyme 120 96.5 (+/- 1.2) 3 115 93.9 (+/- 1.5) 26 37
Bedford 2044 96.2 (+/- 0.3) 4 1997 95.7 (+/- 0.3) 05 93
Brentwood 263 96.2 (+/- 0.8) 4 251 96.6 (+/- 0.7) -04 122
Kensington 133 96.2 (+/- 1.0) 4 144 95.6 (+/- 1.1) 0.6 85
Exeter 641 96.1 (+/- 0.5) 7 615 95.7 (+/- 0.6) 0.4 99
Newfields 117 95.9 (+- 1.1) 8 116 95.5 (+- 1.1) 0.4 99
Dresden 227 95.0 (+/- 1.0) 9 237 95.1 (+/- 1.0) -01 113
Hampton Falls 177 94.8 (+/- 1.1) 10 165 94.3 (+/- 1.2) 05 93
Hollis 591 94.8 (+/- 0.6) 10 612 93.6 (+/- 0.7) 12 74
Grantham 155 94.7 (+- 1.3) 12 147 92.9 (+/- 1.5) 1.8 52
Strafford 300 94.7 (+/- 0.9) 12 316 91.8 (+/- 1.0) 2.9 31
South Hampton 52 94.6 (+/- 2.1) 14 61 93.8 (+/- 2.0) 0.8 82
Greenland 228 94.1 (+/- 1.1) 15 234 94.3 (+/- 0.9) -0.2 117

T Number of students who contributed to the index score.

F Thereis some variation associated with all measurement, including test scores. For example, the results of public opinion polls are reported with a margin of error, such as 54 percent plus or minus (+/-) five percent. On these ranking lists the reported variation is the
standard error of the mean (SE). Please note that as the number of studentsincreases, the SE decreases.

* The SE islessthan 0.1.

“A” A ranking is not assigned when fewer than eleven (11) student scores are included in the index score for a school or district.

“B” A ranking is not assigned for index score improvement if fewer than eleven (11) student scores were included in either the current or prior year index score.

“NA” Dataisnot available.



Elementary/Middle District Rankings Based on Index Scor es
from May 2008 NH-Alt and October 2008 NECAP Statewide Assessments
Content: Mathematics
Sorted by: Index Score Ranking

The data on these ranking lists are based on the performance index scores that are calculated during Adequate Y early Progress (AY P) reporting. Schools and districts receive arank based on their index score. A rank of “1” represents the
best performance. When a previous index score is available, a separate ranking is also calculated based on the improvement in the index score from one year to the next year. Schools that have the same index score (or the same
improvement in index score) earn the same rank. Rankings are assigned by content area. The schools and districts are sorted three ways: alphabetically, by index score ranking, and by improvement ranking.

New Hampshire

New Hampshire
?partmeut

?pa.ﬂ.meut
Education

Education

No. of Students Current Year No. of Students _ licte: Seara

indudsdinthe || Mattenatics, | pundexsiore, || ancidsdinthe | Prio vearindex | ndexSeare | improvamen
Rankingt SEt Scor e Ranking Ranking of 158

State of New Hampshire 88099 86.1 (+/- *) 95 89444 84.8 (+/- *) 13 72
Bath 46 93.9 (+/- 2.5) 16 43 93.0 (+/- 3.0) 0.9 79
Stratham 412 93.7 (+/- 0.8) 17 401 94.3 (+/- 0.8) -0.6 125
Windham 1142 93.7 (+/- 0.5) 17 1074 93.7 (+/- 0.5) 0 110
East Kingston 116 93.6 (+/- 1.5) 19 114 93.2 (+/- 1.5) 0.4 99
Auburn 437 935 (+/- 0.8) 20 432 92.9 (+/- 0.8) 0.6 85
North Hampton 301 93.5 (+/- 1.0) 20 297 93.2 (+/- 1.0) 0.3 104
Hampstead 638 93.4 (+/- 0.6) 22 673 92.8 (+/- 0.6) 0.6 85
L afayette Regional 74 93.2 (+/- 2.0) 23 81 95.8 (+/- 1.5) -2.6 149
New Castle 49 93.1 (+/- 2.8) 24 46 97.0 (+/- 1.6) -39 153
Dunbarton 146 93.0 (+/- 1.3) 25 146 91.1 (+/- 1.7) 19 49
Bow 703 92.8 (+/- 0.7) 26 699 93.9 (+/- 0.6) 11 133
Profile 53 92.8 (+-2.2) 26 35 89.1 (+/- 3.5) 37 15
Plainfield 178 92.6 (+/- 1.3) 28 198 93.7 (+/- 1.0) 1.1 133
Amherst 1063 92.4 (+/- 0.6) 29 1077 93.4 (+/- 0.5) -1 131
Hanover 326 92.4 (+/- 1.1) 29 326 90.6 (+/- 1.2) 18 52

T Number of students who contributed to the index score.

F Thereis some variation associated with all measurement, including test scores. For example, the results of public opinion polls are reported with a margin of error, such as 54 percent plus or minus (+/-) five percent. On these ranking lists the reported variation is the
standard error of the mean (SE). Please note that as the number of studentsincreases, the SE decreases.

* The SE islessthan 0.1.

“A” A ranking is not assigned when fewer than eleven (11) student scores are included in the index score for a school or district.

“B” A ranking is not assigned for index score improvement if fewer than eleven (11) student scores were included in either the current or prior year index score.

“NA” Dataisnot available.



Elementary/Middle District Rankings Based on Index Scor es
from May 2008 NH-Alt and October 2008 NECAP Statewide Assessments
Content: Mathematics
Sorted by: Index Score Ranking

The data on these ranking lists are based on the performance index scores that are calculated during Adequate Y early Progress (AY P) reporting. Schools and districts receive arank based on their index score. A rank of “1” represents the
best performance. When a previous index score is available, a separate ranking is also calculated based on the improvement in the index score from one year to the next year. Schools that have the same index score (or the same
improvement in index score) earn the same rank. Rankings are assigned by content area. The schools and districts are sorted three ways: alphabetically, by index score ranking, and by improvement ranking.

New Hampshire

New Hampshire
?partmeut

?pa.ﬂ.meut
Education

Education

No. of Students Current Year No. of Students _ licte: Seara

indudedinthe || Mathemalics | qipdecscore, | | Anduddinthe | Pror veaindex | indecSoore | mprovemens
Rankingt SEt Scor e Ranking Ranking of 158

State of New Hampshire 88099 86.1 (+/- *) 95 89444 84.8 (+/- *) 13 72
Nelson 34 92.4 (+/- 3.3) 29 37 92.4 (+/- 2.9) 0 110
Newington 34 92.4 (+/- 3.0) 29 28 89.3 (+/- 3.9) 31 25
Exeter Region Cooperative 895 92.3 (+/- 0.6) 33 869 90.7 (+/- 0.7) 16 59
Rye 353 92.3 (+/- 1.0) 33 338 91.8 (+/- 1.1) 0.5 93
Hopkinton 440 92.2 (+/- 0.9) 35 464 89.8 (+/- 0.9) 24 39
Gorham Randol ph Shelburne Coop 207 92.1 (+/- 1.4) 36 223 87.9 (+/- 1.5) 4.2 11
New Boston 331 92.0 (+/- 1.1) 37 324 92.8 (+/- 1.0) -0.8 128
Oyster River Coop 879 92.0 (+/- 0.6) 37 885 92.1 (+/- 0.6) -0.1 113
Hollis-Brookline Cooperative 208 91.8 (+/- 1.4) 39 210 93.8 (+/- 1.2) -2 144
Wentworth 28 91.4 (+- 3.3) 40 37 89.7 (+/- 2.8) 1.7 57
Chester 441 91.3 (+/- 0.9) 41 472 89.7 (+/- 1.0) 16 59
Governor Wentworth Regional 1126 91.1 (+/- 0.6) 12 1118 89.5 (+/- 0.6) 16 59
Bartlett 197 91.0 (+/- 1.4) 43 206 90.5 (+/- 1.3) 05 93
Brookline 449 90.7 (+/- 0.9) a4 459 915 (+/- 0.8) -0.8 128
Nottingham 330 90.7 (+/- 1.1) 44 342 87.8 (+/- 1.2) 2.9 31

T Number of students who contributed to the index score.

F Thereis some variation associated with all measurement, including test scores. For example, the results of public opinion polls are reported with a margin of error, such as 54 percent plus or minus (+/-) five percent. On these ranking lists the reported variation is the
standard error of the mean (SE). Please note that as the number of studentsincreases, the SE decreases.

* The SE islessthan 0.1.

“A” A ranking is not assigned when fewer than eleven (11) student scores are included in the index score for a school or district.

“B” A ranking is not assigned for index score improvement if fewer than eleven (11) student scores were included in either the current or prior year index score.

“NA” Dataisnot available.



Elementary/Middle District Rankings Based on Index Scor es
from May 2008 NH-Alt and October 2008 NECAP Statewide Assessments
Content: Mathematics
Sorted by: Index Score Ranking

The data on these ranking lists are based on the performance index scores that are calculated during Adequate Y early Progress (AY P) reporting. Schools and districts receive arank based on their index score. A rank of “1” represents the
best performance. When a previous index score is available, a separate ranking is also calculated based on the improvement in the index score from one year to the next year. Schools that have the same index score (or the same
improvement in index score) earn the same rank. Rankings are assigned by content area. The schools and districts are sorted three ways: alphabetically, by index score ranking, and by improvement ranking.

New Hampshire

New Hampshire
%partmeut

?pa.ﬂ.meut
Education

Education

No. of Students Current Year No. of Students _ licte: Seara

indudedinthe || Mathemalics | qipdecscore, | | Anduddinthe | Pror veaindex | indecSoore | mprovemens
Rankingt SEt Scor e Ranking Ranking of 158

State of New Hampshire 88099 86.1 (+/- *) 95 89444 84.8 (+/- *) 13 72
K earsarge Regional 840 90.5 (+/- 0.7) 46 883 87.3 (+/- 0.8) 32 21
Merrimack 1971 90.5 (+/- 0.5) 46 2001 89.3 (+/- 0.5) 12 74
Hampton 794 90.4 (+/- 0.7) 48 808 89.9 (+/- 0.7) 05 93
Chichester 158 90.3 (+/- 1.5) 49 161 89.9 (+/- 1.6) 0.4 99
Milan 74 90.3 (+/- 2.3) 49 75 81.1 (+-3.1) 9.2 4
Holderness 145 90.2 (+/- 1.5) 51 130 90.5 (+/- 1.7) -0.3 121
Salem 2061 90.2 (+/- 0.4) 51 2139 89.9 (+/- 0.4) 0.3 104
Timberlane Regional 2054 90.0 (+/- 0.5) 53 2098 87.2 (+/- 0.5) 2.8 34
Sunapee 200 89.8 (+/- 1.4) 54 202 87.6 (+/- 1.5) 2.2 43
Henniker 261 89.7 (+/- 1.3) 55 258 89.7 (+/- 1.4) 0 110
Hooksett 982 89.6 (+/- 0.7) 56 959 88.1 (+/- 0.7) 15 66
Westmoreland 97 89.5 (+/- 2.0) 57 20 90.9 (+/- 2.1) -14 141
Bethlehem 151 89.4 (+/- 1.8) 58 142 90.7 (+/- 1.7) -1.3 138
Marlborough 96 89.4 (+/- 2.3) 58 115 82.4 (+/- 2.4) 7 7
Warren 47 89.4 (+/- 2.8) 58 49 91.4 (+/- 2.3) -2 144

T Number of students who contributed to the index score.

F Thereis some variation associated with all measurement, including test scores. For example, the results of public opinion polls are reported with a margin of error, such as 54 percent plus or minus (+/-) five percent. On these ranking lists the reported variation is the
standard error of the mean (SE). Please note that as the number of studentsincreases, the SE decreases.

* The SE islessthan 0.1.

“A” A ranking is not assigned when fewer than eleven (11) student scores are included in the index score for a school or district.

“B” A ranking is not assigned for index score improvement if fewer than eleven (11) student scores were included in either the current or prior year index score.

“NA” Dataisnot available.



Elementary/Middle District Rankings Based on Index Scor es
from May 2008 NH-Alt and October 2008 NECAP Statewide Assessments
Content: Mathematics
Sorted by: Index Score Ranking

The data on these ranking lists are based on the performance index scores that are calculated during Adequate Y early Progress (AY P) reporting. Schools and districts receive arank based on their index score. A rank of “1” represents the
best performance. When a previous index score is available, a separate ranking is also calculated based on the improvement in the index score from one year to the next year. Schools that have the same index score (or the same

New Hampshire

New Hampshire
%partmeut

?pa.ﬂ.meut
Education

Education

improvement in index score) earn the same rank. Rankings are assigned by content area. The schools and districts are sorted three ways: alphabetically, by index score ranking, and by improvement ranking.

No. of Students Current Year No. of Students _ licte: Seara

indudsdinthe || Mattenatics, | pundexsiore, || ancidsdinthe | Prio vearindex | ndexSeare | improvamen
Rankingt SEt Scor e Ranking Ranking of 158

State of New Hampshire 88099 86.1 (+/- *) 95 89444 84.8 (+/- *) 13 72
Gilford 515 89.2 (+/- 1.0) 61 525 87.0 (+/- 1.0) 2.2 43
Harrisville 44 89.1 (+/- 3.2) 62 38 88.4 (+/- 3.7) 0.7 84
Moultonborough 268 89.0 (+/- 1.3) 63 263 88.1 (+/- 1.3) 0.9 79
Litchfield 752 88.7 (+/- 0.8) 64 761 85.7 (+/- 0.8) 3 27
Shaker Regional 649 88.7 (+/- 0.9) 64 645 87.2 (+/- 0.9) 15 66
Wakefield 323 88.7 (+/- 1.2) 64 317 76.7 (+/- 1.7) 12 1
Dover 1527 88.6 (+/- 0.6) 67 1499 87.1 (+/- 0.6) 15 66
Portsmouth 932 88.6 (+/- 0.7) 67 963 88.5 (+/- 0.7) 0.1 107
Pelham 1073 88.4 (+/- 0.7) 69 1028 88.6 (+/- 0.7) -0.2 117
Mont Vernon 188 88.3 (+/- 1.6) 70 167 89.3 (+/- 1.7) -1 131
Milford 1156 88.2 (+/- 0.6) 71 1149 87.7 (+/- 0.7) 0.5 93
Conway 656 88.0 (+/- 0.9) 72 671 84.3 (+/- 1.0) 3.7 15
Lisbon Regional 162 88.0 (+/- 1.8) 72 161 785 (+/- 2.2) 95 3
Derry Cooperétive 2601 87.9 (+/- 0.4) 74 2693 85.5 (+/- 0.5) 24 39
Goffstown 1120 87.9 (+/- 0.7) 74 1170 88.1 (+/- 0.6) -0.2 117

T Number of students who contributed to the index score.

F Thereis some variation associated with all measurement, including test scores. For example, the results of public opinion polls are reported with a margin of error, such as 54 percent plus or minus (+/-) five percent. On these ranking lists the reported variation is the
standard error of the mean (SE). Please note that as the number of studentsincreases, the SE decreases.

* The SE islessthan 0.1.

“A” A ranking is not assigned when fewer than eleven (11) student scores are included in the index score for a school or district.

“B” A ranking is not assigned for index score improvement if fewer than eleven (11) student scores were included in either the current or prior year index score.

“NA” Dataisnot available.



Elementary/Middle District Rankings Based on Index Scor es
from May 2008 NH-Alt and October 2008 NECAP Statewide Assessments
Content: Mathematics
Sorted by: Index Score Ranking

The data on these ranking lists are based on the performance index scores that are calculated during Adequate Y early Progress (AY P) reporting. Schools and districts receive arank based on their index score. A rank of “1” represents the
best performance. When a previous index score is available, a separate ranking is also calculated based on the improvement in the index score from one year to the next year. Schools that have the same index score (or the same
improvement in index score) earn the same rank. Rankings are assigned by content area. The schools and districts are sorted three ways: alphabetically, by index score ranking, and by improvement ranking.

New Hampshire

New Hampshire
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?pa.ﬂ.meut
Education

Education

No. of Students Current Year No. of Students _ licte: Seara

indudedinthe || Mathemalics | qipdecscore, | | Anduddinthe | Pror veaindex | indecSoore | mprovemens
Rankingt SEt Scor e Ranking Ranking of 158

State of New Hampshire 88099 86.1 (+/- *) 95 89444 84.8 (+/- *) 13 72
Thornton 122 87.9 (+/- 2.1) 74 112 86.4 (+/- 2.2) 15 66
Concord 1979 87.8 (+/- 0.5) 77 2036 87.2 (+/- 0.5) 0.6 85
Chesterfield 241 87.6 (+/- 1.5) 78 242 86.0 (+/- 1.5) 16 59
Inter-Lakes Cooperative 473 87.6 (+/- 1.0) 78 494 88.8 (+/- 1.0) -1.2 135
Contoocook Valley 1147 87.4 (+/-0.7) 80 1222 84.2 (+/- 0.7) 3.2 21
Londonderry 2310 87.4 (+/- 0.5) 80 2351 87.5 (+/- 0.5) -0.1 113
Northumberland 173 87.4 (+/- 1.8) 80 184 81.7 (+/- 2.0) 5.7 8
Pembroke 510 87.4 (+/- 1.0) 80 525 82.6 (+/- 1.1) 48 9
Plymouth 270 87.2 (+- 1.3) 84 274 88.9 (+/- 1.2) -1.7 142
Epping 404 86.9 (+/- 1.1) 85 435 85.0 (+/- 1.2) 1.9 49
Gilmanton 253 86.8 (+/- 1.5) 86 257 82.5 (+/- 1.5) 43 10
Hudson 1873 86.8 (+/- 0.5) 86 1852 86.6 (+/- 0.5) 0.2 106
Lebanon 689 86.7 (+/- 0.9) 88 691 85.7 (+/- 0.9) 1 76
Pittsburg 69 86.7 (+/- 2.5) 88 59 84.7 (+1- 2.6) 2 47
Newmarket 423 86.5 (+/- 1.1) 90 446 85.2 (+/- 1.1) 13 72

T Number of students who contributed to the index score.

F Thereis some variation associated with all measurement, including test scores. For example, the results of public opinion polls are reported with a margin of error, such as 54 percent plus or minus (+/-) five percent. On these ranking lists the reported variation is the
standard error of the mean (SE). Please note that as the number of studentsincreases, the SE decreases.

* The SE islessthan 0.1.

“A” A ranking is not assigned when fewer than eleven (11) student scores are included in the index score for a school or district.

“B” A ranking is not assigned for index score improvement if fewer than eleven (11) student scores were included in either the current or prior year index score.

“NA” Dataisnot available.



Elementary/Middle District Rankings Based on Index Scor es
from May 2008 NH-Alt and October 2008 NECAP Statewide Assessments
Content: Mathematics
Sorted by: Index Score Ranking

The data on these ranking lists are based on the performance index scores that are calculated during Adequate Y early Progress (AY P) reporting. Schools and districts receive arank based on their index score. A rank of “1” represents the
best performance. When a previous index score is available, a separate ranking is also calculated based on the improvement in the index score from one year to the next year. Schools that have the same index score (or the same

New Hampshire

New Hampshire
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?pa.ﬂ.meut
Education

Education

improvement in index score) earn the same rank. Rankings are assigned by content area. The schools and districts are sorted three ways: alphabetically, by index score ranking, and by improvement ranking.

No. of Students Current Year No. of Students _ licte: Seara

indudsdinthe || Mattenatics, | pundexsiore, || ancidsdinthe | Prio vearindex | ndexSeare | improvamen
Rankingt SEt Scor e Ranking Ranking of 158

State of New Hampshire 88099 86.1 (+/- *) 95 89444 84.8 (+/- *) 13 72
Weare 743 86.5 (+/- 0.9) 90 786 85.5 (+/- 0.9) 1 76
Epsom 299 86.4 (+/- 1.3) 92 302 85.8 (+/- 1.3) 0.6 85
Mascenic Regiona 556 86.4 (+/- 0.9) 92 566 83.7 (+/- 1.0) 2.7 36
Northwood 289 86.3 (+/- 1.4) 94 291 84.7 (+/- 1.4) 16 59
Sanborn Regional 761 86.1 (+/- 0.9) 95 775 84.5 (+/- 0.9) 16 59
Barrington 573 86.0 (+/- 1.0) 97 580 85.9 (+/- 1.0) 0.1 107
Candia 288 85.9 (+/- 1.4) 98 305 86.3 (+/- 1.3) -04 122
Andover 151 85.8 (+/- 2.0) 99 165 87.0 (+/- 1.8) -1.2 135
Ashland 97 85.6 (+/- 2.3) 100 92 88.0 (+/- 2.1) -2.4 147
Piermont 47 85.5 (+/- 3.5) 101 49 83.7 (+/- 3.9) 18 52
Jaffrey-Rindge Cooperative 711 85.4 (+/- 0.9) 102 753 817 (+/- 0.9) 37 15
Freedom 51 85.1 (+/- 3.3) 103 57 88.8 (+/- 3.0) 3.7 151
Keene 1107 85.1 (+/- 0.8) 103 1098 85.8 (+/- 0.7) 0.7 127
Nashua 5024 85.1 (+/- 0.4) 103 5193 84.7 (+/- 0.4) 0.4 99
Rochester 1799 85.1 (+/- 0.6) 103 1881 83.6 (+/- 0.6) 15 66

T Number of students who contributed to the index score.

F Thereis some variation associated with all measurement, including test scores. For example, the results of public opinion polls are reported with a margin of error, such as 54 percent plus or minus (+/-) five percent. On these ranking lists the reported variation is the
standard error of the mean (SE). Please note that as the number of studentsincreases, the SE decreases.

* The SE islessthan 0.1.

“A” A ranking is not assigned when fewer than eleven (11) student scores are included in the index score for a school or district.

“B” A ranking is not assigned for index score improvement if fewer than eleven (11) student scores were included in either the current or prior year index score.

“NA” Dataisnot available.



Elementary/Middle District Rankings Based on Index Scor es
from May 2008 NH-Alt and October 2008 NECAP Statewide Assessments
Content: Mathematics
Sorted by: Index Score Ranking

The data on these ranking lists are based on the performance index scores that are calculated during Adequate Y early Progress (AY P) reporting. Schools and districts receive arank based on their index score. A rank of “1” represents the
best performance. When a previous index score is available, a separate ranking is also calculated based on the improvement in the index score from one year to the next year. Schools that have the same index score (or the same
improvement in index score) earn the same rank. Rankings are assigned by content area. The schools and districts are sorted three ways: alphabetically, by index score ranking, and by improvement ranking.

New Hampshire

New Hampshire
?partmeut

?pa.ﬂ.meut
Education

Education

No. of Students Current Year No. of Students _ licte: Seara

indudedinthe || Mathemalics | qipdecscore, | | Anduddinthe | Pror veaindex | indecSoore | mprovemens
Rankingt SEt Scor e Ranking Ranking of 158

State of New Hampshire 88099 86.1 (+/- *) 95 89444 84.8 (+/- *) 13 72
Tamworth 138 85.1 (+/- 2.0) 103 144 84.2 (+/- 2.0) 0.9 79
Littleton 363 85.0 (+/- 1.4) 108 376 85.1 (+/- 1.3) -0.1 113
Deerfield 322 84.6 (+/- 1.3) 109 350 80.8 (+/- 1.4) 38 13
Mascoma Valley Regional 612 84.6 (+/- 1.0) 109 635 816 (+/- 1.0) 3 27
Winnisquam Regional 662 84.6 (+/- 1.0) 109 691 82.5 (+/- 1.0) 21 46
Merrimack Valley 1167 84.5 (+/- 0.7) 112 1147 83.9 (+/- 0.7) 0.6 85
Newfound Area 579 84.5 (+/- 1.1) 112 631 81.1 (+/- 1.1) 34 19
Seabrook 491 84.5 (+/- 1.1) 112 492 82.6 (+/- 1.2) 1.9 49
Stark 19 84.2 (+/- 5.0) 115 20 81.0 (+/- 5.1) 32 21
White Mountains Regional 544 83.8 (+/- 1.1) 116 569 80.6 (+/- 1.1) 32 21
Laconia 894 83.7 (+/-0.9) 117 881 84.5 (+/- 0.9) -0.8 128
Rollinsford 129 83.7 (+/- 2.1) 117 127 85.0 (+/- 2.3) -1.3 138
Fremont 332 83.4 (+/- 1.4) 119 340 81.2 (+/- 1.5) 2.2 43
Lincoln-Woodstock Cooperétive 164 83.0 (+/- 1.9) 120 157 79.2 (+/- 2.1) 38 13
Madison 124 82.6 (+/- 2.2) 121 113 81.8 (+/- 2.3) 0.8 82

T Number of students who contributed to the index score.

F Thereis some variation associated with all measurement, including test scores. For example, the results of public opinion polls are reported with a margin of error, such as 54 percent plus or minus (+/-) five percent. On these ranking lists the reported variation is the
standard error of the mean (SE). Please note that as the number of studentsincreases, the SE decreases.

* The SE islessthan 0.1.

“A” A ranking is not assigned when fewer than eleven (11) student scores are included in the index score for a school or district.

“B” A ranking is not assigned for index score improvement if fewer than eleven (11) student scores were included in either the current or prior year index score.

“NA” Dataisnot available.



Elementary/Middle District Rankings Based on Index Scor es .

Department from May 2008 NH-Alt and October 2008 NECAP Statewide Assessments E%ﬁﬁ‘é‘“’t
Fancation Content: Mathematics Fancation
Sorted by: Index Score Ranking

The data on these ranking lists are based on the performance index scores that are calculated during Adequate Y early Progress (AY P) reporting. Schools and districts receive arank based on their index score. A rank of “1” represents the
best performance. When a previous index score is available, a separate ranking is also calculated based on the improvement in the index score from one year to the next year. Schools that have the same index score (or the same
improvement in index score) earn the same rank. Rankings are assigned by content area. The schools and districts are sorted three ways: alphabetically, by index score ranking, and by improvement ranking.

New Hampshire

No. of Students Current Year No. of Students _ licte: Seara

indudsdinthe || Mattenatics, | pundexsiore, || ancidsdinthe | Prio vearindex | ndexSeare | improvamen
Rankingt SEt Scor e Ranking Ranking of 158

State of New Hampshire 88099 86.1 (+/- *) 95 89444 84.8 (+/- *) 13 72
Rumney 90 82.4 (+/- 2.8) 122 98 83.7 (+/- 2.6) -1.3 138
Cornish 88 82.0 (+/- 2.8) 123 100 74.2 (+1- 3.0) 7.8 5
Monroe 41 82.0 (+/- 4.2) 123 40 84.5 (+/- 4.1) -25 148
Raymond 641 82.0 (+/- 1.0) 123 605 80.3 (+/- 1.1) 17 57
Alton 390 81.7 (+/- 1.3) 126 370 83.9 (+/-1.2) -2.2 146
Monadnock Regional 900 81.6 (+/- 0.9) 127 888 79.8 (+/- 0.9) 1.8 52
Washington 45 81.3 (+/- 4.0) 128 53 85.3 (+/- 3.2) -4 154
Wilton 223 81.3 (+/- 1.8) 128 213 80.7 (+/- 1.9) 0.6 85
Newport 418 81.2 (+/- 1.3) 130 438 78.1 (+/- 1.3) 31 25
Haverhill Cooperative 296 81.1 (+/- 1.5) 131 295 78.1 (+/- 1.6) 3 27
Campton 187 80.9 (+/- 2.0) 132 192 783 (+/- 2.1) 26 37
Barnstead 338 80.7 (+/- 1.5) 133 342 76.6 (+/- 1.6) 41 12
Pittsfield 268 80.7 (+/- 1.7) 133 294 78.4 (+/- 1.6) 2.3 42
Wilton-Lyndeborough 55 80.4 (+/- 3.3) 135 59 81.0 (+/- 3.6) -0.6 125
Lyndeborough 61 80.0 (+/- 3.5) 136 64 83.8 (+/- 2.7) -3.8 152

T Number of students who contributed to the index score.

F Thereis some variation associated with all measurement, including test scores. For example, the results of public opinion polls are reported with a margin of error, such as 54 percent plus or minus (+/-) five percent. On these ranking lists the reported variation is the
standard error of the mean (SE). Please note that as the number of studentsincreases, the SE decreases.

* The SE islessthan 0.1.

“A” A ranking is not assigned when fewer than eleven (11) student scores are included in the index score for a school or district.

“B” A ranking is not assigned for index score improvement if fewer than eleven (11) student scores were included in either the current or prior year index score.

“NA” Dataisnot available.



Elementary/Middle District Rankings Based on Index Scor es
from May 2008 NH-Alt and October 2008 NECAP Statewide Assessments
Content: Mathematics
Sorted by: Index Score Ranking

The data on these ranking lists are based on the performance index scores that are calculated during Adequate Y early Progress (AY P) reporting. Schools and districts receive arank based on their index score. A rank of “1” represents the
best performance. When a previous index score is available, a separate ranking is also calculated based on the improvement in the index score from one year to the next year. Schools that have the same index score (or the same
improvement in index score) earn the same rank. Rankings are assigned by content area. The schools and districts are sorted three ways: alphabetically, by index score ranking, and by improvement ranking.

New Hampshire

New Hampshire
?partmeut

?pa.ﬂ.meut
Education

Education

No. of Students Current Year No. of Students _ licte: Seara

indudedinthe || Mathemalics | qipdecscore, | | Anduddinthe | Pror veaindex | indecSoore | mprovemens
Rankingt SEt Scor e Ranking Ranking of 158

State of New Hampshire 88099 86.1 (+/- *) 95 89444 84.8 (+/- *) 13 72
Stoddard 26 80.0 (+/- 5.1) 136 33 69.1 (+/- 5.7) 10.9 2
Fall Mountain Regional 723 79.9 (+/- 1.0) 138 779 76.9 (+/- 1.0) 3 27
Stratford 55 79.6 (+/- 3.7) 139 63 77.8 (+/- 3.1) 18 52
Berlin 595 79.3 (+/- 1.2) 140 594 76.9 (+/- 1.2) 24 39
Allenstown 273 79.0 (+/- 1.7) 141 296 71.9 (+/- 1.7) 7.1 6
Somersworth 709 78.9 (+/- 1.1) 142 709 80.1 (+/- 1.1) -1.2 135
Winchester 253 77.7 (+/- 1.8) 143 249 77.1 (+- 1.9) 0.6 85
Colebrook 192 77.4 (+/- 2.0) 144 187 77.3 (+/- 2.0) 0.1 107
Unity 77 76.9 (+/- 3.6) 145 74 79.7 (+/- 3.2) -2.8 150
Claremont 765 76.4 (+/- 1.1) 146 781 74.8 (+/- 1.1) 16 59
Hinsdale 238 76.1 (+/- 2.0) 147 252 72.4 (+/- 1.9) 37 15
Milton 266 75.6 (+/- 1.8) 148 272 74.6 (+1- 1.8) 1 76
Hillsboro-Deering Cooperative 566 75.4 (+/- 1.2) 149 585 75.6 (+/- 1.2) -0.2 117
Hill 56 75.0 (+1- 4.0) 150 62 75.5 (+1- 3.7) -05 124
Franklin 569 74.3 (+- 1.3) 151 562 76.0 (+/- 1.3) -1.7 142

T Number of students who contributed to the index score.

F Thereis some variation associated with all measurement, including test scores. For example, the results of public opinion polls are reported with a margin of error, such as 54 percent plus or minus (+/-) five percent. On these ranking lists the reported variation is the
standard error of the mean (SE). Please note that as the number of studentsincreases, the SE decreases.

* The SE islessthan 0.1.

“A” A ranking is not assigned when fewer than eleven (11) student scores are included in the index score for a school or district.

“B” A ranking is not assigned for index score improvement if fewer than eleven (11) student scores were included in either the current or prior year index score.

“NA” Dataisnot available.



Elementary/Middle District Rankings Based on Index Scor es
from May 2008 NH-Alt and October 2008 NECAP Statewide Assessments
Content: Mathematics
Sorted by: Index Score Ranking

The data on these ranking lists are based on the performance index scores that are calculated during Adequate Y early Progress (AY P) reporting. Schools and districts receive arank based on their index score. A rank of “1” represents the
best performance. When a previous index score is available, a separate ranking is also calculated based on the improvement in the index score from one year to the next year. Schools that have the same index score (or the same
improvement in index score) earn the same rank. Rankings are assigned by content area. The schools and districts are sorted three ways: alphabetically, by index score ranking, and by improvement ranking.

New Hampshire

New Hampshire
?partmeut

Department
of

Education Education

No. of Students Current Year No. of Students _ licte: Seara

indudsdinthe || Mattenatics, | pundexsiore, || ancidsdinthe | Prio vearindex | ndexSeare | improvamen
Rankingt SEt Scor e Ranking Ranking of 158

State of New Hampshire 88099 86.1 (+/- *) 95 89444 84.8 (+/- *) 13 72
Manchester 6139 74.3 (+/- 0.4) 151 6360 71.4 (+/- 0.4) 2.9 31
Goshen-Lempster Cooperétive 100 74.2 (+/- 3.0) 153 104 81.2 (+/- 2.7) -7 156
Stewartstown 51 733 (+- 4.3) 154 42 79.5 (+/- 3.8) -6.2 155
Farmington 614 731 (+-1.2) 155 623 711 (+- 1.2) 2 47
Croydon 12 66.7 (+/- 9.9) 156 13 86.2 (+/- 5.7) -195 158
Marlow 23 60.9 (+/- 6.7) 157 30 78.7 (+/- 4.5) -17.8 157
Errol 12 60.0 (+/- 7.8) 158 13 58.5 (+/- 4.8) 15 66
Albany 0 - A NA - - B
Benton 0 - A NA - - B
Chatham 0 - A NA - - B
Landaff 8 - A 8 - - B
Middleton 0 - A NA - - B

T Number of students who contributed to the index score.

F Thereis some variation associated with all measurement, including test scores. For example, the results of public opinion polls are reported with a margin of error, such as 54 percent plus or minus (+/-) five percent. On these ranking lists the reported variation is the
standard error of the mean (SE). Please note that as the number of studentsincreases, the SE decreases.

* The SE islessthan 0.1.

“A” A ranking is not assigned when fewer than eleven (11) student scores are included in the index score for a school or district.

“B” A ranking is not assigned for index score improvement if fewer than eleven (11) student scores were included in either the current or prior year index score.

“NA” Dataisnot available.



Elementary/Middle District Rankings Based on Index Scor es .

Department from May 2008 NH-Alt and October 2008 NECAP Statewide Assessments E%ﬁﬁ‘é‘“’t
Fancation Content: Mathematics Fancation
Sorted by: Index Score Improvement Ranking

The data on these ranking lists are based on the performance index scores that are calculated during Adequate Y early Progress (AY P) reporting. Schools and districts receive arank based on their index score. A rank of “1” represents the
best performance. When a previous index score is available, a separate ranking is also calculated based on the improvement in the index score from one year to the next year. Schools that have the same index score (or the same
improvement in index score) earn the same rank. Rankings are assigned by content area. The schools and districts are sorted three ways: alphabetically, by index score ranking, and by improvement ranking.

New Hampshire

No. of Students Current Year No. of Students _ licte: Seara

indudedinthe || Mathemalics | qipdecscore, | | Anduddinthe | Pror veaindex | indecSoore | mprovemens
Rankingt SEt Scor e Ranking Ranking of 158

State of New Hampshire 88099 86.1 (+/- *) 95 89444 84.8 (+/- *) 13 72
Wakefield 323 88.7 (+/- 1.2) 64 317 76.7 (+/- 1.7) 12 1
Stoddard 26 80.0 (+/- 5.1) 136 33 69.1 (+/- 5.7) 10.9 2
Lisbon Regional 162 88.0 (+/- 1.8) 72 161 78.5 (+- 2.2) 95 3
Milan 74 90.3 (+/- 2.3) 49 75 81.1 (+- 3.1) 9.2 4
Cornish 88 82.0 (+/- 2.8) 123 100 74.2 (+/- 3.0) 7.8 5
Allenstown 273 79.0 (+/- 1.7) 141 296 719 (+/- 1.7) 7.1 6
Marlborough 96 89.4 (+/- 2.3) 58 115 82.4 (+/- 2.4) 7 7
Northumberland 173 87.4 (+/- 1.8) 80 184 81.7 (+/- 2.0) 5.7 8
Pembroke 510 87.4 (+/- 1.0) 80 525 82.6 (+/- 1.1) 48 9
Gilmanton 253 86.8 (+/- 1.5) 86 257 82.5 (+/- 1.5) 43 10
Gorham Randolph Shelburne Coop 207 92.1 (+/- 1.4) 36 223 87.9 (+/- 1.5) 4.2 11
Barnstead 338 80.7 (+/- 1.5) 133 342 76.6 (+/- 1.6) 41 12
Deerfield 322 84.6 (+/- 1.3) 109 350 80.8 (+/- 1.4) 38 13
Lincoln-Woodstock Cooperétive 164 83.0 (+/- 1.9) 120 157 79.2 (+/- 2.1) 38 13
Conway 656 88.0 (+/- 0.9) 72 671 84.3 (+/- 1.0) 37 15

T Number of students who contributed to the index score.

F Thereis some variation associated with all measurement, including test scores. For example, the results of public opinion polls are reported with a margin of error, such as 54 percent plus or minus (+/-) five percent. On these ranking lists the reported variation is the
standard error of the mean (SE). Please note that as the number of studentsincreases, the SE decreases.

* The SE islessthan 0.1.

“A” A ranking is not assigned when fewer than eleven (11) student scores are included in the index score for a school or district.

“B” A ranking is not assigned for index score improvement if fewer than eleven (11) student scores were included in either the current or prior year index score.

“NA” Dataisnot available.



Elementary/Middle District Rankings Based on Index Scor es
from May 2008 NH-Alt and October 2008 NECAP Statewide Assessments
Content: Mathematics
Sorted by: Index Score Improvement Ranking

The data on these ranking lists are based on the performance index scores that are calculated during Adequate Y early Progress (AY P) reporting. Schools and districts receive arank based on their index score. A rank of “1” represents the
best performance. When a previous index score is available, a separate ranking is also calculated based on the improvement in the index score from one year to the next year. Schools that have the same index score (or the same
improvement in index score) earn the same rank. Rankings are assigned by content area. The schools and districts are sorted three ways: alphabetically, by index score ranking, and by improvement ranking.

New Hampshire

New Hampshire
?partmeut

?pa.ﬂ.meut
Education

Education

No. of Students Current Year No. of Students _ licte: Seara

indudedinthe || Mathemalics | qipdecscore, | | Anduddinthe | Pror veaindex | indecSoore | mprovemens
Rankingt SEt Scor e Ranking Ranking of 158

State of New Hampshire 88099 86.1 (+/- *) 95 89444 84.8 (+/- *) 13 72
Hinsdale 238 76.1 (+/- 2.0) 147 252 72.4 (+/- 1.9) 37 15
Jaffrey-Rindge Cooperative 711 85.4 (+/- 0.9) 102 753 81.7 (+/- 0.9) 3.7 15
Profile 53 92.8 (+- 2.2) 26 35 89.1 (+/- 3.5) 37 15
Newfound Area 579 84.5 (+/- 1.1) 112 631 811 (+- 1.1) 34 19
Waterville Valley 24 100.0 (+/- *) 1 18 96.7 (+/- 3.3) 33 20
Contoocook Valley 1147 87.4 (+/- 0.7) 80 1222 84.2 (+/- 0.7) 32 21
Kearsarge Regional 840 90.5 (+/- 0.7) 46 883 87.3 (+/- 0.8) 32 21
Stark 19 84.2 (+/- 5.0) 115 20 81.0 (+/- 5.1) 32 21
White Mountains Regional 544 83.8 (+/- 1.1) 116 569 80.6 (+/- 1.1) 32 21
Newington 34 92.4 (+/- 3.0) 29 28 89.3 (+/- 3.9) 31 25
Newport 418 81.2 (+/- 1.3) 130 438 78.1 (+- 1.3) 3.1 25
Fall Mountain Regional 723 79.9 (+/- 1.0) 138 779 76.9 (+/- 1.0) 3 27
Haverhill Cooperative 296 81.1 (+/- 1.5) 131 295 78.1 (+/- 1.6) 3 27
Litchfield 752 88.7 (+/- 0.8) 64 761 85.7 (+/- 0.8) 3 27
Mascoma Valley Regional 612 84.6 (+/- 1.0) 109 635 81.6 (+/- 1.0) 3 27

T Number of students who contributed to the index score.

F Thereis some variation associated with all measurement, including test scores. For example, the results of public opinion polls are reported with a margin of error, such as 54 percent plus or minus (+/-) five percent. On these ranking lists the reported variation is the
standard error of the mean (SE). Please note that as the number of studentsincreases, the SE decreases.

* The SE islessthan 0.1.

“A” A ranking is not assigned when fewer than eleven (11) student scores are included in the index score for a school or district.

“B” A ranking is not assigned for index score improvement if fewer than eleven (11) student scores were included in either the current or prior year index score.

“NA” Dataisnot available.



Elementary/Middle District Rankings Based on Index Scor es
from May 2008 NH-Alt and October 2008 NECAP Statewide Assessments
Content: Mathematics
Sorted by: Index Score Improvement Ranking

The data on these ranking lists are based on the performance index scores that are calculated during Adequate Y early Progress (AY P) reporting. Schools and districts receive arank based on their index score. A rank of “1” represents the
best performance. When a previous index score is available, a separate ranking is also calculated based on the improvement in the index score from one year to the next year. Schools that have the same index score (or the same
improvement in index score) earn the same rank. Rankings are assigned by content area. The schools and districts are sorted three ways: alphabetically, by index score ranking, and by improvement ranking.

New Hampshire

New Hampshire
%pﬂrtme:lt

?partmeut
Education

Education

No. of Students Current Year No. of Students _ licte: Seara

indudsdinthe || Mattenatics, | pundexsiore, || ancidsdinthe | Prio vearindex | ndexSeare | improvamen
Rankingt SEt Scor e Ranking Ranking of 158

State of New Hampshire 88099 86.1 (+/- *) 95 89444 84.8 (+/- *) 13 72
Manchester 6139 74.3 (+/- 0.4) 151 6360 71.4 (+- 0.4) 29 31
Nottingham 330 90.7 (+/- 1.1) a4 342 87.8 (+/- 1.2) 29 31
Strafford 300 94.7 (+1- 0.9) 12 316 91.8 (+/- 1.0) 2.9 31
Jackson 31 100.0 (+/- *) 1 36 97.2 (+/- 2.3) 28 34
Timberlane Regional 2054 90.0 (+/- 0.5) 53 2098 87.2 (+/- 0.5) 28 34
Mascenic Regional 556 86.4 (+/- 0.9) 92 566 83.7 (+/- 1.0) 2.7 36
Campton 187 80.9 (+/- 2.0) 132 192 783 (+/- 2.1) 2.6 37
Lyme 120 96.5 (+/- 1.2) 3 115 93.9 (+/- 1.5) 2.6 37
Berlin 595 79.3 (+- 1.2) 140 594 76.9 (+/- 1.2) 2.4 39
Derry Cooperative 2601 87.9 (+/- 0.4) 74 2693 85.5 (+/- 0.5) 24 39
Hopkinton 440 92.2 (+/- 0.9) 35 464 89.8 (+/- 0.9) 2.4 39
Pittsfield 268 80.7 (+/- 1.7) 133 294 78.4 (+/- 1.6) 23 42
Fremont 332 83.4 (+/- 1.4) 119 340 81.2 (+/- 1.5) 2.2 43
Gilford 515 89.2 (+/- 1.0) 61 525 87.0 (+/- 1.0) 2.2 43
Sunapee 200 89.8 (+/- 1.4) 54 202 87.6 (+/- 1.5) 2.2 43

T Number of students who contributed to the index score.

F Thereis some variation associated with all measurement, including test scores. For example, the results of public opinion polls are reported with a margin of error, such as 54 percent plus or minus (+/-) five percent. On these ranking lists the reported variation is the
standard error of the mean (SE). Please note that as the number of studentsincreases, the SE decreases.

* The SE islessthan 0.1.

“A” A ranking is not assigned when fewer than eleven (11) student scores are included in the index score for a school or district.

“B” A ranking is not assigned for index score improvement if fewer than eleven (11) student scores were included in either the current or prior year index score.

“NA” Dataisnot available.



Elementary/Middle District Rankings Based on Index Scor es
from May 2008 NH-Alt and October 2008 NECAP Statewide Assessments
Content: Mathematics
Sorted by: Index Score Improvement Ranking

The data on these ranking lists are based on the performance index scores that are calculated during Adequate Y early Progress (AY P) reporting. Schools and districts receive arank based on their index score. A rank of “1” represents the
best performance. When a previous index score is available, a separate ranking is also calculated based on the improvement in the index score from one year to the next year. Schools that have the same index score (or the same
improvement in index score) earn the same rank. Rankings are assigned by content area. The schools and districts are sorted three ways: alphabetically, by index score ranking, and by improvement ranking.

New Hampshire

New Hampshire
%partmeut

?pa.ﬂ.meut
Education

Education

No. of Students Current Year No. of Students _ licte: Seara

indudedinthe || Mathemalics | qipdecscore, | | Anduddinthe | Pror veaindex | indecSoore | mprovemens
Rankingt SEt Scor e Ranking Ranking of 158

State of New Hampshire 88099 86.1 (+/- *) 95 89444 84.8 (+/- *) 13 72
Winnisquam Regional 662 84.6 (+/- 1.0) 109 691 82.5 (+/- 1.0) 21 46
Farmington 614 73.1 (+/- 1.2) 155 623 71.1 (+/- 1.2) 2 47
Pittsburg 69 86.7 (+/- 2.5) 88 59 84.7 (+/- 2.6) 2 47
Dunbarton 146 93.0 (+/- 1.3) 25 146 91.1 (+- 1.7) 1.9 49
Epping 404 86.9 (+/- 1.1) 85 435 85.0 (+/- 1.2) 1.9 49
Seabrook 491 84.5 (+/- 1.1) 112 492 82.6 (+/- 1.2) 1.9 49
Grantham 155 94.7 (+/- 1.3) 12 147 92.9 (+/- 1.5) 1.8 52
Hanover 326 92.4 (+/- 1.1) 29 326 90.6 (+/- 1.2) 1.8 52
Monadnock Regional 900 81.6 (+/- 0.9) 127 888 79.8 (+/- 0.9) 18 52
Piermont 47 85.5 (+/- 3.5) 101 49 83.7 (+/- 3.9) 18 52
Stratford 55 79.6 (+/- 3.7) 139 63 77.8 (+/- 3.1) 18 52
Raymond 641 82.0 (+/- 1.0) 123 605 80.3 (+/- 1.1) 17 57
Wentworth 28 91.4 (+/- 3.3) 40 37 89.7 (+/- 2.8) 1.7 57
Chester 441 91.3 (+/- 0.9) 41 472 89.7 (+/- 1.0) 16 59
Chesterfield 241 87.6 (+/- 1.5) 78 242 86.0 (+/- 1.5) 16 59

T Number of students who contributed to the index score.

F Thereis some variation associated with all measurement, including test scores. For example, the results of public opinion polls are reported with a margin of error, such as 54 percent plus or minus (+/-) five percent. On these ranking lists the reported variation is the
standard error of the mean (SE). Please note that as the number of studentsincreases, the SE decreases.

* The SE islessthan 0.1.

“A” A ranking is not assigned when fewer than eleven (11) student scores are included in the index score for a school or district.

“B” A ranking is not assigned for index score improvement if fewer than eleven (11) student scores were included in either the current or prior year index score.

“NA” Dataisnot available.



Elementary/Middle District Rankings Based on Index Scor es
from May 2008 NH-Alt and October 2008 NECAP Statewide Assessments
Content: Mathematics
Sorted by: Index Score Improvement Ranking

The data on these ranking lists are based on the performance index scores that are calculated during Adequate Y early Progress (AY P) reporting. Schools and districts receive arank based on their index score. A rank of “1” represents the
best performance. When a previous index score is available, a separate ranking is also calculated based on the improvement in the index score from one year to the next year. Schools that have the same index score (or the same
improvement in index score) earn the same rank. Rankings are assigned by content area. The schools and districts are sorted three ways: alphabetically, by index score ranking, and by improvement ranking.

New Hampshire

New Hampshire
%partmeut

?pa.ﬂ.meut
Education

Education

No. of Students Current Year No. of Students _ licte: Seara

indudedinthe || Mathemalics | qipdecscore, | | Anduddinthe | Pror veaindex | indecSoore | mprovemens
Rankingt SEt Scor e Ranking Ranking of 158

State of New Hampshire 88099 86.1 (+/- *) 95 89444 84.8 (+/- *) 13 72
Claremont 765 76.4 (+/- 1.1) 146 781 74.8 (+/- 1.1) 1.6 59
Exeter Region Cooperative 895 92.3 (+/- 0.6) 33 869 90.7 (+/- 0.7) 1.6 59
Governor Wentworth Regional 1126 91.1 (+/- 0.6) 42 1118 89.5 (+/- 0.6) 16 59
Northwood 289 86.3 (+/- 1.4) 94 291 84.7 (+/- 1.4) 16 59
Sanborn Regional 761 86.1 (+/- 0.9) 95 775 84.5 (+/- 0.9) 16 59
Dover 1527 88.6 (+/- 0.6) 67 1499 87.1(+/- 0.6) 15 66
Errol 12 60.0 (+/- 7.8) 158 13 58.5 (+/- 4.8) 15 66
Hooksett 982 89.6 (+/- 0.7) 56 959 88.1 (+/- 0.7) 15 66
Rochester 1799 85.1 (+/- 0.6) 103 1881 83.6 (+/- 0.6) 15 66
Shaker Regional 649 88.7 (+/- 0.9) 64 645 87.2 (+/- 0.9) 15 66
Thornton 122 87.9 (+/- 2.1) 74 112 86.4 (+/- 2.2) 15 66
Newmarket 423 86.5 (+/- 1.1) 90 446 85.2 (+/- 1.1) 13 72
Hollis 591 94.8 (+/- 0.6) 10 612 93.6 (+/- 0.7) 1.2 74
Merrimack 1971 90.5 (+/- 0.5) 46 2001 89.3 (+/- 0.5) 1.2 74
Lebanon 689 86.7 (+/- 0.9) 88 691 85.7 (+/- 0.9) 1 76

T Number of students who contributed to the index score.

F Thereis some variation associated with all measurement, including test scores. For example, the results of public opinion polls are reported with a margin of error, such as 54 percent plus or minus (+/-) five percent. On these ranking lists the reported variation is the
standard error of the mean (SE). Please note that as the number of studentsincreases, the SE decreases.

* The SE islessthan 0.1.

“A” A ranking is not assigned when fewer than eleven (11) student scores are included in the index score for a school or district.

“B” A ranking is not assigned for index score improvement if fewer than eleven (11) student scores were included in either the current or prior year index score.

“NA” Dataisnot available.



Elementary/Middle District Rankings Based on Index Scor es
from May 2008 NH-Alt and October 2008 NECAP Statewide Assessments
Content: Mathematics
Sorted by: Index Score Improvement Ranking

The data on these ranking lists are based on the performance index scores that are calculated during Adequate Y early Progress (AY P) reporting. Schools and districts receive arank based on their index score. A rank of “1” represents the
best performance. When a previous index score is available, a separate ranking is also calculated based on the improvement in the index score from one year to the next year. Schools that have the same index score (or the same
improvement in index score) earn the same rank. Rankings are assigned by content area. The schools and districts are sorted three ways: alphabetically, by index score ranking, and by improvement ranking.
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State of New Hampshire 88099 86.1 (+/- *) 95 89444 84.8 (+/- *) 13 72
Milton 266 75.6 (+/- 1.8) 148 272 74.6 (+/- 1.8) 1 76
Weare 743 86.5 (+/- 0.9) 90 786 85.5 (+/- 0.9) 1 76
Bath 46 93.9 (+/- 2.5) 16 43 93.0 (+/- 3.0) 0.9 79
Moultonborough 268 89.0 (+/- 1.3) 63 263 88.1(+/- 1.3) 0.9 79
Tamworth 138 85.1 (+/- 2.0) 103 144 84.2 (+/- 2.0) 0.9 79
Madison 124 82.6 (+- 2.2) 121 113 81.8 (+/- 2.3) 0.8 82
South Hampton 52 94.6 (+/- 2.1) 14 61 93.8 (+/- 2.0) 0.8 82
Harrisville 44 89.1 (+/- 3.2) 62 38 88.4 (+/- 3.7) 0.7 84
Auburn 437 93.5 (+/- 0.8) 20 432 92.9 (+/- 0.8) 0.6 85
Concord 1979 87.8 (+/- 0.5) 77 2036 87.2 (+/- 0.5) 0.6 85
Epsom 299 86.4 (+/- 1.3) 92 302 85.8 (+/- 1.3) 0.6 85
Hampstead 638 93.4 (+/- 0.6) 22 673 92.8 (+/- 0.6) 0.6 85
Kensington 133 96.2 (+/- 1.0) 4 144 95.6 (+/- 1.1) 0.6 85
Merrimack Valley 1167 84.5 (+/- 0.7) 112 1147 83.9 (+/- 0.7) 0.6 85
Wilton 223 81.3 (+/- 1.8) 128 213 80.7 (+/- 1.9) 0.6 85

T Number of students who contributed to the index score.

F Thereis some variation associated with all measurement, including test scores. For example, the results of public opinion polls are reported with a margin of error, such as 54 percent plus or minus (+/-) five percent. On these ranking lists the reported variation is the
standard error of the mean (SE). Please note that as the number of studentsincreases, the SE decreases.

* The SE islessthan 0.1.

“A” A ranking is not assigned when fewer than eleven (11) student scores are included in the index score for a school or district.

“B” A ranking is not assigned for index score improvement if fewer than eleven (11) student scores were included in either the current or prior year index score.

“NA” Dataisnot available.



Elementary/Middle District Rankings Based on Index Scor es
from May 2008 NH-Alt and October 2008 NECAP Statewide Assessments
Content: Mathematics
Sorted by: Index Score Improvement Ranking

The data on these ranking lists are based on the performance index scores that are calculated during Adequate Y early Progress (AY P) reporting. Schools and districts receive arank based on their index score. A rank of “1” represents the
best performance. When a previous index score is available, a separate ranking is also calculated based on the improvement in the index score from one year to the next year. Schools that have the same index score (or the same
improvement in index score) earn the same rank. Rankings are assigned by content area. The schools and districts are sorted three ways: alphabetically, by index score ranking, and by improvement ranking.
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State of New Hampshire 88099 86.1 (+/- *) 95 89444 84.8 (+/- *) 13 72
Winchester 253 77.7 (+- 1.8) 143 249 77.1 (+- 1.9) 0.6 85
Bartlett 197 91.0 (+/- 1.4) 43 206 90.5 (+/- 1.3) 05 93
Bedford 2044 96.2 (+/- 0.3) 4 1997 95.7 (+/- 0.3) 05 93
Hampton 794 90.4 (+/- 0.7) 48 808 89.9 (+/- 0.7) 05 93
Hampton Falls 177 94.8 (+/- 1.1) 10 165 94.3 (+/- 1.2) 05 93
Milford 1156 88.2 (+/- 0.6) 71 1149 87.7 (+/- 0.7) 0.5 93
Rye 353 92.3 (+/- 1.0) 33 338 91.8 (+/- 1.1) 05 93
Chichester 158 90.3 (+/- 1.5) 49 161 89.9 (+/- 1.6) 0.4 99
East Kingston 116 93.6 (+/- 1.5) 19 114 93.2 (+/- 1.5) 0.4 99
Exeter 641 96.1 (+/- 0.5) 7 615 95.7 (+/- 0.6) 0.4 99
Nashua 5024 85.1 (+/- 0.4) 103 5193 84.7 (+/- 0.4) 0.4 99
Newfields 117 95.9 (+- 1.1) 8 116 95.5 (+/- 1.1) 0.4 99
North Hampton 301 93.5 (+/- 1.0) 20 297 93.2 (+/- 1.0) 0.3 104
Salem 2061 90.2 (+/- 0.4) 51 2139 89.9 (+/- 0.4) 0.3 104
Hudson 1873 86.8 (+/- 0.5) 86 1852 86.6 (+/- 0.5) 0.2 106

T Number of students who contributed to the index score.

F Thereis some variation associated with all measurement, including test scores. For example, the results of public opinion polls are reported with a margin of error, such as 54 percent plus or minus (+/-) five percent. On these ranking lists the reported variation is the
standard error of the mean (SE). Please note that as the number of studentsincreases, the SE decreases.

* The SE islessthan 0.1.

“A” A ranking is not assigned when fewer than eleven (11) student scores are included in the index score for a school or district.

“B” A ranking is not assigned for index score improvement if fewer than eleven (11) student scores were included in either the current or prior year index score.

“NA” Dataisnot available.
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improvement in index score) earn the same rank. Rankings are assigned by content area. The schools and districts are sorted three ways: alphabetically, by index score ranking, and by improvement ranking.
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State of New Hampshire 88099 86.1 (+/- *) 95 89444 84.8 (+/- *) 13 72
Barrington 573 86.0 (+/- 1.0) 97 580 85.9 (+/- 1.0) 0.1 107
Colebrook 192 77.4 (+- 2.0) 144 187 77.3 (+- 2.0) 0.1 107
Portsmouth 932 88.6 (+/- 0.7) 67 963 88.5 (+/- 0.7) 01 107
Henniker 261 89.7 (+/- 1.3) 55 258 89.7 (+/- 1.4) 0 110
Nelson 34 92.4 (+/- 3.3) 29 37 92.4 (+/- 2.9) 0 110
Windham 1142 93.7 (+/- 0.5) 17 1074 93.7 (+/- 0.5) 0 110
Dresden 227 95.0 (+/- 1.0) 9 237 95.1 (+/- 1.0) 0.1 113
Littleton 363 85.0 (+/- 1.4) 108 376 85.1 (+/- 1.3) -0.1 113
Londonderry 2310 87.4 (+/- 0.5) 80 2351 87.5 (+/- 0.5) 01 113
Oyster River Coop 879 92.0 (+/- 0.6) 37 885 92.1 (+/- 0.6) -01 113
Goffstown 1120 87.9 (+/- 0.7) 74 1170 88.1 (+/- 0.6) -0.2 117
Greenland 228 94.1 (+- 1.1) 15 234 94.3 (+/- 0.9) -0.2 117
Hillsboro-Deering Cooperative 566 75.4 (+/- 1.2) 149 585 75.6 (+/- 1.2) -0.2 117
Pelham 1073 88.4 (+- 0.7) 69 1028 88.6 (+/- 0.7) -0.2 117
Holderness 145 90.2 (+/- 1.5) 51 130 90.5 (+/- 1.7) -0.3 121

T Number of students who contributed to the index score.

F Thereis some variation associated with all measurement, including test scores. For example, the results of public opinion polls are reported with a margin of error, such as 54 percent plus or minus (+/-) five percent. On these ranking lists the reported variation is the
standard error of the mean (SE). Please note that as the number of studentsincreases, the SE decreases.

* The SE islessthan 0.1.

“A” A ranking is not assigned when fewer than eleven (11) student scores are included in the index score for a school or district.

“B” A ranking is not assigned for index score improvement if fewer than eleven (11) student scores were included in either the current or prior year index score.

“NA” Dataisnot available.
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from May 2008 NH-Alt and October 2008 NECAP Statewide Assessments
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The data on these ranking lists are based on the performance index scores that are calculated during Adequate Y early Progress (AY P) reporting. Schools and districts receive arank based on their index score. A rank of “1” represents the
best performance. When a previous index score is available, a separate ranking is also calculated based on the improvement in the index score from one year to the next year. Schools that have the same index score (or the same
improvement in index score) earn the same rank. Rankings are assigned by content area. The schools and districts are sorted three ways: alphabetically, by index score ranking, and by improvement ranking.
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State of New Hampshire 88099 86.1 (+/- *) 95 89444 84.8 (+/- *) 13 72
Brentwood 263 96.2 (+/- 0.8) 4 251 96.6 (+/- 0.7) -04 122
Candia 288 85.9 (+/- 1.4) 98 305 86.3 (+/- 1.3) -04 122
Hill 56 75.0 (+/- 4.0) 150 62 755 (+/- 3.7) -05 124
Stratham 412 93.7 (+/- 0.8) 17 401 94.3 (+/- 0.8) -0.6 125
Wilton-Lyndeborough 55 80.4 (+/- 3.3) 135 59 81.0 (+/- 3.6) -0.6 125
Keene 1107 85.1 (+/- 0.8) 103 1098 85.8 (+/- 0.7) -0.7 127
Brookline 449 90.7 (+/- 0.9) a4 459 915 (+/- 0.8) -0.8 128
Laconia 894 83.7 (+/- 0.9) 117 881 84.5 (+/- 0.9) -0.8 128
New Boston 331 92.0 (+/- 1.1) 37 324 92.8 (+/- 1.0) -0.8 128
Amherst 1063 92.4 (+/- 0.6) 29 1077 93.4 (+/- 0.5) -1 131
Mont Vernon 188 88.3 (+/- 1.6) 70 167 89.3 (+/- 1.7) -1 131
Bow 703 92.8 (+/- 0.7) 26 699 93.9 (+/- 0.6) 1.1 133
Plainfield 178 92.6 (+/- 1.3) 28 198 93.7 (+/- 1.0) 1.1 133
Andover 151 85.8 (+/- 2.0) 99 165 87.0 (+/- 1.8) -1.2 135
Inter-Lakes Cooperative 473 87.6 (+/- 1.0) 78 494 88.8 (+/- 1.0) -1.2 135

T Number of students who contributed to the index score.

F Thereis some variation associated with all measurement, including test scores. For example, the results of public opinion polls are reported with a margin of error, such as 54 percent plus or minus (+/-) five percent. On these ranking lists the reported variation is the
standard error of the mean (SE). Please note that as the number of studentsincreases, the SE decreases.

* The SE islessthan 0.1.

“A” A ranking is not assigned when fewer than eleven (11) student scores are included in the index score for a school or district.

“B” A ranking is not assigned for index score improvement if fewer than eleven (11) student scores were included in either the current or prior year index score.

“NA” Dataisnot available.



Elementary/Middle District Rankings Based on Index Scor es
from May 2008 NH-Alt and October 2008 NECAP Statewide Assessments
Content: Mathematics
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The data on these ranking lists are based on the performance index scores that are calculated during Adequate Y early Progress (AY P) reporting. Schools and districts receive arank based on their index score. A rank of “1” represents the
best performance. When a previous index score is available, a separate ranking is also calculated based on the improvement in the index score from one year to the next year. Schools that have the same index score (or the same
improvement in index score) earn the same rank. Rankings are assigned by content area. The schools and districts are sorted three ways: alphabetically, by index score ranking, and by improvement ranking.
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State of New Hampshire 88099 86.1 (+/- *) 95 89444 84.8 (+/- *) 13 72
Somersworth 709 78.9 (+- 1.1) 142 709 80.1 (+/- 1.1) -12 135
Bethlehem 151 89.4 (+/- 1.8) 58 142 90.7 (+/- 1.7) -1.3 138
Rollinsford 129 83.7 (+/- 2.1) 117 127 85.0 (+/- 2.3) -1.3 138
Rumney 90 82.4 (+- 2.8) 122 98 83.7 (+/- 2.6) -1.3 138
Westmoreland 97 89.5 (+/- 2.0) 57 90 90.9 (+/- 2.1) -1.4 141
Franklin 569 74.3 (+- 1.3) 151 562 76.0 (+/- 1.3) 1.7 142
Plymouth 270 87.2 (+/- 1.3) 84 274 88.9 (+/- 1.2) -1.7 142
Hollis-Brookline Cooperative 208 91.8 (+/- 1.4) 39 210 93.8 (+/- 1.2) -2 144
Warren 47 89.4 (+/- 2.8) 58 49 91.4 (+/- 2.3) -2 144
Alton 390 81.7 (+/- 1.3) 126 370 83.9 (+/-1.2) -2.2 146
Ashland 97 85.6 (+/- 2.3) 100 92 88.0 (+/- 2.1) -24 147
Monroe 41 82.0 (+- 4.2) 123 40 84.5 (+/- 4.1) 25 148
Lafayette Regional 74 93.2 (+/- 2.0) 23 81 95.8 (+/- 1.5) 26 149
Unity 77 76.9 (+/- 3.6) 145 74 79.7 (+1- 3.2) -2.8 150
Freedom 51 85.1 (+/- 3.3) 103 57 88.8 (+/- 3.0) -3.7 151

T Number of students who contributed to the index score.

F Thereis some variation associated with all measurement, including test scores. For example, the results of public opinion polls are reported with a margin of error, such as 54 percent plus or minus (+/-) five percent. On these ranking lists the reported variation is the
standard error of the mean (SE). Please note that as the number of studentsincreases, the SE decreases.

* The SE islessthan 0.1.

“A” A ranking is not assigned when fewer than eleven (11) student scores are included in the index score for a school or district.

“B” A ranking is not assigned for index score improvement if fewer than eleven (11) student scores were included in either the current or prior year index score.

“NA” Dataisnot available.
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The data on these ranking lists are based on the performance index scores that are calculated during Adequate Y early Progress (AY P) reporting. Schools and districts receive arank based on their index score. A rank of “1” represents the
best performance. When a previous index score is available, a separate ranking is also calculated based on the improvement in the index score from one year to the next year. Schools that have the same index score (or the same
improvement in index score) earn the same rank. Rankings are assigned by content area. The schools and districts are sorted three ways: alphabetically, by index score ranking, and by improvement ranking.
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State of New Hampshire 88099 86.1 (+/- *) 95 89444 84.8 (+/- *) 13 72
Lyndeborough 61 80.0 (+/- 3.5) 136 64 83.8 (+/- 2.7) -3.8 152
New Castle 49 93.1 (+/- 2.8) 24 46 97.0 (+/- 1.6) -3.9 153
Washington 45 81.3 (+/- 4.0) 128 53 85.3 (+/- 3.2) -4 154
Stewartstown 51 733 (+- 4.3) 154 42 79.5 (+/- 3.8) -6.2 155
Goshen-Lempster Cooperative 100 74.2 (+/- 3.0) 153 104 81.2 (+/- 2.7) -7 156
Marlow 23 60.9 (+/- 6.7) 157 30 78.7 (+/- 4.5) -17.8 157
Croydon 12 66.7 (+/- 9.9) 156 13 86.2 (+/- 5.7) -195 158
Albany 0 - A NA - - B
Benton 0 - A NA - - B
Chatham 0 - A NA - - B
Landaff 8 - A 8 - - B
Middleton 0 - A NA - - B

T Number of students who contributed to the index score.

F Thereis some variation associated with all measurement, including test scores. For example, the results of public opinion polls are reported with a margin of error, such as 54 percent plus or minus (+/-) five percent. On these ranking lists the reported variation is the
standard error of the mean (SE). Please note that as the number of studentsincreases, the SE decreases.

* The SE islessthan 0.1.

“A” A ranking is not assigned when fewer than eleven (11) student scores are included in the index score for a school or district.

“B” A ranking is not assigned for index score improvement if fewer than eleven (11) student scores were included in either the current or prior year index score.

“NA” Dataisnot available.



