DOCUMENT RESUME

ED 079 405 ™ 003 009

TITLE Georgia Statewide Testing Program kesults 1972-73:
Systems Category Rreport.

INSTITUTION Georgia State Dept. of Education, Atlanta. Div. of
Program and Staff Development.

PUB DATE May 73

NOTE 43p.,

EDRS PRICE MF-30.65 HC-$3.29

DESCRIPTORS *Achievement Tests; Comparative Analysis; Grade 4;

Grade 8; Grade 11; Performance Factors; Program
Evaluation; *Public School Systems; Standardized
Tests; *State Programs; Siatistical Data; *Test
Results

IDENTIFIERS *Georgia

AESTRACT

This report, one of six volumes presenting ths
results of Georgia's statewide testing program, provides test results
for grades 4, 8 and 11 by school system category and, waithin
categories, by school system. The categories, totaling 43 for
individual schools and 48 for systems, were devised in an effort to
make comparisons between schools and systems more meaningful. Eacn
category is defined by three factors which have been shown to
influence achievement test scores: (1) system or school size--average
daily attendance; (2) mental abilities scores of stuaents—--Cogaitive
Abilities Test verbal scores; and (3) income level--percent of
students above a minimal income subsistence level. No in-depth
analysis of results is given in this report, which should be read in
conjunction with the other reports. The following information is
provided: (1) average daily attendance, (2) average teachers®
salaries, (3) Cooperative Educational Services Agencies daistricts,
(4) scores for the Cognitive Abilities Test, (5) scores for the Iowa
Tests of Basic skills, (6) mean, (7) number of students tested, (8)
non-failure rate, (9) percentile rank, (10) percentage above the
minimal subsistence income level, (11) retention rate, (1z) standard
deviation, (13) scores for the Tests of Academic Progress, and (14)
total instrvctional co % per child. (For related documents, see TM
003 C07-008, 010.) (Ki)




¥ 4

SENRY 1 D s
S At Tk Sl
.

S

g -iitd T
=
o DI SESY

g

S

KN

3

3

)
i
\%«: TEET3 ¢
GRS

K
S
ALY >
T
:t'im

22
Q\
i
2
&5

§
2

D
3

3,

- 557 i
Rl e
e

o
)
2

Ty 0 o p—

AR iéﬁzﬁg.wt@x{:&uﬁv%hfé
v, T 37 f2=3

A s e
LN R T e T




-

GEORGIA
STATEWIDE TESTING PROGRAM REPORT

1972-73 SCHOOL YEAR

Presented to the State Board of Education
by
Office of Instructional Services
Division of Program and Staff Development
Statewide Testing Program
Georgia Department of Education
Atlanta, Georgia 30334
May 1973

Jack P. Nix, State Superintendent of Schools

U S DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH,
EDUCATION & WELFARE
NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF

EDLUZATION

THIS DOCUMENT HAS BEEN REPRO
DUCED EXACTLY AS RECEIWED FROM
THE PERSON OR ORGANIZATION ORIGIN
ATING IT POINTS OF VIEW OR OPINIONS
STAT DO NOT NECESSARILY REPRE
SENT OFFICIAL NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF
EDUCATION POSITION OR POLICY




TS

.

For further information contact ~ Dr. J. W, Waites or Mr. P, C. Thomas, State-
wide Testing Program, Program and Staff Development, Office of Instrurtional
Services, State Department of Education, 258 State Office Building, A fanta,
Georgia 30334. Phone: 404-656-2688.




i

INTRODUCTION

When the State Legislature funded the Statewide Testing Program in 1971, Georgia
took its first step toward a comprehensive educational assessment nrogram, The
tests presently being administered, however, are directly concerneds with certain

inclusive of all of the desired outcomes of instruction at the levels tested. The
results obtained from these tests, therefore, will not constitute in themselves an
adequate basis for, and should not be unduly emphasized in, the total evaluation of
instruction. It is conceivable, although very unlikely, that some schools or classes
may do well on these tests and yet be relatively deficient in relation to other
important responsibilities — as in music, literature, health or character education —
and that other schools or classes obtaining below-average test results may, neverthe-
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influencing achievement test scores (sug
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basic skills and abilities, and are not intended to measure total achievement in any more meaningful and valid by holding t intenc

L given subject or grade. While most of these skills and abilities appear basic or which research indicates influence achie t of t
| essential to nearly all types of academic achievement, it is obvious that they are not mic ach

The factors which are held constant are comes

therefor
be undu
ugh ver
vet be |
usic, lit

a) The Average Daily Attendance (A

b} The Cognitive Abilities Test (CA

¢} The percent of ADA students i
tence level (MSL).
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less, be providing an &ducational environment that in other respects s quite By holding these three factors consta enviror
satisfactory. income level, it should be possible to {

system in such a manner that it can bd
These tests are concerned with only those outcomes of instruction that happen to similar enough for meaningful comparis those

be particularly amenable to objective measurement, The measures provided can be
used to distinct advantage, but their wisest use involves a full recoanition of their
restrictions. One should measure and treat as objectively as possible those aspects of

questions regarding reasons for a school

e meas
how 1t differs from those in the same or (

r wisest

. . l treat a
instruction that are susceptible to such treatment. In the meantime, one should not There are 48 categories for systems, as &h tiea
neglect the other less tangible but perhaps equally important aspects. grade level tested (four, eight and eleve  haps e

school size, mental abilities scores of
To draw conclusions from a single measurement or test result is extremely difficult Thus, Catego', 1 for sysvems includes th neasure

and can be misleading. There are often many factors which must be considered in
analyzing test scores. It wa. for this reason that the original advisory committee for

verbal scores over 100, arid between 81

ten mal
minimal subsistence income lev 1 Categd

reason
the Statewide Testing Program stated that “test results cannot be used as a basis of below 2,000, CAT verbal scores below S | that
comparison of teachers, schools, or systems.” However, the decision by the above a minimal subsistence income levelf or syst
Attorney General's office that failure to release group data of the Statewide Testing e to rele

Program violated the State Open Records Law mandaied that the State Board of
Education make public these test scores for individual schools and school systems,
Consequently, the Board of Education, in compliance with State law, in May of
1972 released an alphabetical listing of systems and schools within systems with
obtained scores for each major subtest at each grade level tested. Report 1 of the
1973 reports contains the same alphabetical listing of school systems and schools
within systems.

Realistically speaking, the results of the Statewide Testing Program were used (and
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schools were either misleading or erroneous because they failed to consider factors
influencing achievement test scores (such as socioeconomic status and abilities) in
making their yjudgments.

Bearing this fact in mind, it is the purpose of this report to make such comparisons
more meaningful and valid by holding constant a number of quantifiable factors
which research indicates influence achievement test scores.

The factors which are held constant are —

a) The Average Daily Attendance (ADA).

b) The Cognitive Abilities Test (CAT) verbal scores,

c; The percent of ADA students in a school above a minimal incorne subsis-
tence level (MSL).

By holding these three factors constant, i.e., size of school, mental ability and
income level, it should be possible to categorize (see Figure 1) each school and
system in such a manner that it can be determined which schools or systems are
similar enough for meaningful comparisons, This technique should help raise many
questions regarding reasons for a school falling in a particular category, why and/cr
how it differs from those in the same or different categories.

There are 48 categories for systems, as well as 48 categories for schools at each
grade level tested (four, eight and eleven). Each category is defined by system or
school size, mental abilities scores of students and income level {see Figure 1),
Thus, Category 1 for systems includes those systems with an ADA over 9,000, CAT
verbal scores over 100, and between 81 percent to 99 percent of students above a
minimal subsistence income level. Category 48 includes those systems with an ADA
below 2,000, CAT verbal scores below 84, and only 41 percent or fewer students
above a minimal subsistence income level,

It should be obvious that inter-category comparisons cannot be meaningfully made,
i.e., Category 1 systems cannot be compared with Category 48 systems. Thus it is
inappropriate to assume that Category 1 systems are doing a superior job to
Category 48 systems. It might very well be that some Category 48 systems are
doing as well as or better than sorne Category 1 systems considering factors over
which the school system Fa Dbttle or no control, i.e., students’ academc ability and
family income level.

While comparisons cannot be made across categories, it should be possible to
compare schools or sy’stems within a given category. For example, since the systems
in Category 1 are all large systems with students who are high in academic abilities
and family income, it is reasonable to expect their achievement test scores to aiso

.
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be quite similar When wide discrepancies exist within 4 category, we should then
begin to examine the schoo! input factors (such as average teachers’ salaries, instiuc
tional cost per pupi!, etc ), as well as other factors, in attempting to deteimit.e why
some schools or systems that are similar in some ways score differently in
achievement level

It should also be possible to make some assumptions when comparing a system in
relationship to its category. For example, assume that system X has achievement
test scores that fall at the State Norm (average). |f system X i1s found in Category
48 where both students’ abilities and family incomes are low it can probably be
assumed that system X is doing an above average job of instructing its students. If
system X had fallen into Category 1 where both students’ abilities and family
incomes ‘are high, 1t I1s reasonable to assume that its students would be fi'nctioning
in the <uperior range. Since, however, these students on the average are on'y obtain-
ing scores at the State Norm, the system may well be functioning at a level which is
below average Bear 'n mind that inter-category comparisons have not been made

here, it s the system’s relationship 1o 1ts catey screpar
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here, it is the system’s relationship to its category which has been examined.

It should also be remembeied that the scoies tepoited i Reports two, thiee and
four aie mean composite scores The mean score represents the average scote for d
school or sysiem. Consequently, any school or system would fikely have individual
students who score as high as or as low as some students in any other school ot
system. In other words, while Elementaty School X may have ¢ mean composite
score of 69, some students in School X may score as high as 83 while others may
score as low as 45,

This tepoit is one of si lumes in which the Statewide Testing Program results are
found. This particular report contains categories for systems. It does not present
any in-depth analy cation of the resuits, nor should too many conclusions be drawn
from this report alone. It should be read in conjunction with the other reports, with
particular emphasis given to report six. That report will be concerned primarily
with the analyzation of the Statewide Testing Program results.




FIGURE 1
THE DESCRIPTIVE MATRIX OF CATEGORIZATION OF SCHOOLS AND SYST TH
ADA CAT VERBAL SCORES ABO DA

System 4th Grade 8th Grade 11th Grade Above 100 99.84 83-Below 1

Above Above Above Above 1 2 3 B
9001 150 300 400 4 5 6
7 8 9
10 11 12
9000 149 299 399 13 14 15
to to to to 16 17 18
4001 100 200 200 19 20 21
22 23 24
4000 99 199 199 25 26 27
to to to to 28 29 30
2001 50 100 100 31 32 33
34 35 36
Below Below Below Below 37 38 39
2000 49 99 99 40 41 42
43 44 45

46 47 48 ?




.FIGURE 1

THE DESCRIPTIVE MATRIX OF CATE 30RIZATION OF SCHOOLS AND SYSTEMS

PERCENT OF STUDENTS

DA CAT VERBAL SCORES ABOVE A MINIMAL SUBSISTENCE
INCOME LEVEL
"th Grade 11th Grade || Above 100 99-84 83-Below
Above Above 1 2 3 99% - 81%
300 400 4 5 6 80% - 61%
7 8 9 60% - 41%
10 1 12 Below 41%
299 399 13 14 15 99% - 81%
to to 16 17 18 80% - 61%
200 200 19 20 21 60% - 41%
22 23 24 Below 41%
199 199 25 26 27 99% - 81%
to to 28 29 3C 80% - 61%
100 100 31 32 33 60% - 41%
34 35 36 Below 41%
Below Below 37 38 39 99% - 81%
99 99 40 41 42 80% - 61%
43 44 45 60% - 41%
46 47 48 Below 41%




SYSTEMS GLOSSARY OF TERMS

The followmg are defimnitions of the terms and the types of results that will be
found n this report.

1. Average Daily Attendance (ADA). - The Average Daily Attendance indicates
the average number of students who daily attend a school or systen” The
average daily attendance of a school grade s presumed for the purposes of thes
1eport to be the number of students who participate in the Statewrde Testing
Progtam The ADA of systems was compiled by the Dwision of Planning,
Rescarch and Evaluation, Georgia Department of Education, and shoulkd
present an accurate ADA for systems for the 1971 72 school year. The number
of students daily attending a school or system ts an indicator of its size.

2. Average Teachers’ Salaries (ATS). - The Average Teachers’ Salartes are derived
by taking the 1otal expenditures for teachers’ salaries for the system and
dwiding 1t by the total nhumber of teachers {i.e., regular teachers, as well as
teaching principals, assistant principals, hbranans, counselors, exceptional
teachers, vocational teachers and part-time teachers) in the system, The factars
of experence, cettification of the teachers and difference in salary bases of the
various counties ere not taken separately, ATS were compiled by the Division
of Planming, Research and Evaluation, Georgia Department o Education, for
the 1971-72 school year.

3. Cooperative Educational Services Ager. cies (CESA) Districts. - The State Board
of Education was gwven authority by Senate Bill 538 to establish Cooperative
Educational Services Agencies for the purpose of local school systems sharing
services designed to improve the effectiveness of the educational programs of
those schootl systems. At this time not all ot the CESA districts are operable,
and there are a number of school systems cooperating with districts outside of
their designated districts. We are. however, identifying school systems by the
CESA disstricts under which they will eventually be opes sting. There are 18
Educational Planning districts.

4. Cognitive Abilities Test (CAT), - The Cognitive Abrirties Test provides a set of
measures of the mdwidual’s abiiity 10 use and manipulate abstiact and
symbolic relationships (1.e., symbols representing words, and symbols reore-
senting spatial, geometric or figural patterns!, Verbal and non-verbal abiities of
the students are reported as Standard Age Scores (SAS). An average SAS will
fall above and below a score of 100, i.c., approximately 84 to 116. CAT verbal
scores theoretically provide a more meanmgful measure of the mdividual’s
academic ability. This is because academic skills and tasks rely heavily upon the
mndrndual’s verbal abiities, It was for this reason tt ¢ CAT verbal scores were

Q
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used as one variable m the Descriptive Categories Mataix,

5. lowa Tests of Basic Skills ({TBS). The lowa Tests of Basic Skiis are con
cerned with the basic skills essential to success i any type of school woirk at
the elementary ang junior high school level (grade four and eght). Major areas
tested are ~

Test V - Voosnulary

Test R - Reading Comprtehension

Test L Language Skills {Spelling, Capitalization, Punctuation, Usage)

Test W Work Study Skills (Map Reading, Reading Graphs and Tables, Knowl
edge and Use of Reference Materials)

Test M Mathematics Skills (Mathematic Concep.s, Mathematic Problem Solv
ing).

In the test situation the pupil s required to use his skills just as he does in his
regular schoolwork. The tesults are an estunate of where the pupil s along a
Jovelopmental continuum, not of whete he should be placed in the graded orgam:
2av on of the school The results are reported in standard score form. An aver age
fourth grader would be expectec to i2ceive a score between 68 ta 71, and an
average eighth grader would te expected toreceive 4 score between 99 1o 102, Fou
the puiposes of this repoit a composite scote was computed from the subtest
scotes,

6. Mean. Each categuiy 1s defined by its mean or average composite I TBS sc..i¢
o1 average TAP scuse. This is computed by adding the scores of each student in
all the schools «n a pattictlar category and dividing this sum by the total
number of students in that category,

7. N. In tacm categoiv for the fourth, eighth and eleventh grade there s a
heading "N”. The numbers wich fall under this heading cor:espund to the
number of fourth_ewhth and eleventh grade students whe were tested.

8. Non-Failure Rate. - The Non.Faillure Rate 1s the petrcent of students who were
promoted to the next grade n a given system. The Non Failure Rate was
compiled by the Dwision of Planning, Research and Evaluation, Georgia
Department of Educatinn, fur the 1971-%2 school ye

9. Percentile Rank (Labeled 75 percent, 50 percert, 25 percent). Each category
1s defined by the percentile ranks of its achievement scores, In this report the
percentile ranks can be thouyht of as cut off pomnrs for obtained scores. For
example, a score of 60.1 on the composite TAP <core 1 as seen in Cateyory 1
(eleventh grade; 1s the cut off pont for the 75th percentile rank, This means




Q
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10.

that in this category all schoo!s which obtained a composite TAP score 1 score
at or above 60.1 were in the top 25 percent of that category. Similarly, in
Category 1 all schools obtaining a score of 54.2 or better were in the top 50
percent of Category 1 and all schools receiving a score at or below 48.2 were in
the bottom 25 percent of Category 1. In the system categories percentile ranks
for each category are given for fourth, eighth and eleventh grade scores. Keep
in mind that category percentile ranks are being utilized here, and one would
expect to find that most of the schools fall around the 50th percentile point.
This is because the 50th percentile point represents the average or midpoint
score of the category.

Percentaze of ADA Students Above the Minimal Subsistence Income Level, -
Tius data is collected from the State Free Lunch Program. It is computed by
dividing the number of ADA students not receiving free or reduced price
lunches by the number of ADA students in the school or syste Ehigibility for
free or reduced price lunches is determined by family income and t: » number
of children in the family. At the present time this data is the most accurate
index of the socioeconomic status of a school or system that is available, It is
important to note that not only is the income of families used as a determining
factor but also the size of the family. Thus we have a more accurate indicator
of the economic status of the family unit. The reader shouid also be cautioned
that this data may not be entirely accurate when evaluating the eleventh grade.
This is due to the fact that a number of the eleventh graders who are eligible
tor the free lunch program decline to participate in it. However, there is little
reason to believe that the data will not be representative of the groups being
tested,

11
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1.

14.

>

Retention Rate. The Retention Rate is the percent of students who are
retained in a given system, i.e., those who did not drop out. The Retention
Rate was compiled by the Division of Planning, Research and Evaluation
Georgia Department of Education, for the 1971-72 school year.

.

. Standard Deviation or S. D. - Each category is defined by its standard deviation

from the mean (average) achievement score. The standard deviation can be
thought of as a measure of dispersion or variability of all the scores used to
compute the mean (average). The larger the S. D. the greater the spread of
scores around the average.

Tests of Acadeniic Progress (TAP). - The Tests of Academic Progress are con-
cerned with measuring the extent to which the objectives of a basic area of
mioh school instructien have been achieved. The areas included 1n the Georgia
Statewide Testing Frogram are composition, reading and mathematics. On the
category report the subtests of composition, reading and mathematics
correspond to composite TAP score 1, composite TAP score 2 and composite
TAP score 3 respectively. In each of these subtests an average eleventh grader
would be expected to obtain a standard score of 50.

Total Instructional Cost per ADA Child. - This figure is derived by computing
the funds spent on teachers’ salaries, books, workbooks, suppiies and equip-
ment used directly for instruction. This sum includes all local, state and federal
funds used for instructional purposes. Statistics for total instructional expendi-
tures per child are taken fram the series of publications, “Georgia Education
Statistics (1971-72)" published by the Georgia Department of Education,




CATEGORY 1
SYSTEMS

AJA ABOVE 9060
INCOME PERUENTILE 81 T0 ¢¢
CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRADE & 10G UR ABOVS

COMPOSITE COMPGSITZ TAP SCORE 1 TA® SCGCRE 2
LT35> GKRAuE &4 IT8S GRADE & GRAJE 11 GRAJc 11

McAN 702 MEAN 101.4 MEAN > MEAN
SeUe 1§.3 de e 13.3 SeDe Sele
75TH 7 7oeu 75TH 7z 1138.5 75TH 7S5TH 7
>0TH 7ue9 SuTH %  101.4 5CTH s6TH 7
¢2Th 620 25TH 7 91.7 25TH 7 45 44 2=TH

U R IEY)
VIV O
e o @ * o
NP uN®

CATV CATV CATV ITSS IT35 TAPR 2 . ABOVE
SYSTeM NAME  CcSA GRADE LRAUE GRADE GRRAUE GRADE GRELE MIdLSUS
DIST 4 3 11 i 8 i i1 LIVEL AQR

(033 1015 G3.c 10240 68.6 GS,0 5dec 96 4189€
Lo KAL3 105.6 10343 10€.7 72,0 103.7 53¢ g4 795240
FULTON 16bec G538 102.6 65,1 106.7 1.6 33 314738
GWINNETT 1000 95.8 37.2 69.2 97.7 431 35 17341




CATEGORY
SYSTEMS
¥4
‘ AJA ABOVE 9000
INCOUME PERUENTILE 81 710 ¢c¢
CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRADE & 10§ UR ABOVE
e COMPOSITZ 1 TAP SCORE 1 TAP SCCRE 2 TAF SCORE 3
L IT8S GRADE 8 GRADE 11 5RAJc 11 GRADF 11
003 SelUe 13.8 “ Sol)o .5 S.D. 907 gogo 9.9
e 75TH % 110.5 75TH % 58 .1 75TH % 5845 75TH % 5363
el 2511 7% 91.7 ¢5TH 7% 4541 ¢STH % 45,7 25TH 7% 4540
CATVv CATv CATV ITGS IT3S TAP 1 TAP 2 T&if 2 74 REovE CJST ATS 4 A .
GRAD: LRAUE GRADE GRAJE GRADE GRADE GRAUE GRALE MIN.SUS P I NON- RoT,
o 3 11 & 8 11 i1 i1 LZIVaL A0BA CTHILD SYS FAIL
1G1e5 G94c 1Uzel 6846 9SS0 53e4 50ebd 5oz 3¢ 4189€ 449 8286 97.6 G8,2
L0546 106343 10€47 7240 10347 52,6 5341 53.° 94 79520 537 9177 9747 99.4
i0Uel G348 10246 6941 1067 51.2 51.8 5i1.6 93 314738 653 9320 9.9 98.2
L00eL 9548 9742 0842 9747 47.9 48.7 43,1 35 17341 4532 7302 9743 98.2




i3

| COMPOSITE COMPOSITE
LTBS GRAGE & ITES GRADE 8
MEAN 664 MEAN 96.1
SeUe 10.2 S.0 12.5
75TH % 74.1 75TH % 104.7
20TH % 7 65.4 50TH %  94.9
25TH % 58.3 25TH % 86.2
CATV CATvVv CATvV 1I7T8S
SYSTeM NAME (LSA GRADE GRAuE GRADE GRADE
DIST L 8 11 L
CLARKE £ 973 94.b 96.8 67.4
CLAYTON b 98.8 95.1 96.9 66.2
FLOYD 1 97.5 940 98.1 6545
HALL S 9belb 9345 94,3 6542
HOUSTON t 9841 9o.c 98,4 b68.0

CATEGORY 2

SYSTE

MS

ADA ABOVE 9300
INCOME PERCENTILE 81
CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRADE 4 84 TO 99.9

TAP SCORE 1

MEAN
S.D.
75TH
50TH
25TH

IT8S
GRADE
8

964
96.2
9b.3
94 4
ce,.2
94>

GRADE

%
%
A

TAP 1 TAP 2
E GRADE

GRAD
11

48.9
4o b
49.5
L7.2
49. 4
4645

11

47.8
9.3
54,43
47 .6
b1.1

11

L7.9
47.9
48.6
4beb
49.4
L7.b

CATEGORY 3
SYSTEMS

ADA ABOVZ 9000
INCOME PERCENTILE 81
CAT VERBAL SCOR:& AT GRADE

NO SCHOOL OR SYSTEM FELL IN THIS CATEGORY

T0 99
TAP SCORE 2
GRADE 11
MEAN 48.1
S.D. 907
75TH % S54e0
50TH % 48.0
25TH %4 41.2
TAP 3 % ABOVE
GRACE MIN.SUB
it LzZvEL ADA
5de.1 8¢ 989¢
4l 92 25891
L7.6 91 9485
45,23 85 10011
L8.7 8 14758
Lo.5 82 10142
70 99
L JELOW 84

TAP
G

ME AN
5.0

75TH 7

50TH
25TH

COST
PR
CHILD

522
447
422
335
472
422

WE PMNOE

CATV

A
&
]
m

® o o o o o
G

Vioo Oy N O N



CATEGORY 2
SYSTEMS

ADA ABOVE 9800
INCOME PERCENTILE 81 TO 99
CAT VERBAL 3CORE AT GRADE 4 84 TO 99.9

i COMPOSITE TAP SCORE 1 TAP SCORE 2 TAP SCORE 3
ITES GRADE 8 GRADE 11 GRADE 11 GRADE 11

L MEAN 96.1 MEAN L7.8 HEAN 48.1 ME AN L7.9

2 Sele 12.5 SeD. 9.3 S.D. 9,7 SeDe 9.4

1 75TH Z  104.7 75TH % 54,3 75TH % 54e 6 IS5TH % 54,3

4 58TH % 94.9 50TH % 47.6 50TH % L3,0 50TH % L47.5

3 25TH % 86.2 25TH 7% b1.1 25TH 7% 41.2 25TH % 41.9

CATV CATv CATv I718S 1IT8S TAP 1 TAP 2 TAP 3 % ABOVE COST ATS 7% A '
RADE GRAuUE GRADE GRADE GRAUE GRADE GRADE GRACE MIN,.SUB PzR IN NON=- RET. ‘
4 8 11 4 8 11 11 i1 LEVEL ADA CHILD SYS FAIL /
7eS 9Gheuv 9648 674 Yool 48,9 47.9 5u4.l 8¢ 989¢ 522 7251 98.4 G7.2

3e8 S92e1 9649 6662 9Be2 UH.W 479 4B.I 92 25891 447 7831 96.9 98.1

75 940 98.1 6545 9be3 49.5 4L8.6 L7.6 91 9485 ‘!22 76289 95,7 €7.8

Beb 9363 GhLe3 6542 9Ghol 4742 LB 45,3 85 16011 335 7348 9641 98.0

8.1 9u.c 98,4 68,6 C8,2 49.4 L49.4 4B.7 8¢ 14758 4732 7636 95.2 €<8.1

Se8 G240 9543 695 9heo 46,5 UL7.6 40,5 82 10142 422 6930 96b.2 97.9

CATEGORY 3
SYSTEMS

AJA ABOVZ 9000
INCOME PERCENTILE 81 TO S9
CAT VERBAL SCORL AT GRADE &4 JFLOW 84

NO SCHOOL OR SYSTEM FELL IN THIS CATEGORY




COMPOSITE
IT3S GRALE &
MEAN B4ed
SeDo 9.9
75TH % 7146
50TH %4 627
25TH 7 5649
CATV
SYSTcM NAME CcSA GRADE
DIST 4
61IBB 8 94,7
UOUGHERTY 1t 94,2
GLYNN ib 98.5
MUSCOGE: 11 95.4
KICHMONU 16 94.1

COMPCSITE

IT8S GRADE 8

MEAN
SeDe
75TH
20TH
25TH

CATV
GRADE
8

6347
69.7
93543
9242
91.1

93.1
1.8

NN N

CATvY
i1

9247
93.6
95.4
96.1
9442

101.4
93.6
8340

IT8BS
GRADE GRADE

4

646
63.6
65,47
6be2
6h.1l

CATEGORY &
SYSTEMS

ADA ABOVE 90080
INCOME PERCENTILE 61 TO 80
CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRADE &4 100 OR ABOVE

NO SCHOOL OR SYSTEM FELL IN THIS CATEGORY

CATEGORY 5

SYSTE

MS

ADA ABOVE 9000
INCOME PERCENTILE 61 TO 80
CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRADE &4 84 TO 99.9

TAP SCORE 1 TAP SCORE 2
GRADE 11 GRADE 11
MEAN 4647 ME AN 47.0
Sede 10,3 S.0 11.5
75TH % 53.7 75TH % 53.9
S50TH % L2 50TH 7 4L6.H
25TH % 39,3 25TH % 39,3
IT3S TAP 1 TAP 2 TafF 3 % ABOVE
GRAUE GRADE GRAUE GRACE MIN,.SUB
8 11 11 i1 LEVEL AD
92¢2 4542 4549 bL4.b4 73 281
91.7 4449 4Be.2 4549 72 2064
9ied LT7e3 U747 L7.4 79 109
G4e2 484l 474G 4744 78 343
93s3 472 47.0 Lot 83 3124

1

[qam e~

v
1
v

TE
E &

B4l

9.,¢
71.¢
YXY
564




CATEGORY &
¢ SYSTEMS

ADA ABOVE 9000
INCOME PERCENTILE 61 TO 80
CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRADE & 100 CR ABOVE

NO SCHOOL OR SYSTEM FELL IN THIS CATEGORY

CATEGORY 5
SYSTEMS

ADA ABOVE 9000
INCOME PERCENTILE 61 TO 80
CAT VcRBAL SCORE AT GRADE &4 84 TO 99.9

ITe COMPCSITE TAP SCORE 1 TAP SCORE 2 TAP SCORE 3
LE 4 IT8S GRADE 8 GRADE 11 GRADE 11 GRADE 11

6943 MEAN 93.1 MEAN 4be7 MEAN 47.0 ME AN 4be3

9'9 SODC 1"8 SCOC 10'3 S‘D' 10'5 SCDC 908 .
7146 75TH 7% 101.4 75TH % 53.7 F5TH % 53.9 75TH % 53.3 *b,
627 20TH 7% 930.6 S50TH % 4643 50TH % 46.6 50TH % 45.9

5649 25TH % 83.0 25TH % 39,3 25TH % 39,3 25TH % 39.8

CATv CATV CATv 1IT8S IT3S TAP 1 TAP 2 TAF ! % ABOVE CoST ATS % A

SA GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRAUE GRADE GRAUE GRACE MIN.SUB PER IN NON= RET. .
ST 4 8 11 L 8 11 11 i1 LEVEL ADA CHILD SYS FAIL ;\
8 94e7 8947 92.7 646 92.2 4542 45.9 Lu.b 73 28144 547 8529 99.6 98,6 &;
€ 9442 6947 93,6 6346 91.7 L4Le9 4LHE.2 U5.9 72 206€5 44l 7572 97,9 9¢t.9 ”
5 9865 9343 95¢4 B5¢7 9led LTe3 LTe7 LT74 75 109938 456 791C 95.8 97.8
1 95.4 9Zec Sbel bHLe2 9GhLe2 48B4l L7495 ULT7.4 78 34341 409 8012 95.9 %8.4
U 94e1 91e1 942 6BU4el 9363 4742 4740 Lok 03 31221 560 9220 93.9 93.9




CATEGORY 6 \
SYSTEMS ,

ADA ABOVEZ 9000
INCOME PERCENVILE 61 TO 8¢
CAT VERBAL SCORL AT GRADt & 3ELOW 84

NO SCHOOL OR SYSTEM FELL IN THIS CATEGORY

CATEGORY 7
SYSTEMS

ADA ABOVE 90n0
INCOME PERCENTILE 41 TO 66
CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRADE & 100 DR ABOVE

NO SCHOOL OR SYSTEM FELL IN THIS CATEGORY

CATEGORY 8
SYSTEMS

ADA ABOVE 9000
INCOME PERCENTILE 41 70O €0
CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRADE & 84 TO 99,9

COMPOSIT: COMPOSITE TAP SCORE 1 TAP SCURFE 2% Te

IT3S GRADE &4 ITBS GRADE 8 GRADE 11 GRADE 11 E &4

MEAN 60.9 ME AN 879 MEAN 43.2 MEAN 43.7 60.9

S.D. 902 S.D. 1209 SOD. 1002 SODO 1005 902

75TH 7 6b.0 75TH 7% 9544 75TH % 49,8 75TH 7% 50.9 bbe0

20TH % 58.9 20TH % 85.2 S50TH % 4241 S0TH % L2.5 58.9

¢5TH 7% 5540 25TH 7% 79.0 25TH 7% 3¢l 25TH 7% 36.0 5.0
CATV CATV CATV ITBS 1IT3S TAP 1 TAP 2 TAF 3 % ABOVE 4 CA
SYSTEM NAME CESA GLRADE GRAUE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE MIn.SUB A LR/
DIST 4 8 11 4 8 11 11 11 LEVEL AT L
ATLANTA 4 89,9 85.1 89.1 60. 4 8.2 L2.0 4245 boeol 54 8411 89,
CHATHAM 15 91,0 904 9248 6242 9242 45,4 Loe0 LL,7 60 319 91,

2




o
UV oo 0O
e ¢ o o o
oOWwo Y

W v o

A LRADE GRAUE

CATEGORY 6
SYSTEMS

ADA ABOVE 93000
INCOME PERCENTILE 61 TO 8¢
CAT VERBAL SCORL AT GRADt 4 BELOW 84

NO SCHOOL OR SYSTEM FELL IN THIS CATEGORY

CATEGORY 7
SYSTEMS

ADA ABOVE 9000
INCOME PERCENTILE 41 TO €0
CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRADE & 100 OR ARQOVE

NO SCHOOL OR SYSTEM FELL IN THIS CATEGORY

CATEGORY 8
SYSTEMS

ADA ABOVE 9000
INCOME PERCENTILE 41 TO €0
CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRADE 4 84 TO 99,9

COMPCSITE TAP SCJORE 1 TAP SCORE 2
GRADE 8 GRADE 11 GRADE 11

87 .9 MEAN 43,2 ME AN 43.7

12.9 SeDe 10.2 SeDo 10.5

9544 75TH 7 49.8 75TH % 50,9

85.2 50TH % 4261 50TH % L2.5

79.0 25TH 7 364 25TH % 3640

CATV ITBS IT3S TAP 1 TAP 2 TAF 3 % ABOVE

GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE MIN.SUB

11 4 8 11 11 11 LEVEL

TAP SCORE
GRADE 11

ADA CHILD

89¢1 60e4 B86e2 4240 4245 4ol 54 84L16€ 770
9248 6242 9242 U45.4 U4B.0 W4e7 60 31934 543

98.9 98.3
92.7 97.9




-

CATEGORY 9
SYSTEMS

ADA ABOVE 9000
INCOMc PERCENTILE 41 TO €0
CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRADE 4 BELOW 84

NO SCHOOL OR SYSTEM FELL IN THIS CATEGORY

CATEGORY 10
SYSTEMS

ADA ABOVE 9000
INCOME PERCENTILE 0 TO 40
CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRADE & 100 CR ABOVE

NO SCHOOL OR SYSTEM FELL IN THIS CATEGORY

CATEGORY 11
SYSTEMS

ADA ABOVE 9000
INCOME PERCENTILE 0 TO 40
CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRADE & 84 TO 99.9

NO SCHOOL OR SYSTEM FELL IN THIS CATEGORY

CATEGORY 12
SYSTEMS

ADA ABOVE 9000
INCOME PERCENTILE 0 TO 40
CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRADE 4 BELOW 84

NO SCHOOL OR SYSTEM FELL IN THIS CATEGORY




CATEGORY 13
SYSTEMS

ADA 4C31 YO 90O
INCOME PERCENTILE 81 70 $9
CAT VERBAL SCORE Af GRADE & 100 OR ABOVF

NO SCHOOL OR SYSTEM FELL IN THIS CATEGORY

CATEGORY 14
SYSTEMS

ADA 4001 TO 9000
INCOME PERCENTILE 81 TO 99
CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRADE & 84 TO 99,9

COMPDSITE COMPCOSITE TAP SCORZ 1 TAP SCORE 2

[73S GRACE 4 ITcS GRADE 8 GRADE 11 GRADE 11 IT
MZAN 65.0 MEAN 93.9 MEAN 47.5 MEAN L4L7.5 ME
deUe 9.7 SeUe 12.1 SeOe 9,1 SeDo Q. 4 Se
79TH % 72.1 75TH 7Z 101.9 75TH 7% 53¢l 75TH 7 53. 4 75
S0TH % 63.7 50TH % 92,0 50TH % 47.0 50TH % L7.5 59
‘ 2»TH % 575 25TH 7% 8442 25TH 7 Li.1 25TH % 41.0 : 25
CATV GATV CATV IT8S IT3S TAP 1 TAP 2 TAP 3 % ABOVE V CGA
SYSTEM NAME CESA GRADt GRAUE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRANDE GRADE GRADE MIN.SUB L GRrRA
DIST L 8 11 4 8 11 11 11 LEVEL ADA 8
BALOWIN S 8865 83.4 92.1 61e1 ©S2.,0 45.6 43,2 buye? 82 5781 3.
BARTOA 1 9043 66e 4. b4 62+ 6 90.2 L5.7 450 Ly o€ 82 5134 bbe
CARROLL 6 9%.1 8946 93.6 63.9 92.1 Lbels 4743 Lied 34 7147 83,
CATOOSA 1 973 93¢3 97.8 6660 955 48344 4B3.5 46,3 93 6847 93
LHEROKEL ¢ 9545 9347 9541 65¢7 S50 47e3 U473 4HWU 8y 7022 93,
COLUMB IA 16 96e0 9364 Ghe3 65e8 95,6 486l 4748 W71 81 5777 93,
LUOUGLAS 4 95e7 Guel 958 bH4e2 952 48el ULBe2 U463 92 7385 94,
FORSYTH 2 9749 91.6 10646 6547 2e0 5063 5045 44849 9y 4086 91,
HABZRSHAM S 99,5 GbeZ 98¢5 6746 991 48.3 4844 4LO.O 38 43395 G6 .
LOWNDZS 17 942 9241 92.2 63.9 92.56 LLo7 45.2 L6 84 5912 92.
FAULOINo 1 959 925 9Ybe8 6560 9Uel 5062 49,0 4448 87 4311 92,
KROGKDALc 4 9847 9562 9640 6648 963 49.3 L84 4L8.E 83 L6888 95,
SPALDING /' 95¢9 91,0 96.6 60660 93e3 490 49ec 43842 87 83886 91,

KHITFIELD ¢ 9561 GuUe2 952 0653 G243 4Ee3 L7.4 468 89 8510




CATEGORY 13
SYSTEMS

ADA 4001 TO 9000
INCOME PERCENTILE 81 TO 35S
CAT vEXBAL SCORc

AT GRADE 4 100 OR ABOVF

NO SCHOOL OR SYSTEM FELL IN THIS CATEGORY

COMPCSITE
ITcS GRADE 8
ME AN 93.9
Seue 12.1
75TH 4 101.9
S0TH % 92.1
25TH 7 8442
ATV CATV [I718S
. GRADE GRADE GRADE
8 11 4
83.4 921 61,1
66¢> 4oty 624.6
83.6 G3.6 63.9
93.5 37.8 6640
93.7 95.1 65.7
G3e¢4 9G4e3 65.8
G4el 95,8 6442
9146 10646 6547
Gbec 9845 6746
92.i 9242 63.9
G2.5 9Jbe8 6540
9542 Q6.0 6648
91,0 96.6 6540
Gue2 9542 6543

CATEGORY 14

SYSTEMS

ADA 4001 TO 9000
INCOME PERCENTILE 81 TO 99
CAY VERBAL SCORE AT GRADE 4 84 TO 99,9

TAP SCORZ 1

MEAN
Sede
75TH
SO0TH
25TH

IT3S
GRADE
8

82.0
902
92.1
85,5
S5.0
3.6
95.¢

3.0
€g,1
S2.6
9461
9643
93.3
G243

GRADE 11
4745
9.1
% 5344
% L47.0
7 Lbi.1
TAP 1 TAP 2
GRANE GRADE
11 11
4L5.6 43,2
45.7 45,0
46e Lt L7.3
4834 4 4345
4743 4743
48e1 47.8
48,1 48,2
5063 650.5
4843 Lol
4Lhe7 4542
5062 49,0
49.3 4844
48,0 49.¢
LEs3 474

TAP SCORE 2
GRADE 11
MEAN L7.5
Se0e 9el4
75TH 7 53e4
20TH % L4745
25TH % b1.0
TAP 3 % ABOVE
GRADE MIN.SUB
11 LEVEL ADA
bye? 82 5781
Lqef 82 5134
Lieb 84 7147
46,3 93 6847
Lbel 8y 7023
L7.1 81 5777
4663 92 7385
48.9 Qy 4086
49.0 a8 4335
4546 84 5912
4Lde8 87 43114
48.E 82 4688
43é2 &7 838¢
L46.8 89 6510

TAF SCORF 2

HE AN
SeDe
75TH
30TH
26TH

Cas7
BIR
CHILD

L48
330
218
348
/e
413
L51
339
419
458
372
L3t
436
330

GRADE

A
VA
A

ATS
IN
SYS

7416
Tiby
7uec
7131
73¢2
6886
7441
7570
7146
6382
6971
8007
7328
7256

11

L4L6.6

8.9
5247
4645
405

%
NON-
FAIL

93.5
97.2
95.48
9040
Q447
9343
9543
9447
964
Q7.4
854
96.5
92.6
95.1

%
RET,

Q7.7
3645
Q7.5
97.7
7.8
97.5
87.7
9747
97.9
97.3
96.8
98.0
96.9
7.3




CATEGORY 15
SYSTEMS

ADA 4001 TO 20G0O
INCOME PERCENTILE 81 TO g9
CAT VEZRBAL SCORL AT GRADE & QJELOW 84

NO SCHOOL OR SYSTEM FELL IN THIS CATEGORY

CATFGORY 16
SYSTEMS

ADA 4001 TO 9000

INCOME F RCUENTILE 61 10 80
CAT VEIBAL SCORE AT GRADE &4 100 OR ABOVE

- NO SCHOOL OR SYSTEM FELL IN THIS CATEGORY




CATEGORY 17
SYSTEMS

ADA 4001 TO 9000
INCOME PERCENTILE 61 TO 80
CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRADE 4 84 TO 99.9

COMPOSITL COMPOSITE TAP SCORE 1 TAP SCCRE ¢ COM

ITBS GRADE & IT8S GRAOE 8 GRAOE 11 GRACE 11 8S
MEAN o4 e5 MEAN 93.3 MEAN 46.9 MEAN Lb.b AN
SeDo 9.8 SeDoe 1246 SeDo 9.9 SeDo 19,2 De
7/5TH % 71.6 75TH %  102.1 75TH % 53.8 /5TH % 53.3 TH
SO0TH % 6248 50TH % 90.9 50TH % 46 e3 5G6TH 7% Lbel TH
25TH % 57.0 25TH 7% 83.1 25TH 7 39.5 25TH % 29,1 TH

CATV CATV CATV ITBS IVBS TAP 1 TAP 2 TAF 3 % ABOVE v

SYSTEM NAME CESA GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRAGE MIN,SUB - Nl

DIST L 8 11 L 8 11 11 11 LEVEL AD/E:

tULLOCH 14 9342 91ec¢ 93e3 636 9349 4643 LBeH UG 66 593 p
COFFEE 18 9246 8749 91.7 6343 90el 4He2 U542 U6 65 5235 9
COLWUITT 1o 93e5 8342 934 64e8 918 4643 45,8 47.0 67 6912008 2
COWeTA 6 9069 912 94e7 6247 937 U4Beh U742 U4BWC 77 7361008, >
HENRY 7 91.8 8341 89¢5 6340 91e¢3 44,9 454U LuyeO 62 S6LE, 1
LAGRANGc 6 915 9149 96e5 6247 9640 435 48,5 48.6 67 LO1EHEN, o

MARIETTA b 9845 9747 1024 68¢0 98,0 5148 51.5 51,6 75 L7643, 7 1
NEWTON 7 89¢9 8741 91e7 6460 91el 45,9 46e2 L4541 79 61998 1
POLK 1 973 9240 98¢5 68e¢1 93249 4847 4761 45,2 74 6560, 0
ROME 1 96e0 9245 9GUe7 6665 9341 4740 4762 4743 77 52378, 5
TIFT 17 9643 9Ue3 92¢0 64eH 9269 4648 U457 U465 72 6197 3
WALTON 5 93,3 90eu 93e9 6b4el 92,9 4745 47,7 453 su  ussell |
WAYNE 14 93.3 92.9 90e7 63e4 951 45,0 Ghel 44,9 66 L6 0N, g

CATEGORY 18
SYSTEMS

ADA 4001 TO 9000

INCOME PERCENTILE 61 TO 80
CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRADc 4 BELOW 84

ilO SCHOOL OR SYSTEM FELL IN THIS CATEGORY




CATEGORY 17
SYSTEMS

ADA 4001 YO 9000
INCOME PERCENTILE 61 TO 80
CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRADE & 84 TO 99.9

COMPOSITE TAP SCORE 1 TAP SCCRE 2
BS GRADE 8 GRADE 11 GRADE 11

AN 93.3 MEAN 46.9 ME AN 4646
De 12.6 S.0. 9.9 SeDe 19.2
TH 7 102.1 75TH Z 53.8 75TH % 5343
TH % ac 3 50TH % 46.3 SGTH % 46.1
TH % 85.1 25TH % 39.5 25TH % 29.1

\TV CATV ITBS ITBS TAP 1 TAP 2 TAF 3 7 ABOVE
ADE GRADE GRADE GRAUE GRADE GRADE GRAGE MIN.SUB

3 11 4 8 i1 11 i1 LEVEL ADA
[4 9343 6346 93.9 4663 4646 Lideb 66 5937
L9 9147 6363 90e4 462 45,2 Ubeb 05 5238
b3 9344 64e8 9148 4543 45.8 47.0 67 6912

b2 QLUe7 6247 C3¢7 ULbelh W72 UOLL 77 7361
o1 89.5 63.0 91.3 L4.9 4540 Lyel 62 5645
9 9645 62e7 9640 495 4845 4B 67 4616
o7 102.4 63+.0 98.0 518 51.5 51.6 75 L7643
1 91.7 64e 0 91.1 45.9 Lbec 4541 79 6199
e 9845 68e41 92,9 48,7 4741 U4de2 74 6560
9 947 6645 93¢l L7.0 47,2 47,3 77 5237
e3 92.0 6Ueb 92.9 4648 U457 ULDWS 72 6197
oV 93.9 6he1 92.9 “7.5 L7e7 Loe3 80 455¢
+9 907 6344 95.1 45.0 4bob 449 66 4609

CATEGORY 18
SYSTEMS

ADA 4001 7O 9000

INCOME PERCENTILE 61 TO 8C
CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRADt 4 BELOW 84

NO SCHOOL OR SYSTEM FELL IN THIS CATEGORY

TAF SCORE 3
GRADE 11
ME AN 46.5
Se0D. 9.6
75TH % 53.3
50TH % 45.9
25TH % 39.9
CoSsT ATS 7%
PR IN NON-
CHILD SYS FAIL
433 5734 95.7
423 7338 98.7
439 7130 97.0
448 7406 95.5
Lob 7141 94,5
435 7216 96.5
4838 8076 92.6
b4 7813 93.7
395 . 7357 95.8
531 7444 93,9
Gyu2 7127 95.2
498 6632 90.3
434 7513 9643

YA
RET.

S8.6
97.2
97.9
97.4
97.9
97.6
C3els
37.2
97.3
9¢.8
97.2
97.6
G7.5

N
-




-

COMPOSITE
IT8S GRACE &4
MEAN 61.6
S.0e 9.7
75TH % 67.7
S50TH 7% 59.0
25TH 7% 55.0
CATV
SYSTEM NAME CESA GRADE
DIST 4
CRISP 1z 91.0
LECATUR CO 16 86.0
MANUEL 1L 88.9
MERIWZTHER &6 90.0
THOMASVILLE 16 95.7
VALDOSTA 17 89.7

CATEGORY 19
SYSTEMS

ADA 4001 YO 9000
INCOME PERCENTILE 41 70 60
CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRADE 4 103 COR ABOVE

NO SCHOOL OR SYSTEM FELL IN THIS CATEGORY

CATEGORY 20
SYSTEMS

ADA 4801 TO 9000
INCOME PERCENTILE 41 TO €0
CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRADE &4 84 TO 99.9

COMPGSIT: TAP SCORE 1 TAP SCORE £
IT3S GRADE 8 GRADE 11 - GRADE 11 4
SQUQ 1&.3 S.D. 908 S.D. go 9.7
75TH % 99.0 75TH % 51.1 75Th 7 S1. 37 7
SOTH %  87.9 50TH % 44,5 SO0TH 7 uu, SO
25TH % 81.9 25TH %  38.5 25TH 7z 38. 9N ,
CATV CATV ITBS ITBS TAP 1 TAP 2 TAP 3 % ABOVE C!
GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRAUE GRADE MIN,SUB GR!

8 11 L 8 11 11 11 LEVEL L
67.7 88.6 61.6 91.2 43.6 43.9 43.6 54 91.
8‘003 87.8 600!6 8706 ‘03.5 ‘03.0 103014 59 86.
8J.1 90.6 61 J 4 c2.0 45,3 45.2 LiyeS 55 { 88,
8‘0.& 87.7 5909 88.0 ‘05.5 ‘0‘0.7 ‘0‘0.9 57 90‘
91.4 90.2 65.3 9b4el 43.9 45.3 45,2 68 35 |
91.8 93.9 6146 94,0 48.0 48.0 Y4o.0 57

89,




CATEGORY 19
SYSTEMS

ABA 4001 TO 9000
INCOME PERCENTILE 41 T0O 60
CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRADE 4 100 OR ABOVE

NO SCHOOL OR SYSTEM FELL IN THIS CATEGORY

CATEGORY 28
SYSTEMS

ADA 4001 TO 9000
INCOME PERCENTILE 41 TO €
CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRADE 4 84 TO 99,9

m

COMPGCSITE TAP SCORE 1 TAP SCORE 2 TAF SCORE 3
IT4S GRADE 8 GRADE 11 GRADE 11 GRADE 11

}

&

MEAN 91.2 MEAN 45.0 MEAN 45.1 MEAN 44.6
Seue 12.3 S.D. 9.8 5.0. 9.7 S.0. 8.9
75TH 7 99,0 75TH 7% 51.1 75TH % 51.5 75TH 7 50.0
50TH 87.9 50TH % 44 .5 50TH 7% Lh. 4 50TH 43.5
25TH 81.9 25TH 7% 3845 25TH 7% 38.7 25TH % 38.4

»

UL WO N O -
OO0 NN

o
p =]
-4
<

CATV CATV ITBS ITBS TAP 1 TAP 2 TAP 3 % ABOVE CosT %
GRADC GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRAUE GRADE MIN.SUB PER NON-

8 11 4 8 - 11 11 11 LEVEL ADA CHILD FAIL

877 8846 61.6 91.2 43.6 43,9 43.6 54 4100 472 96.2
8403 87.8 604 87,6 4345 43.0 43.4 53 4983 332 92.6
83¢1 90.6 6l.4 92,0 U45.3 45.2 44.5 55 4295 433 94.5
B4e2 877 59.9 88.0 45.5 44,7 44,9 57 L2432 427 93.6
91.4 90e2 853 9hel 43.9 45,3 45,2 60 4023 599 95.3
91.8 93.9 61,6 94,0 48,0 48.0 4o0.0 57 6942 431 94.2




CATEGORY 21
SYSTEMS

ADA 4001 TO 9000
INCUME PERCENTILE 41 TO €0
CAT VERBAL SCOR: AT GRADE 4 BELOW 84

NO SCHOOL OR SYSTEM FELL IN THIS CATEGORY

CATEGORY 22
SYSTEMS

ABA 4001 TO 9040
INCOME FERCENTILE 0 TO 40
CAT VERSAL SCORE AT GRADE &4 103 OR ABOVE

NO SCHOOL OR SYSTEM FELL IN THIS CATEGORY

CATEGORY 23
SYSTEMS

ABA 40601 TO 30uD
INCOME PERCENTILE 0 TO 40
CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRADE 4 84 T0 99,9

NO SCHOOL OR SYSTEM FELL IN THIS CATEGORY




CATEGORY 24
& SYSTEMS

-

ADA 4401 TO 9000
INCOME PERCENTILE 0 TO 430
CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRADE 4 EELOW 84

COMPOSITE COMPOSITE 16P SCORE 1 TAP SCORE 2 BITE

ITBS GRALE &4 ITeS GRADE 8 GRADE 11 GRADE 11 LE
MEAN 5846 MEAN 84.0 ME AN 40.3 MEAN 40.0 54
SelUes 7.0 S.0. 8elt S.0. 8.4 3400 8.0 7
75TH % 61.4 75TH % 86.b 75TH %4 4541 75TH % bt.3 61
50TH % 57.4 50TH 4 8243 50TH % 3943 50TH % 39.0 57
25TH % 5445 25TH % 78 .9 25TH 7 341 25TH % 34.5 54

CATV CATV CATV ITBS 1ITBS TAP 1 TAP 2 TAF 3 7% ABOVE .,
SYSTcM WAME CESA GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRAUE GRADE MIN.SUB SA
DIST 4 8 11 4 8 11 11 11 LEVEL ADA ST
BURKc 1C 83+.0 79.4 80e2 58.6 BUel 40e3 40.0 41,0 27 4039 C

8.




CATEGORY 24
SYSTEMS

ADA 4u01 TO 9000
INCOME PERCENTILE 0 TO 49
CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRADt 4 BELOW 84

pITE COMPOSITE 18P SCORE 1 TAP SCORE 2 TAP SCORE 3
RLE & ITES GRADE 8 - GRADE 11 GRADE 11 GRADE 11

5846 MEAN 840 ME AN 4043 MEAN 40.0 MEAN 41.0

700 SOD. 80“ S.DO 80“ SODO 800 SOD. 801
o6lels 75TH % 86.0 75TH % 45,1 75TH % Lie3 75TH % Loel
57.4 >0TH % 8243 S0TH % 39.3 S0TH % 39.0 50TH 7% 4044
5445 25TH 7% 7849 25TH 7% 341 25TH 7% 3445 25TH 7% 35.1

CATV CATV CATV ITBS ITBS TAP 1 TAP 2 TAF 3 % ABOVE COST ATS % A
FSA GRADE GRAQE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRAUE GRADE MIN.SUB PER IN NON- RET.
IST b4 8 11 b 8 11 11 11 LEVEL ADA CHILD SYS FAIL

pC  83¢0 794 80e2 58¢6 84e0 40e3 4040 41,0 27 4039 413 6941 93.8 97.0




CATEGORY 25
SYSTLMS

ADA 2000 TO 40u0
INCOME PERCENTILE 81 TO w¢
CAT VERZAL SCORE AT GRADE 4 100 CR AtOVE

COMPOSITE COMFOSITE TAP SCORE 1 TAP SCCRE 2
IT8S GRALE & ITBS GRADE 8 GRADZ 11 GRADL 1l

MEAN 6v.0 MEAN 983 MEAN ML AN
5>e0 1i.0 SetUe 13.8 SeOe Sebe

{5TH 77.5 75TH 7 108.8 75TH 5 75TH
>0TH 69.0 S0TH % 93.2 50TH 50TH
25TH 59.8 25TH 7% 874 25TH . 25TH

CATv CAIV CATV ITBS 1I18S TAP 1 TAP 2 TAF 3
SYSTEM NAMc CESA GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE MIN.SUB
DIST 4 8 i1 4 8 11 11 i1 LEVEL ADA

CALHOUN CITY + 102¢2 9847 99.3 7144 10063 5043 49.7 43.8 97
DALTON ¢ 10042 9644 10645 6941 98e4 49,3 5049 50.1 89
FAYETTE 7 1009 9541 9842 5749 97.2 4LBsd U48.3 Uu7.¢ 8¢
GAINESVILLE 3 1015 9Y9.0 1023 63.9 100,06 505 51.9 51,2 82




CATEGORY 25
SYSTEMS

ADA 2000 TO 40ULO

2013
3969
2900

INCOME PERCENTILE 81 TC S¢
CAT VERJSAL SCORE AT GRADE 4 103 OR ABOVE
COMFGSITE TAP SCORE 1 TAP SCCRE 2
ITBS GRAQDE 8 GRADEZ 11 GRADL 11
MEAN 9843 MEAN 49.9 MEAN 50e3
SeUe 13.8 SeUe 9.2 S0 9.9
75TH % 103.8 75TH % 5bels 75TH 7 57Tl
50TH X« 93.2 S50TH 7 5062 50TH 7 S5Ce8
25TH %4 874 25TH 4347 25TH 7 4348
CATV CATV ITBS 118BS TAP 1 TAP 2 TAF 3 ABCVE
GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE MIN.SUB
8 11 4 8 11 i1 LEVEL
S3¢7 9963 T1leh4 10043 49,7 L3.8 97
96«4 100645 69.1 9844 509 5d.1l 89
95,1 98.2 6749 97.2 LB8.3 LT7.E 8¢
99,0 1023 6849 100s0 519 51,3 32

319€

TAFf SCORE 3
GRADE 11

M AN
SeDo
{5TH
50TH
26TH

CoST
PER
CHILD

449
503
456
519

NN

ATS
It
SYS

7747
8600
6869
7785

49,5

9.7
5665
49.7
4341

A
NON-
FAIL

93.0
9645
94,2
95.1



CATEGORY 26
SYSTEMS

ADA 2400 TO 4000
INCOME PEPCENTILE 81 TO $9
CAT VHRBAL SCOR{: AT GRAUE 4 84 TO 99,9

COMPOS1ITL COMPCSITL TAP SCORE 1 TAP SCORE 2
1T8S GRALE & 1TeS GRADE 8 GRADE 11 GRAD: 11

SeDo 9.6 Sele 11.9 Se Do 9.2 Selis 9.8
I5TH 714 75TH ; 102.1 75TH % 5441 /STH 7 53.9
50TH 6ce? 50TH 92.3 50TH % L4745 5CTH % L7.8
¢5TH 573 25TH 8540 25TH % 40.9 25TH % 48.9

CATV CATV CATV ITBS IT8S TAP 1 TAP 2 TAF I % ARQV:
SYSTEM WAME CtSA GRADE GRADE GRADF GRADE GKADE GRAUE GRADE GKADE MIN,SUR
BIST 4 8 11 4 8 11 11 i1 LEVEL ADA

SARROW
CARROLLTON
CHATTOO0uA
GADLC
FANNIN
FRANKLIN
GURDON
HARALSON
JLFF JAVIS
MUY
STEPHINS

9443 G2l 94, & 63.9 9240 L7.5 L6e9 boes? 82 3552
9549 98.7 99,0 6448 9843 49,5 494 43,2 &2 2379
9249 8345 9Cec 6HLe3 9242 47,7 4741 UL7.1 82 3384
Y54 92eB6 9GDBe8 63e9 GUeb ULT7.5 4B,0 ULl,5 85 2106
GhebH Y34S% 9746 65¢7 9€ed L4BJL S0e1 U4EGS 89 273¢
97,0 Yle4 95,4 65,8 9¢.9 Lbel 48.1 L7.2 81 2903
92k 6249 93e5 6345 9GUeT 4bhel 43I0 45,9 87 3382
9¢.9 NN g€c,1 62.1 91,3 Lbl.4 45.0 L7.6 8% 2228
95404 SJeb 89,7 ©3.p 93.2 4he7 L. Lyoly 85 2343
93e9 Gles 9748 65e2 9249 U487 4BeH L47,.6 as 322¢
98e7 9542 98¢l 6747 9646 4349 48,5 44,0 82 3998

[
P e GIRO R O

€




TS

4

o6
ol
o7

CATvV
LRADE

he3
95.9
92.9
95 e ¢
94.%
9740
92.4
9¢.9
956 L
4269
9847

COMPCSITL

LTS

MZ AN
S.U.
{5TH
5O0TH
25TH

CATV
GrRADE
8

G2y
93.7
6345
8246
934
Yle 4
5249
Gl
G3eb
9lee

99.2

GRADE

CATEGORY 286

ADA 2400 TO 4000

SYSTc

MS

INCOME PERCENTILE 81 TO SS9
CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRAUE 4 84 10 99,9

8

9442
11.9
4 102.1
%4 9243
% 85410

CATv
11

9448
99.0
96.c
96.8
97.6
95.4
93.5
9t.1
89.7
37.8
98.1

I118S
GRADF GRADE

4

63.9
648
bhe3
63.9
6547
6548
63.5
62e1
063.6
652
6747

TAP SCORc 1 TAP SCORE 2
GRADE 11 GRADc 11
MEAN L7.€ ME AN 7.7
SOD. 9.2 Seblae 9.8
75TH % 54.1 /5TH % 53.9
S0TH ¥% 47.% 5CTH % L7.8
25TH % 40.9 25TH % 40.9
IT8S TAP 1 TAP 2 TAF 3 ¥ A30OV:
GRADE GRAUE GRAUE GKADE MIN,SUR
8 11 11 i1 LEVEL ADA
3%e0 U47e¢5 U4B4S ULpe7 82 3552
98e3 4945 U49.4 43,2 a2 2379
82¢2 47,7 4741 47.1 82 3384
9446 L4746 48,0 L7 .5 8% 2108
G€eU 4B.4 5041 ULELS 89 273¢
92e9 4BL4 LB.1 47,2 81 2903
G4e9 44e2 430 45,9 87 3382
91e3 4744 ULSep 47,6 85 2228
93e2 L4447 LL.I9 Lyl 85 2343
9243 4847 LB8.B U47.6 88 322¢
96e6 48,9 4845 43.0 82 3998

13

TAP SCORE 3

GRADE 11

M AN L7.¢
5.0 8.9
75TH % 535
50TH ¥ 4Lbe8
25TH % Ll.0

CoST ATS %
P2R [N NON=-
CHILY SYT FAIL
493 6324 94,8
455 731% 97.1
379 6862 SBb.5
335 6770 2.1
4o3 6739 95,2
425 697% 93.3
372 7064 96,2
413 6507 97.1
492 6942 Q5.0
351 6980 93,2
428 6947 95,2

~zTe

3660
8.4
95,0
9646
Sb.2
S7.2
97.3
96.9
96.8
96.9
97.6




T

CATEGORY 27
SYSTEMS

ADA 2000 YO 4gO0O
INCOME PERCENTILE 81 T0 99
CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRADE 4 BELOW 84

NO SCHOOL OR SYSTEM FELL IN THIS CATEGORY

CATEGORY 28
SYSTEMS

ADA 2G00 TO 4000
INCOME PERCENTILE 61 TO 80
CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRADE & 100 OR ABOVE

CUMPCSITE COMPOSITE TAP SCORE 1 TAP SCORE 2
LT3S GRADE 4 IT3S GRADE 8 GRADE 11 GRADE 1%
MEAN 71.1 MEAN 99 .6 MEAN L8.1 MEAN 43.8
Sele 9.7 S.D. 11.4 SeDe 8.6 SeDe 9.6
75TH % 78.2 75TH % 107 .8 75TH % 63.3 7STH % 56.1
$0TH % 71.3 50TH % 93.5 50TH % 47.9 5CTH % 49,7
¢5TH %4 63.9 25TH % 9J).3 25TH % 4246 25TH % 43.7
CATV CAIv CATV ITBS ITBS TAP 1 TAP 2 TAP 3 % ArOV<
SYSTEM NAMz CeSA GRADE GRAQUE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE MIN.SUB
DIST L 3 11 L 8 11 14 11 LEVEL ADS
CARTERSVILLE 1 1025 976c 10061 7141 99,6 43e1 49.8 50.9 79 217

L

K GIN N -

VATV

bRADE

245



CATEGORY 27
SYSTEMS

ADA 2000 TO 4000
INCOME PERCENTILE 81 TO 99
CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRADE & BELOW 84

NO SCHOOL OR SYSTEM FELL IN THIS CATEGORY

CATEGORY 28
SYSTEMS

ADA 20600 TO 4000
INCOML PERCENTILE 61 TO 80
CAT VERBAL SCORE A1 GRADE & 100 OR ABOVE

COMPOSITE TAP SCORE ¢ TAP SCORE 2 TAP SCORE 3
ITeS GRADE 8 GRADE 11 GRADE 11t GRAD" 11
b MEAN 99,6 MEAN L48.1 ME AN 43,8 MEAN 50.9
7 Sele 1.4 Se0o 8.6 S¢0. 9,6 S¢D00 10,6
2 75TH % 107 .9 75TH 7 53.3 79TH % 56,1 75TH % 58.7
3 50TH % 93,5 S50TH %« 47.9 50TH % 42,7 30TH % 50e4
) 25TH 7 93,8 25TH ¥ 42 46 25TH % 43,7 25TH % L4.7
CATV CATIV CATV ITBS ITBS TAP 1 TAP 2 TAF 3 Z AEOV™ CIST ATS % %
bRADE GRAUE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE MIN,SUSB PR IN NON- RiT,
4 8 11 4 8 11 11 11 LEVEL AQD0A CHILD SYS FAIL

L]




-

CATEGORY 29
SYSTEMS .

ADA 2000 TO 4066 >
INCUMt PERLENTILE 61 TO 80 4
CAT VCRBAL SCORE AT GRADE 4 84 TO 99,9 :

LOMPOSITC TAP SCORE 1 TAP SCORE 2

IT35 GRADE 8 GKADE 11 GRADE 11
Mc AN 91.8 FEAN 4548 MEAN ~Jels
S.U. 12.3 s.o. 10.0 S.D. 10.1
75TH 7 9945 75TH % 5243 7S5TH % 52,38
50TH % 83.1 50TH 7% 45,5 50TH % 45,0
25TH 7 8243 25TH % 38.8 25TH 7 38,5

CATv CATv IT8S IT18S TAP 1 TAP 2 TAP 2 % ABOVE

CeSA GRADE GRAUE GRADE GRRADE GRADE GRADE GRAUE GRADE MIN.SUB

COUMPUSITe
+ T3S GKACE &
MZAN 6347
Sedoe 9.5
/5TH 4 Tue2
20TH VA 6le7
<STH 74 Sbe?
catv
SYSTEM iNAME
DIST 4
AMERICU> 1¢ S1.1
APPLING 14 94,0
BERRI:ZN 17 97.¢
BuUTTS 7 87.6
CAMDEN 1t 93,1
VECATUR CITY & 91.9
LODGE 15 90.2
DUSLIN 12 97.9
ELFFINGHAM 1% 87.c
ELBeRrT b 92.9
HART S 9544
JONES 8 93.6
LAMAR 7/ 89.7
LIBERTY 1% 92.6
MADISON Y 85,8
.MCOUFFIc 10 90.7
MONROE € 92.1
FICKENS 2 G446
PIERCE 18 9640
TATTNALL 14 92.8

3 11 4 8 11 11 11 Lo vEL
60e7 9067 626 G0eir 47¢9 45¢5 L4546 61 2H
87 . 8946 6Blhel 92,0 U43e8 43,8 Lb.k 69 3 .
9506 9208 6609 9“.“ “706 “60“ “7.2 7“ 2
8740 9646 62e0 9142 4762 4543 452 72 2
¢l 9Ueb 63e8 9042 4341 U4Le2 43.6 75 2
830k U5 64e5 B985 46,9 477 47.6 62 3 no
88438 88.8 6ie9 91.8 43.9 4362 Luy0 €3 3 ¢
9542 10149 67¢3 98¢7 53¢l 52.4 5340 65 3 .
¢4 9343 61¢5 9147 UE.S 47,1 LES 70 2 S
91e4 8905 64e2 93e3 U44eD 4348 Luob 70 QS
87¢3 91,7 63,8 902 Ulhel U448 Lu4e8 77 33N v
Ydel 89.4 6Gwed 2.0 44,9 45,1 L5414 63 2 ‘
85e¢3 83e0 61e1 8942 4067 4043 41.6 76 2 v
8603 3.3 6“.2 9104 4605 Q“og Q“og 79 3
G2eo J6.0 65.0 GLed 49,2 48.1 47,2 80 31
85¢5 8949 62¢8 9040 4542 45,1 LL4e€E 65 i3
B3¢9 8646 6146 905 4346 U41e7 431 03 2
92¢9 9546 6469 GUeb U4UT7el4 ULBJB 48,2 77 24
9162 9262 65¢8 92e8 U476 UL4e8 4743 84 X (
8901 9061 62,4 88¢1 LL4e3 44,8 Li4o7 61 2




CATEGORY 29
SYSTEMS

ADA 2000 YO 4000
INCOM: PERCENTILE 61 TO 80
CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRADE 4 84 TO 99,9

c LOMPOSITCE TAP SCORE 1 TAP SCORE 2 T°F SCORE 2

p 4 IT35S GRADE 8 GKADE 11 GRADE 11 GRADE 11

b3 o7 MzAN 91.8 MEAN L5.8 MEAN 45.4 MEAN 45,6

9.5 Sele 12.3 SeDe 10.0 SeOe 10.1 5.0 9.4

L.2 75TH % 93.5 75TH % 52.3 75TH % 52.3 75TH 7 51.8

1.7 50TH % 833.1 50TH 7% 45.5 50TH % 45.90 * S50TH % bS.2

Oe7 25T+ 4 8243 25TH 7% 38.8 25TH 7% 3845 25TH % 39,6
CATV CATv CATV IT3S IT8S TAP 1 TAP 2 TAP 3 % ABOVE COST ATS % %
GRADE GRAUE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE MIN.SUB PZR IN NON- RzT.

L 3 11 L 8 11 11 11 LcVEL ADA CHILD SYS FAIL

91.1 Boe7 9047 6246 90k U47.9 45.5 45,6 61 2771 4obh 6115 96.6 97.6
4.0 89.0 89.6 6Usl 92,0 U3.8 43,8 Li.4 69 3461 442 7245 94,2 97,3
970 934& 9248 6669 Ul 4745 4Bk 47,2 74 2612 422 67686 94.6 97.9
87¢6 87.0 9646 6240 91.2 47.2 45.3 45,2 72 2337 479 7366 9642 97.1
93¢1 €941 QU6 6348 90,2 43.1 44,2 43.6 75 2949 425 78035 95.1 98,4
919 88.4 94,5 6H4.5 89,8 Ub.9 47,7 4L7,.6 62 3671 577 828C 95.6 98.5
962 8848 88.8 61.9 91.8 43.9 43.2 44,0 €3 341€ 439 66338 95.9 97,7
979 9542 101.9 67¢3 98,7 53.1 5244 53.0 65 3555 424 7311 87.5 97.2
87¢c 83e4 93,3 6145 91,7 uUE.5 47.1 uLE,5 70 425 403 6749 93,9 97.7
9249 91e4 B8Ye5 642 93,3 44D 43.8 Lu.b4 70 3645 425 6859 95.4 98,0
95¢4 8743 9147 6348 90.2 ULhel 44,3 L4.8 77 3381 420 6989 95.3 97.7
93¢6 9del 89.4 H4¢3 92,0 4HL.9 U45.1 45,4 63 2750 402 6544 97.9 c8.1
89¢7 8543 83.0 6Llel 89,2 40.7 40.3 41.6 76 2078 422 730b 9644 95,3
9246 884> 92.3 6Le2 Yi.4 HE.5 44,9 44,9 79 3233 420 7062 92.7 97.7

5.8 92.0 9640 6540 948 49,2 48.1 47.3 80 3062 451 6997 95.3 97.9
907 8545 8949 628 90.0 45.2 45.1 U44,€ 65 3390 333 6820 92.5 96.8

2.1 8d.9 8646 616 90,5 43.6 41.7 43.1 03 2375 L34 7313 93,6 97.4
S4e06 92,9 95.6 6449 U6 U474 48.8 48,2 77 2082 425 7019 95.4 938.7
F 9660 91e2 92.2 65¢8 92.8 4746 44,8 47,3 84 2364 421 6774 98,5 98.1
2.8 8v.1 90.1 62.4 B88.1 44e3 44,8 44,7 61 2987 443 6526 97.0 97.7 *

15




SYSTEM waMe

TELFALR
THOMAS
THOMASTUN
TI0M35
TROUP
UFSON
VIDAL LA
WARLE
WILKINSUN

CATv

CueSA GRrRADE
DIST 4
1o 93.9
1e 93.L
7 94,5
it 93.9
[ 93.7
7 9G4
1+ 96.1
1z 96.1
S 89.1

GATvVv CATV
GRAUE GRADE
8 11
90ec 96,9
674 8S.7
9ze7 9348
0/eu 9C.5
6Je4 9L e 0
8d.1 8232.9
92e4 Y9conr
G443 9¢€.7
73.5 83.4

IT3S

GRASL

4

6".1
blels
54.9
53.9
555
624
S4e3
64.9
60.8

CATZG0RY ¢9 (LONTINJED)

173S
GRADEL
8
9Z.3
8%.3
95.¢
Aie3

CSielt

Quels
€z.9
9460
8cel

SYSTEMS

TAP 1
LRAJE
11

45.2
4543
4C .4
45.2
42,93
3.2
4543
48.3
41.8

TAP 2 TAF 2
GRAD® GRALE
11 11
4Beu Ll
LY et “303
472 4/Wt
45.1 45.4
45,2 Laot
L1, 4ie8
46.4 4o.C
L7.4 47,.€
41.5 LZeC

CATEGORY 28

AGA 2000 TO 4080

SYSTEMS

INCOME PERCENTILE 61 TO &8¢
CAT VERBAL SUORE AT GRADt 4 BELOW 84

NO SCHOOL OR SYSTEM FELL IN THIS CATEGORY

CATEGORY 3%

ADA 2000 TO 4000

SYSTEMS

INCOML PERCENTILE 41 TO 60
CAT YERBAL SCORE AT GRADE &4 100 OR ABOVE

4 ALOVE
MIN,SU3
LEVEL

23
k2
74
be
72
25
685
79
8y

NO SCHOOL OR SYSTEM FELL IN THIS CATEGORY

16

Aja

2235
3640
<543
322
27323
2484
2231
3493
2108

YD G
A
~ L VI

38
L35
G444
378
421
333
378
i
L4

AT
<AL

Vel
7ot
2ol
7.\
et

¥,

Zen
P44 o .

Jat




CATZG0RY ¢9 (LONTINJED)
r SYSTEMS

JATV  CATV ITRS 1T3S TAP L TAP 2 TAF I 7 AGOVEL
RACE GKXADE GRADE GRADE LRAJE GRADT GRAL: MIN.SU3
) 11 L 8 11 i1 11 LZvEL AJA

A
LI
—t

.

uel 9.9 6‘0.1 9Z.3 45Se2 4540 G0l 21 2295
y?.q dg.i 6l 8909 ‘0503 45 e % ‘0).3 62 36‘40
L2 o7 3348 53,9 35,2 US4 47.2 4/.E 7h €543
7au It .5 53.9 AiLe3 45,2 45,1 LS. 4 be el32?
Jeu 9Le b6 55.5 SLien 42,93 45.1 Lyet: 73 2732
1 3el 2e3 B52.4 OQuel 4362 ULle7 G419 35 2484
F2oa et 54T G349 4343 4E.4 4ol C 65 2231
Pued G€e7 6449 GUes ULB8.3 L7.4 4T7.E 79 34383
F3e% 83l 6048 B8tel 41e3 4le5 42eE 8u 2108 443

ONN

¢ JEYS IRV IV T VIRV o IRV P 2T o IV ¢
XN NNMN

o o o
OV O O

CATEGORY 2390
SYSTEMS

AGA 2u00 TO 4030
INCONME PERCENTILE 61 TO 8C
CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRADt & BELOW 84

NO SCHOOL OR SYSTEM FELL IN THIS CATEGORY

CATEGORy 31
SYSTEHMS

ADA 2000 TO 4000
INCOME PERCENTILE 41 TO 60
CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRADE 4 100 OR ABOVE

NO SCHOOL OR SYSTEM FELL IN THIS CATEGORY




CATEGORY 32
SYSTEMS

ADA 2000 TO 4000
INCOME PERCENTILE 41 10 60
CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRADE &4 84 TO 99.9

COMPOSITE COMPOSITE TAP SCORE 1 TAP SCORE 2
IT8S GRAGE & ITBS GRADE 8 GRADE 11 GRADE 1t

MEAN 0243 MEAN 91.0 MEAN 44,5 MEAN 44,1
S.0. 9.3 S.0. 11.8 S.0. 10.0 S«De 10.4
75TH 67.9 75TH % 98.7 75TH 7, 51,0 75TH % 51.2
50TH 7 6Ue3 50TH % 88.2 50TH Z 43.7 56TH % 43.1
25TH 55.6 25TH 7 81.9 25TH % 37.5 25TH % 3663

CATVY CATV CATY ITBS ITBS TAP 1 TAP 2 TAP 3 % ABOVE
WAME CESA GRADz GRADZ GRADE GRADE GRADE LRADZ GRADE GRADE MIN,SUS
DIST 4 8 11 4 8 11 11 11 LEVEL AD

17 91.(. 8707 90.‘0 6107 8909 -{0308 105.0 LO‘O.L. 60
tARLY 1e 83,7 88e¢3 8762 62¢h4 91e9 44083 Ubhel 44,5 Lb
FITZLZRALD 17 498.9 90.38 el 65,4 9249 Lbe7 L4640 4Bl 53
GRADY 1t 83.6 872 8647 01,5 90.1 4461 44,41 Lge1 57
HARRIS 12 87 o4t 88.0 8t.5 5908 8807 42.8 10003 41.5
LAURENS 15 9245 687¢1 8%.0 62,6 89e8 45,0 43.0 43.9
MORGAN ] 8343 89.1 89.2 6d,8 92.2 45,1 4,1 45.0
PEACH 8 9303 9200 9208 6‘900 9306 ‘0609 “707 ‘0701
SCHREVEN 10 83e2 B84e5 Blhe?7 6242 89,2 408 40,9 4243
WAYCROSS 1t 966l Gued 9Ceb BLe3 2ie9 4542 455 43,7
WORTH l6 89.8 8ve¢ 8Eeb 61,2 89.9 43.8 43.0 43.0




BITE
AGE &

62.3

9.3
67.9
603
5546

CATvV
SA GRADC
(ST 4

91iec
83,7
Y8.9
83.6
874
92.5
88ec
93,3
8342
96.1
39.8

~ N~

T Co T ik

CATEGORY 32

ADA 2000 7O 4000

SYSTEMS

INCOME PERCENTILE 41 T0 60
CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRADE 4 84 TO 99.9

COMPOSITE
GRADE 8

1T8s

ME AN
S.O.
75TH
50TH
25TH

CATVM
GRAGE
8

877
88.3
90.8
874>
83.u
b7.1
89.1
S2.0
84e5

SJed
4

N NN

CAT
GRAD
11

904
87.2
93.4
8667
85.5
8S.0
89.2
92.8
Bhe7
90.6
BGel

91.0
11.8
98.7
8842
81.9

vV ITBS
E GRADE
4

61.7
62+ 4
654
61.5
59.8
6246
63.8
64el
62,2
6Le3
61.2

11

TAP SCORE 1 TAP SCORE 2
GRADE 11 GRADE 11
MEAN 44,5 MEAN Lol
SeDe. 10.0 SeDe 10. 4
75TH 7 51.0 75TH 7% 51.2
50TH % 43.7 56TH % 43,1
25TH = 375 25TH % 3663
ITBS TAP 1 TAP 2 TAP 3 % ABOVE
GRADE LRAD:z GRADE GRADE MIN.SU3
8 11 11 11 LEVEL ADA
89¢9 438 4540 44l 60 281¢
91.9 L4.8 Lol L4 eb 46 2583
9249 4047 4640 4B6l1 53 2150
90e1 L4hel G461l L4e1 57 3851
88,7 428 “033 415 49 2Lhuye
89.8 45,0 43¢0 43.9 58 2878
9242 4541 44e1 45,0 53 2408
93e6 L4649 L4747 471 60 3437
89¢2 4068 4069 4243 57 2957
G269 4542 4545 43,7 57 3812
8969 4348 4340 43.0 59 3571

TAF SCORE 3
GRADE 11
MEAN Libhel
S.0. 9.3
75TH 7% 49,9
50TH % 43.3
25TH 7% 37.9
CoST ATS 7%
PER IN NON-
CHILD SYS FAIL
432 6232 97.2
541 6440 98.0
496 6827 S4.0
439 6825 95,2
475 7095 97.6
548 7444 94,0
427 6266 9247
458 7954 92,2
4ol 6077 95.6
546 7458 95.4
432 6517 95,5

7
RET,

S7e4
97.7
95.6
97.8
93.0
93,0
974
98.1
974
9742
97.4




CATEGORY 33
SYSTEMS

ABA 2000 TO 4000
INCOME PERGENTILE 41 TO €p
CAT VERBAL SGCORE AT GRADE 4 BELOW 84

NO SCHOOL OR SYSTEM FELL IN THIS CATEGORY

CATEGORY 34
SYSTEMS

ADA 2000 TO 4000
INCOME PERCENTILE 0 TO 40
CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRADE 4 100 OR ABOVE

NO SCHOOL OR SYSTEM FELL IN THIS CATEGORY




CATEGORY 35
SYSTEMS S,

TG

ADA 2000 TO 4000
INCOME PERCENTILE 0 TO 40
CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRADE 4 84 TO 99,9

COMPOSITL COMPOSITCE TAP SCORE 1 TAP SCORE 2 SITe

ITBS GRADE 4 ITHS GRADE 8 GRADE 11 GRADE 11 \UE
MEAN 59,8 ME AN 86.8 MEAN 40,8 MEAN 39.9 59

S.0. 8.3 S.Us 10.1 S0 9.1 Se0. 8.9 8
75TH % 3.9 75TH % 91,6 75TH % 463 75TH % 45,3 b3
23TH % 58.4 SO0TH % 8442 SOTH % 39,5 50TH % 39,1 58
¢5TH % 5445 25TH % 79.8 25TH % 34.9 25TH % 33.5 54

CATV CATV CATV ITBS ITBS TAP 1 TAP 2 TAF 3 % ABOVE
SYSTEM NAME (ESA GRADE GRAUE GRADE GRADE GRAUE GRADE GRADE GRADE MIN,SUS SA
DIST 4 3 11 4 8 11 11 i1 LEVEL A ST
LROOKS 17 89.8 8740 86+8 6243 8942 L41.6 L41.8 42.5 39 28

7
puoLy 12 85.3 80.4 83¢7 59¢1 84eId 4248 41.2 L4U.5 34 22 2
GREENE 5 8843 79.9 79.5 62.2 85.4 40e1 39,5 40,9 29 20 5
HANCOCK 9 88eb 81.5 79.7 57.0 85.3 39.7 37.1 38.6 17 2¢ g
JEFFERSUN 1o 85.3 6443 81e1 59.7 88.8 40.1 40.3 G4l.1 39 39 U
MITCHELL 16 80,7 77.¢ 82.5 58.9 83.5 4065 39.2 42.1 32 22 6
SUMT R 12 85.5 81e2 80¢8 6067 859 42,1 40¢1 41.3 26 20 2
WASHINGTON 9 8847, B4el B82.3 59,0 88e3 41.0 39.8 42.9 31 39 g




CATEGORY 35
7 SYSTEMS

ADA 2000 TO 4000
INCOME PRCENTILE 0 TO 40
CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRADE 4 84 TO 99,9

bITeE COMPOSITE TAP SCORE 1 TAP SCORE 2 TAP SCORE 3
\LE 4 IT8S GRADE 8 GRADE 11 GRADE 11 GRADF 11

59.8 ME AN 86.8 MEAN 40.8 MEAN 39.9 ME AN bleot

8.3 Sele 10.1 S.D. 9.1 5.0, 8.9 SeD. 8.2

b3.9 75TH % 91.6 75TH % 4be3 75TH % 45.3 75TH % 46.1

58.4 50TH % 84 .2 50TH % 39.5 20TH % 39.1 50TH % bi.7

54.5 25TH % 79.8 25TH % 34.9 25TH % 33.5 25TH % 35.2

CATV CATV CATV ITBS 1ITBS TAP 1 TAP ¢ TAF 3 % ABOVE CoST ATS % A

ESA GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRAUE GRADE GRADE GRADE MIN.SUS PIR IN NON=- RET,
EST 4 3 11 L 8 11 11 i1 LEVEL ADA CHILD SYS FAIL

7 89.8 87.0 B86e8 6243 89:2 U41.6 41,8 42.5 39 288¢ 546 6529 93.2 S7.6
¢ B85e3 8Je4 38347 5941 B84eI 42.8 41.2 4U.5 34 2230 454 6222 ©%1.7 9643
5 8843 79.9 79.5 62.2 85.4 40.1 39.5 40.9 29 2050 499 6574 93.0 96.3
3 8806 B8le5 7947 57.0 853 39.7 37«1 3B8.6 17 2<48 458 6914 92.2 96.3
Lt 8543 6443 B81e1 59,7 88.8 40,1 40.3 b4l.1 39 3939 433 64LE1 97.7 97.4%
b 80e7 77.¢ B82.5 5849 83.5 40.5> 39,2 42.1 32 2205 54¢ 6818 93.6 87,2
12 85.5 81.2 80.8 60.7 85.9 42,1 40.1 41,3 26 2054 344 5924 91.5 96.8
9 8847, B4el 8243 59,0 88.3 41.0 39.8 42.9 31 3927 457 6328 97.5 97.1

19




CATEGORY 36
SYSTEMS

ADA 2000 TO 4000
INCOME PERCENTILE 0 TO 40
CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRADE & BELOW 84

COMPOSITE COMPCSITE TAP SCORE 1 TAP SCORE 2
ITB8S GRADE & ITBS GKRADE 8 GRADE 11 GRADE 11

MEAN 57.9 MCAN 8448 MEAN 39.7 MEAN 39.9

Se0e 6e7 S+0. 10.9 SeDoe 9.0 SeDe 9.0

75TH 7 61.1 75TH % 89.0 75TH 7 bt ,7 75TH 7 L1 TR
A

20TH 56.9 S0TH 8243 S0TH % 39.2 20TH % 39.0
Z5TH Suel 25TH 7% 7746 25TH 7 324 25TH % 3363

CATV CAIv CATV ITBS 1IT8BS TAP 1 TAP 2 TAF 3 % ABGVE
SYSTEM NAME CESA GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE MIN.SUB
DIST b 8 11 4 8 11 11 11 LEVEL

MACON 12 83.9 82.2 83.9 58.0 853 41,0 41le4 42.8 2u
TERRELL 16 838 77¢6 76¢1 5748 83¢6 37el4 37¢3 3beb 30




CATEGORY 36
SYSTEMS

ADA 20600 TO 4o00¢C
INCOME PERCENTILE 0 TO 40
CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRADE &4 BELOW 84

COMPCSITE TAP SCORE 1 TAP SCORE 2 TAP SCORE 3
ITBS GRADE 8 GRADE 11 GRADE 11 GRADE 11

MEAN 8448 MEAN 39.7 MEAN 39.9 MEAN 4065
SeDe 109 SeDo 9.0 SeDoe 9.0 SeDo 846
75TH 89.0 75TH % b4,7 75TH 4640 75TH 4544
50TH 8243 '50TH % 33.2 »0TH 7 39,0 50TH 40,3
25TH 77 ¢6 25TH 7% Scols 25TH 33.3 ¢5TH 34e7

ATV CATV CATV ITBS 1I7TBS TAP 1 TAP 2 TAF 3 % ABOVE CoST ATS %
ADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE MIN,SUB PER IN NON-
4 8 11 4 8 11 11 11 LEVEL AUA CHILD SYS FAIL

9 8242 83e9 580 85,8 41.0 41lel4 42.8 24 2985 470 59€8 9643
8 77,6 T76¢1l 5748 836 37¢4 3743 366 30 2338 470 6576 93,9




CATEGORY 37
SYSTEMS

ADA BELOW 2000
INCOME PERCENTILE 81 TO <9
CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRAOE 4 1003 GR ABOVE

COMPOSITe COMPOSITE TAP SCORE 1
ITBS GRADE & IT8S GRAOE 8 GRADE 11

MZAN 6845 MEAN 98,9 MEAN 52.0

SeDe 16.6 Seus 11.7 SeDo 8.0 S.0.
75TH % 7643 75TH 4 107.5 75TH % 57.9 75TH
S0TH % 69.0 50TH % 97.5 S0TH % 51.2 50TH
25TH % 6063 25TH % 9u.0 ¢STH % 4o .8 25TH

CATV CATV CATV 1IT1BS IT8S TAP 1 TAP 2 TaAP 3
SYSTEM NAME CESA GRADE GRACE GRAOE GRAOE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE
0IST 4 8 11 4 8 11 11 i1

BREMEN 1 101.2 9848 102¢5 67¢1 102e0 5348 5244 51,3
CHICKAMAUGA 1 10240 9841 10249 69¢9 1000 5245 5046 49,7
TRION 1 1002 9249 95¢2 690 94eb 49¢1 49,3 U44e6




CATEGORY 37
SYSTEMS

ADA BELOW 2000
INCOME PERCENTIL. 81 TO <8
CAT VERBAL SLORE AT GRAUE & 100 GR ABOVE

t COMPOSITE TAP SCORE 1 TAP SCORE ¢ TAP SCORF 3

f
E 4 IT8S GRADE 8 GRADE 11 GRADE 11 CRACE 11
l0.6 Seue 1107 S.D. 8.0 S.D. B.8 SeDo 9.0
6e3 75TH 4 107 .5 75TH % 57.9 75TH % 5640 75TH % Shoel
9.0 20TH % 97 .5 S50TH 2% 51,2 50TH % 51.0 50TH % 48.6
ble 3 25TH % 9u .0 c5TH % 468 25TH % 44.8 25TH % 43.2
CATV CATV CATV I7TBS 1I18S TAP i TAP 2 TAP 3 % ABOVE COST ATS % %
A GRADc GRACE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE MIN.SUB FER IN NON- RET.
[ 4 8 11 4 8 11 11 11 LEVEL ADA CHILD SYS FAIL

10142 9848 102¢5 6741 10240 5348 5244 51,3 90 1072 441 7114 96.2 97.9
10240 9841 102¢9 69.9 1000 5245 5046 49.7 97 870 383 6766 91.5 97.4
1002 9245 9542 69¢0 9Uebd 49¢1 4943 L4.b 90 808 452 7812 92.4 95.7

i




CoMPOSITE
LvBS GKRADE 4
MZAN 6Le7
SeDe 9.4
/5TH 7 Ti.4
50TH % 633
25TH % 57«4
CATv
SYSTEM NAME CESA GRAOE
OIST L
BANKS S 93.0
BUFORD 4 96,7
COMMeRCe 5 99,7
GILMER < 96.8
JACKSON 5 97,2
WHITE 3 95,2

COMPCSITE

I1T8S

MEAN
S0,
75TH
50TH
25TH

CATV
GRADE
8

8ueb
9442
93.7
92.8

91.1
93,1

GRAOE

8

93.9
i1.8
42 101.9
A 92k
4 842

CATv
GRADE
11

9ce3
92.1
92.6
97.4
89.8
91.2

1188
GRADE
4

62.2
6Le3
66,4
66.4
65.1
629

CATEGORY 28
SYSTEMS

ADA BELOW 2000
INCOME PERCENTILE 81 TC 99
CAT VIRBAL SCORE AT GRADE & 84 Y0 99,9

TAP SCORE 1

MEAN
Soao
75TH
S0TH
25TH

I118S
GRADE
8

€8.9
94.9
95.1
96.0
9245
94.1

GRADE

11

45.9

9.5
52.5
4546
39.0

TAP SCORE 2
GRADE 11

AEAN 4L5.8
SeDe 9.7
75TH % 51.9
50TH % 4600
25TH % 19,2

TAP 1 TAP 2 YAF 2 % ABCVE
GRADE GRADt GRADE MIN.SUS

11

44e9
4640
47.3
L7.7
Ghed
4345

7]

11

43.8
45.1
47.2
4801
42.1
4b.1

11 LEVEL AD/
Loel 83 1114
L5.4 32 10064
4845 88 1424
boesl 87 186
4540 84 169
43.0 83 175

&

CATV
RADE

o0
o7
3o 7

o« 8

7 o
o2




e &

&

CATv
RADE

o0
4

o8
7ol
o2

COMPCSITE TAP SCORE 1
ITBS GRADE 8 GRADE 11
MEAN 93.9 ME AN 45.9
SeDe 11.8 Sede 9.5
75TH %4 101.9 75TH 7 52.5
50TH % 92.4 50TH % 4546
25TH % 84,2 25TH % 39,0
CATV CATV ITBS 1IT8S TAP 1 TAP 2

GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADt
8 11 4 8 11 11
8.0 9243 6242 88.9 L4e9 43.8
94¢2 92¢1 6463 9449 46.0 45,1
93¢7 9246 6604 9541 473 47.2
9248 974 BCol 9600 4747 4B8.1
91.1 B89.8 6561 92.5 44e1l 42.1
93¢1 9142 62¢9 9U¢1 43.5 Llu.l

CATEGORY 28

SYSTE

MS

ADA BELOW 2000
INCOME PERCENTILE 81 TO 99
CAT VZIRBAL SCORE AT GRADE 4 84 TO 99,9

TA? SCORE 2
GRADE 11
HEAN 4506
Selo 9,7
75TH 7 51.9
50TH % 46,0
25TH % 29,2
TAF 2 % ABOVE
GRADE MIN,SUSB
i1 LEvelL ADA
Loel 83 1116
L5.4 32 1068
46.5 88 1428
bo.l 87 1861
45.0 84 1691
43.0 83 1753

TAF SCORE 3

1o AN
S.D.
75TH
50TH
25TH

CoST
CELS
CHILD

355
479
bn?
425
409
419

GRADE

%
A
%

ATS
IN
SYS

72¢
7844
7324
7065
6209
6928

11

454

8.5
51,2
45.1
4Gl

%
NON-
FAIL

9044
93.5
96.0
92.2
93.8
97.3

A
RET,

87.3
96.5
26.0
G7e0
7845
97.7




CATEGORY 39
SYSTEMS

Y

AGA BELOW 2000
INCOME PERCENTILE 81 TO 99 ]
CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRADE 4 BELOW 84

NO SCHOOL OR SYSTEM FELL IN THIS CATEGORY

CATEGORY 40
SYSTEMS

ADA BELOW 2000
INCOME PERCENTILE 61 TO 80
CAT VER3AL SCORE AT GRADE 4 100 OR ABOVE

COMPOSITe COMPCSITC TAP SCORE 1 TAP SCORE 2 0SI]
ITBS GRAGE & ITuS GRADE 8 GRADE 11 GRADE 11 RADGE
MEAN 6de0 ME AN 9048 MEAN 43.6 MEAN 50,0 :
SeDo 8.6 SeDe 11.9 See 7.9 S0, 8.1
75TH % 75.9 75TH 7% 105.5 75TH 7 5546 75TH % 553 y
50TH % 68.8 S50TH % 96,3 S0TH % L48.7 50TH 7% 49,0 ¢
CATV CATV CATV ITBS IT3S TAP 1 TAP 2 TAF 3 % A&OVE
SYSTEM nAME CESA GRADE GRAUE GRADE GRAD:t GRADE GRAJE GRADE GRADE MIN.SUB CES!
DIST L 8 i1 4 8 11 i1 11 LEVEL A 0IST

3




]
ol

o 0
el

LA

CATEGORY 39

ADA BELOW 2000
INCOME PERCENTILE 81
CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRADE

SYSTEMS

T0 99
4 BELOW 84

NO SCHOOL OR SYSTEM FELL IN THIS CATEGORY

CATEGORY 40

ADA BELOW 2000
INCOME PERCENTILE 6+

SYSTEMS

TO 80

CAT VER3AL SCORE AT GRADE % 100 OR ABOVE

0SITe COMPCSIT=
RAGE & IToS GRADE 8
8.6 SeD0e 11.9 Se.0e
7.9 75TH %4 105.5 75TH
68 .8 50TH % 9543 50TH
61.1 25TH 7% 8045 25TH
CATV CATV CATV 1I78S 1IT13S
CESA GRADt GRAUE GRADE GRADL GRADE
OIST L 8 11 4 8
¢ 100.6 96. 48 9E.5 b8 .6 9608

TAP SCORE 1

GRADE 11

%
pA
A

49.6

7.9
55.6
LBe7
4440

TA

MEAN
S.D.
75TH
501TH
25TH

TAP 1 TAP 2 TAF 3
GRADE GRADE GRrRADE

4S.o

11

50.U

11

Ldel

P SCORE 2 TAP SCORZ 2
GRADE 11 GRADF 11
50.0 MEAN 48.1
8.1 3.0 8.7
A 5543 75TH % 534
A L, 0 25TH % 42.6
% AbOVE CoST ATS % A
MIN.SUB PER IN NON- RczT.
LEVEL ADA CHILD SYS FAIL
80 1851 432 6642 97.5 97.2




i

COMPOSITL
ITBS GRADE &
MEAN 63.1
>e0e 9.5
75TH 7% 69.7
58TH % 61.8
25TH 7% 5642
CATV
SYSTEZM NAME  ooSA GRADE
DIoT 4
vACON 1c 91i.9
EEN AILc iV G2.c
BLCOKLEY i 88.4
BRANTLEY 18 Q7.3
LnA=LTON it BT7e%
bUCﬁRAN 1o G3.L
CAWSUN < U
eCHGOLS 17 83,38
LVANS 14 91.5
GLASCOCK it 87.7
HEARD & 92.3
HOGANSVILLE ¢t 90.1
JASPER 9 94,5
JEFFERSON 5 94.1
Lte 16 90.7
LUMPKIN 3 96.0
MCINTOSH 1% 88.1
MONTGOMcRY 12 91.5
0CONcE 5 99,0
PIKE 7 92.0
TOWNS 2 92.2

CAT
C3MPOSITE
ITBS GRADE 8
MEAN 91.7
S.C. 11.3
75TH 7% 99.3
50TH % 88.9
<5TH 7% 82 .0
CATY CATv ITES
GRALE GRADE GRADGL
8 11 4
SGiec 94,7 b61l.1
0 ¢ 65.5
98 .c G 68,23
93.4 92.:8 65.6
875 91.5 61.5
87.2 32.4 6Bhel
83.5 97.1 2
83.5 92.4 53.6
9c.1 9300 6208
8L.6 91.4 62.1
83.8 90.9 62.1
85.3 82.5 62.8
84.3 85.4 641
35,1 92.9 63.0
87.3 84.2 63.3
90.8 97.4 64.2
87.3 B86.6 59.4
88.9 85.1 61 0
91.2 97.0 '66.1
84.3 88.2 61.6
975 97.7 63.2

CATEGORY 41

SYSTE

MS

ABA BELOW 2000
INCOME PERCENTILE 61 T0 8C
VERBAL SCORE AT

TAP SCORE 1
GRADE 11
MEAN 46.0
Se0. 9.5
75TH 7 52 1
S50TH % 4o .3
25TH 7% 33.1
IT3S TaAP 1 TaP 2
GRA3JE GRAJE GRADE
8 11 11
G1.0 LBbeb 47.1
0 0 u
32. 1) ]
747 45.3 46.1
30,2 U45.8 45.¢
82e5 47.3 4746
37.2 4bed UW45.7
91.3 Lbeb 44,3
92.7 Lb6.3 W7.0
87.4 50.0 47.5
91.3 45.3 L4L.b
91.2 41.8 GL41.4
8B.7 4441 L2244
95.7 45.7 47.4
90,0 42.1 41.1
3.7 49.7 48.2
87.6 42.5 41.6
90.0 &41.0 39.6
93.6 51.0 49,1
88.0 4L4L.0 41.7
98,2 49.4 5@0.5

GRADE 4 84 TO 99.9

TAP SCORE 2
GRADE :1
MEAN 45.6
S.0. 9.9
75TH % 5247
50TH % 45.6
25TH % 38.9
TAP 3 Z ABQVE
GRALE MIN.SUB
13 LEVEL  ADA
45,7 65 1827
0 70 70¢€
0 74 84¢
L5.t (&4 1521
boel 8 1730
L7e7 53 1288
byols 76 795
L2.8 61 460
L4.8 €5 1635
Lbe5 65 513
462 73 120¢
L2.¢ 62 1080
Lie2 75 1204
Lo.2 76 1448
42.€ 62 1732
49.4 75 1724
41.6 73 1814
L2.6 67 1298
48.7 75 1629
43.6 62 1573
47.9 76 900
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COMPOSITE
IT1BS GRADE 3
MEAN 91.7
S.G. 11.3
I5TH 7% 99.3
56TH % 83.3
¢5TH % 82.0
CatTv CATv I78S

GRACF GRAQE .ADE
8 11 4
Giec¢ 9L.7 61.1

g 0 65.5

94,c g 65,3
93.4 92.83 65.6
87.5 9391.5 61,5
87.9 3934 biab
Sl.b 97.1 J
83.5 9z.4 53.6
9c:1 9300 62.8
8l.6 S1l.4 62.1
83,8 90.9 62 1
85.3 82.5 62.0
84,8 85.4 b4.1
95.1 92.9 63.0
87.3 8u4.2 63.3
9.8 97.4 64,2
87.3 86.6 59.4
88.9 85.1 ©61.0
91.2 97.0 66.1
84.3 88.2 61.6
97.5 97.7 63.2

CATEGORY 41
SYSTEMS

ADA BELOW 2000

INCOME PERCENTILE 61 70O 8¢
CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRADE &4 84 TO 99.9

TAP SCORE 1

MEAN
S.0.

75TH 7

50TH

25TH 7

I¥38S
GRADE
8

Vel
[y
.

@ WO WO ™ WO WD W OO
O NN NN O W (Y
e © o & © o o 5 o

NNhWENWIOININSESEOO Q@

95.7
90.0
93.7
8740
90.0
93.6
88.0
98,2

GRADE 11

TAP SCORE 2
GRADE 11
46.0 MEAN 45.6
9.5 S.D. 9.9
52.1 75TH % 52.7
45.8 50TH % 45.6
33.1 25TH Z 38.9
TAP 2 TAF 3 7% ABGVE
- GRADGE GRAUE MIN.SUB
11 11 LEVEL ADA
47.1 45.7 65 1827
J 0 70 70¢
g T4 846
46.1 45.¢ 77 1521
45.2 49.1 58 1730
L7.5 W/.7 63 i2se
45.7 biy.4 76 795
44,3 42.8 61 460
47.0 Lu4e8 €5 1695
47.5 46.5 65 513
44.6 46.3 73 1 0€
bl.4  42.° 62 1080
42.4 44,2 75 1204
47.4 406.2 76 1448
41.1 42.6 62 1732
48.2 49.4 75 1724
41.6 41.6 73 1814
39.6 42.6 67 1298
49.1 48.7 75 1629
41.7 43.6 62 1573
56.5 47.9 76 900

TAF SCORE
GRADE 11

MEAN

SeD.

75TH %
50TH %

25TH %
C3St ATS
PER itk
SILG SYS

59 6912
ol 7260
472 5120
450 67¢€3
435 6338
443 5985
459 6018
430 6067
440 66706
333 7954
423 6489
431 6778
435 6520
442 6492
452 6629
433 6974
465 7104
371 6440
459 7658
496 6234
430 6692

N ®@NNNNNDOWO0ON
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96.0
9743
96.8
97.1
98. 4
97.1
38.5
97.3
9.8
8843




SYSTEM NAME

UNION
WESTPOINT

CATEGORY 41 (CONTINUED)
SYSTEMS

CATV CATV CATV ITBS IT3S TAP 1 TAP 2 TAP 3 7 ABOVE
CESA GRADE GRADE GRAUE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE MIN.SUB
DIST 4 3 11 4 8 11 11 i1 LEVEL "ADA

3 93.7 91.5 100.0 65.2 93.1 49.4 51.1 43.8 69 15¢4

CATEGORY 42
SYSTEMS

ACA BELOW 2000
INGCOME PERCENTILE 61 10O 80
CAY VERBAL SCORE AT GRADE 4 BELOW B4

NO SCHOOL OR SYSTEM FELL IN THIS CATEGORY

4

CATEGORY 43
SYSTEMS

ADA BELOW 2000
INCOME PERCENTILE 41 VO &0
CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRADE & 100 OR ABOVE

NO SCHOOL OR SYSTEM FELL IN THIS CATEGORY




CATEGORY 41 (CONTINUED)

V SYSTEMS

CATY  CATV CATV ITBS IT3S TAP 1 TAP 2 TAP 3 7 A30VE CaST ATS
RADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE MIN.SUB PZR IN
iy 3 11 L 8 12 11 11 LEVEL TADA CHILD SYS

F

3e7 91e5 1000 6542 93e1 49,4 51,1 48.8 69 1565 416 642t

CATEGORY 42
SYSTEMS

ADA BELOW 2000
INCOME PERCENTILE 61 70 80
CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRADE 4 BELOW 84

NO SCHOOL OR SYSTEM FELL IN THIS CATEGORY

CATEGORY 43
SYSTEMS

ADA BELOW 2000 .
INCOME PERCENTILE 41 TO 60
CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRADE & 100 OR ABOVE

NO SCHOOL OR SYSTEM FELL IN THIS CATEGORY

A A
NON~- RCT.
FAIL

97.6 9€.2
973 9647




CATEGORY 44
SYSTEMS

ADA BELOW 2000
INCOME PERCENTILE 41 10 €0
CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRADE 4 84 TO 99.9

COMPOSILITE COMPOSITE TAP SCORE 1 TAP SCORE 2
i73S GRAGE 4 IT6S GRADE 8 GRADE 11 GRADE 11

MCAN 61.9 MEAN 90 .2 MEAN Ly .0 MEAN 43.6
SeDe 9.3 SeUe 1202 S.D. 9.7 S«De 9.9
75TH 67.6 75TH 7% 97.8 75TH 580.6 75TH % 50.6
50TH 60.0 S0TH 87.2 S50TH 43 .6 50TH L2.6
25TH % 55.6 25TH 81.0 25TH 37.2 25TH 7% 36.1

CATV <CATV CATv ITBS ITBS TAP 1 TAP 2 TAF 3 7% ABOVE
SYSTEM NAME CESA GRADE GRACE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE MIN.SUB
DIST b 8 11 4 8 i1 11 i1 LEVEL ADA

BRYAN 15 92.9 89.8 90«4 bhel 93.4 44,2 44,3 43.8 60 1852
CANDLER 16 96.4 8046 Y0e3 638 89e1 L4o7 4542 U544 439 1410
CHATTAHUGOCH.c 11 84.6 82.2 84+06 52.8 86es1 41,0 41l.1 L4LusE 43 41e
CLINCH 18 92440 85.0 8.8 H61+49 88¢1 44,3 45.0 442 54 1447
IRWIN 17 90.4 87.6 8belt 6245 G145 453 4LhelU 42.9 52 18089
JENKINS 10 84l 85.9 85e7 58e1 905 4249 U244 42.0 L1 1839
JOHNSON 9 86e2 B8h4e3 8443 6048 90el 41le6 H42.3 L4444 53 1539
LANIGR 17 89.1 90.1 92.3 60.8 91,6 45.6 4Be2 4245 56 12790
LINCOLN 1y 92.6 8749 84.6 62e4 90,3 42.0 41leo4 41.5 55 1368
LONG 15 90.8 82e1 840 615 851 41e3 42.5 45,1 58 823
MILLER lo 93.9 87.3 90.8 636 93¢l 442 44,5 45.5 51 1423
OGLETHORPE 5 87.5 87.4 83.0 61.1 900 Lhok 43.2 Llboh 52 174¢€
PELHAM 16 8648 84.0 91.2 62.4 88,2 470 47.0 45.9 57 1545
FULASKI 123 9249 94e0 913 6562 9Ghel 4646 45.9 4843 Ls 1739
PUTNAM 9 90.1 84.U 82.5 61.0 87.7 4l.4 40e8 41.5 53 1867
SEMINOL: 16 98.2 87.1 9€.4 66.0 91.5 50.2 49.4 49.1 52 1918
SOCIAL LIRCLE 5 8646 8946 87¢2 5341 909 4hel 44,5 43,2 60 922
TALBOT 11 88.2 81.3 7547 59.6 83.1 36.9 35.8 37,2 49 1361
TREUTLEN 10 86e3 8242 91.1 60¢6 85.0 U4be8 46e0 U44abH 57 1299
TURNER 17 94,0 8248 388e7 6Hhe3 8741 U44e5 45.5 45,0 53 1969




CAT1cGORY 44
SYSTEMS

ADA BELOW 2000
INCOME PERCENTILE 41 T0 €0 -
CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRADE & 84 TO 99.9

COMPOSITE TAP SCORE 1 TAP SCORE 2 TAP SCORE 3
ITBS GRADE 8 GRADE 11 GRADE 11 GRADE 11

MEAN 90 .2 MEAN . MEAN 43.6 MEAN Ly.0
S.U. 12.2 S.D. L] S.D. g.g S.D. 900
75TH 7 97 .8 75TH 7 . 75TH % 50.6 75TH 49.5
SUTH 7 87.2 50TH % . 50TH % L2.6 S0TH L3.2
25TH 81.0 25TH % . 25TH % 36e1 25TH % 38.0

CATV CATV ITB8S ITBS TAP 1 TAP 2 TAFP 3 7 ABOVE COST A
GRAGE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE MIN.SUB PER NON~-
8 11 b 8 11 11 i1 LEVEL ADA CHILD FAIL

89e¢83 90 e4 HBhel 93,4 L4e2 LHL4e3 438 60 1852 387 94e2
86e6 Y043 6348 B89e1 ULbe7 45.2 4544 49 1410 418 97.8
82.2 84,6 52.8 B86e¢1 41,0 41.1 LU.E 43 L1€e 376 87.5
85.0 88e8 61¢9 88es1 L4443 45.0 U4LL4C 54 1447 L4Lb8 963
87.6 B8tk 62.5 91.5 45,3 Lb.U 42.9 52 1809 502 93.6
8549 8547 58e.1 905 42.9 42.4 42.0 L1 1839 4065 95. 4
84eld B84e3 H60e8 90ei Lleb 42¢3 Lbob 53 1539 446 99,2
90el 92.3 6048 91.6 45.56 4be2 U2.5 56 1270 435 964
87.9 84.6 62.4 903 42,0 4Li.4 41,5 55 1368 335 98.5
82e¢1 Bhel bH1.5 85.1 41.3 U42.5 45.1 58 823 470 96.9
874 89.0 61le1 90,0 44Ul 4342 Lbhob 52 1746 414 97.3
Bhel 912 62elh 8842 U760 4740 4549 57 1545 427 853
Guel 913 6562 9Uhel U4HeH U459 48.3 Ly 1739 446 97.5
Bi4.U0 8ze5 6le0 87¢7 H41le4 408 41.5 53 1867 480 99.8
871 9€.4 66,0 91,5 650.2 494 49,1 52 1918 4438 97.5
B9.,6 872 59¢1 909 Lho1l Lh.5 43.2 60 922 370 90.1
81.3 75¢7 596 83.1 3649 35.8 37.2 49 1361 525 96.2
82.2 91.1 60.6 B85.0 46.8 4b.D 44,46 57 1299 499 96.3
B2e8 B88e7 HU4e3 B87e1 L4L4eS 45,5 45,0 53 1969 416 92.8




SYSTcM

WHEEL R
WILCOX
WILKES

SYSTEM

WARREN

CATEGORY 4& (CONTINUED)
SYSTEMS

. CATV CATV CATV ITBS ITBS TAP 1 TAP 2 TAP 3 % ABOVE c

NAME CESA GRADLZ GRAGE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE MIN.SUB A GR
DIST &4 8 11 4 8 11 11 11 LEVEL T

13 90e2 8662 86e8 62¢2 9065 4322 U43e3 433 5¢ 90

10 89¢4 95ec 89¢7 61el 969 4S5k 4246 LELD Ly 89
CATEGORY 45
SYSTEMS
ADA BELOW 2000
INCOME PERCENTILE 41 TO 60
CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRAOL 4 BELOW 84
COMPOSITc COMPOSITE TAP SCORE 1 TAP SCORE Tc

ITBS GRALE 4 ITES GRADE 8 GRADE 11 GRADE 11 E 4
MEAN Ul Mc AN 87 .7 MEAN L3.1 MEAN L2, SUek
SeUo 863 S.0e 11.4 SeDe 846 S.D. 8. 8.3
7/5TH 7% 648 75TH 7% "o 8 75TH 7% 49,5 75TH 7% 48, olbe8
S0TH % 58.0 S0TH % 8t eb 50TH 7% 4248 S0TH 7% L2, 58.0
25TH 7% 5448 25TH % 78.0 25TH 7% 37.2 25TH 7% 36, 5448
CATV CATV CATV ITBS 1ITB8S TAP 1 TAP 2 TAF 3 % ABOVE C
NAME CESA GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE MIN.SUB A GR

DIST 4 8 11 L 8 11 11 11 LEVEL T

10 83¢6 B83¢7 B8Le8 60elt 87¢7 43¢1 42¢3 41.6 57 83

4]




CATEGORY 4& (CONTINUED)

g SYSTEMS

CATV CATV CATV ITBS 1ITBS TAP 1 TAP 2 TAP 3 % ABOVE COST ATS % %
A GRADE GRAGCE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE MIN.SUB PER IN NON- RET.
1 4 8 i1 4 8 11 11 11 LEVEL ADA CHILD SYS FAIL
[

88ek 95,0 8847 61e8 97.0 42.5 41.3 42.7 41 892 494 0981 98,2 97.4

902 86¢2 B86¢8 62¢2 90.5 43,2 43e3 4343 52 1475 494 6276 94,2 96.2

89.4 95,2 89.7 61e1 96.3 45.4 42.6 LGS0 44 1964 476 6882 96,0 97.9

CATEGORY 45
SYSTEMS
ADA BELOW 2000
INCOME PERCENTILE 41 TO 60
CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRADt 4 BELOW 84

Te COMPOSITE TAP SCORE 1 TAP SCORE 2 TAP SCORE 3
£ L ITES GRADE 8 GRADE 11 GRADE 11 GRADE 11
50Ul M< AN 87.7 MEAN 43.1 MEAN 42.3 ME AN 41.6
8.3 SeDe 11.4 S.D. 8.6 S.D. 8.1 SeDe 7.9
b4 o8 75TH %  93.8 75TH Z  49.5 75TH % 48.1 75TH % 45,7
5840 53TH % 8b.6 50TH %  42.8 50TH %  42.3 50TH %4  41.6
5448 25TH % 78.6 25TH % 37.2 25TH %  36.5 25TH % 37.5

CATV CATV CATvV ITBS ITY3S TAP 1 TAP 2 TAF 3 % ABOVE COST % %
A GRAUE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE MIN.SUB PER IN NON=- RET.
T 4 8 11 4 8 11 11 11 LEVEL ADA CHILD SYS FAIL

83.6 B3.7 B8LUe8 60s4 B87¢7 43:1 4243 #41.6 57 1384 509 6460 93.3 95.6




CATEGORY 46
SYSTEMS s

ADA BELOW 2000

INCOME PcRCENTILE 0 TO 40
CAT VER3AL SCCRE AT GRADE 4 10y OR ABOVE

NO SCHOOL OR SYSTEM FELL. IN THIS CATEGORY

CATEGORY 47
SYSTEMS
ADA BELOW 2000
INCOME PERCENTILE 0 70O 49
CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRADE & 84 TO 99,9
COMPOS1T. COMPOSITE TAP SCORE 1 TAP SCCRE 2

1TBS GRADE 4 IT8S GRADE 8 GRADE 11 GRAUE 11 I

MEAN 61.8 MEZAN 86438 MEAN 41.5 ME AN 4b1.2 i M

5S¢0 8e2 SeDe 11.1 S.D. 9.¢ SeDo 9,8 S

/5TH % 6645 75TH 7% 92.3 75TH % 47.3 75TH 7% L4745 7

20TH % 6U.3 50TH % 8443 56TH % 40.1 50TH % 40,1 5

25TH % 5041 25TH % 79.3 25TH % 35.1 25TH % 33.8 2

CATV CATV CATV ITBS IT8S TAP 1 TAP 2 TAF 3 7% ABOVE Clmy G

SYSTEM ~NAME CtSA GRADc GRADE CPADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRALE MIN.SUB By c GR

DIST 4 8 11 4 8 11 11 11 LeVEL AUA C
ATKINSON 18 88.6 8540 31.7 61.7 89,9 44e¢1 46.8 U43,.U 32 1481 85
bAKER 16 9347 84sE 7667 6143 89,2 39.7 377 LUG1 11 762 84
CALHOUN CO 1¢ 9649 81.5 815 6561 8642 40«5 40,2 41.8 40 1593 81
CLAY 11 93,3 86sc¢ 8241 6542 88¢8 4049 LG4 4345 18 901 86
CRAWFORD & 92,0 8347 92¢7 6349 9241 L4747 468 43.° 36 1488 83
MARION 12 9448 Bh.4 Bhel 62.9 88,1 41.7 41,7 4eol 38 1274 84
KANDOLPH 11 9647 B83¢3 8349 67.2 85.0 41.7 41.3 3S.8 19 i70¢€ 83
SCHLEY 1le 83¢7 87.3 B84e1l 6Le3 89e4 3942 395 Luiok 33 577 87
STEWART 11 85.2 8241 78.5 58.9 8€eH 374 30647 394 29 1511 82
TALIAFERRO 1L 9047 7384 74,9 61.7 8640 37.6 35.9 38.2 4 458 78
TAYLOR 1¢ 85e0 B8lel 85e2 5942 85¢3 4248 Ule7 U244 24 163¢ 81
TWIGGS & 8949 77.0 81.0 60,9 81.9 41.0 41.0 42.2 27 1826 77
wWeB8STER 12 8547 B81e9 85e0 5763 8243 Uu43e4 43,5 4240 20 517 81
28




CATEGORY 46

SYSTEMS

ADA oELOW 2000
INCOME PERCENTILE 0 TO 40
CAT VER3AL SCOCRE AT GRADE &4 i1(u OR ABOVE

NO SCHOOL OR SYSTEM FELL IN THIS CATEGORY

COMPCSITE
ITBS GRADE 8
MEZ AN 86.8
SeDe 11.1
75TH % 92.3
50TH % 8443
25TH % 79.3
v CATV CATV TITBS
. GRADE GRADBE GRADE
8 11 4
P 85.0 91.7 6107
[ 84.,E 7647 6143
B 81.5 81-.-5 65.1
b 86ec 8241 6542
p 83,7 92.7 63.9
B4.4 BL.1 62.9
83¢3 839 6742
87,3 84s1 61.3
2 82.1 78.5 58.9
784 T74Lo9 6147
8l.0 85,2 59,2
770 81.0 60.9
819 8540 57.3

CATEGORY 47

SYSTEMS

ADA BELOW 2000
INCOME PERCENTILE 0 TO 439
CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRADE 4 84 TO 99.9

TAP SCORE 1
GRADE 11%
MEAN 41.5
S.D. 9.6
75TH 7% L7.3
S0TH % 4043
25TH %4 35.1
IT8S TAP 1 TAP 2
GRADE GRADE GRADE
8 11 11
89,0 LLU.1 Lb6.8
8942 3947 3747
86.2 4045 40.2
8868 4049 4Oob4
2el L4747 46.8
8Bel L4147 41.7
8540 4147 Liled
89.4 3942 39.5
8EeS 3744 3647
86.0 37.6 35,9
8569 4248 4L1.7
819 41.0 41.0
82¢3 4344 43.5

28

TAP SCCRE 2
GRADE 11
ME AN 41.2
SOD. 908
75TH % 4745
S0TH % 40,1
25TH % 33.8
TAF 3 7 ABOVE
GRALE MIN,SUB
11 LEVEL  AUA
L5, 32 1481
LYY 11 762
41.8 40 1593
43,5 138 901
43.9 e 1488
beoO 38 1274
3S.8 19 170¢
biey 33 577
394 29 1511
3842 L 458
L2.4 24 163€
42.2 27 1825
42.0 20 517

TAF SCORE 3
GRADE 11
ME AN L1.8
Se0e 8.7
75TH % 46.5
50TH % 41.8
25TH % 35.c
costY ATS %
PER IN NON-
CHILD SYS FAIL
433 6534 92.7
533 6284 89.7
575 5015 96.1
515 6079 98.1
Loy 5981 95.0
L3b 5260 94.8
517 5735 93.8
4o3 6512 95.0
475 7240 95,6
393 6673 94.6
545 6655 93,0
418 6578 91.4
5«7 5387 94,4

~

ReT.

88,2
96.8
96.9
93.9
Q7.7
98.1
97.2
98.2
96.8
97 o bt
97.6
9t.7
977




COMPOSITE COMPCSIT: TAP SCORE 1 TAP SCORE
1T18S GRAUE & ITBS GRADE 8 GRADE 11 GRADE
MEAN 5842 MEAN 85.2 MEAN LT MEAN 4o
Se0- 7.2 Se0e 7.5 SeD. 8.7 S.0.
75TH % 61,0 75Td 7% 89.3 75TH 7 50.9 7€TH % 46
50TH % 57.5 S0TH 7% 8345 S0TH % 4245 50TH % 4
Z5TH %4 54,0 25TH 7% 8Uels 25TH % 37,7 25TH % 36
CATvVv CATV CATV ITBS ITBS TAP 1 TAP 2 T4P 3 % ABOV
SYSTEM NAME CESA GRADE GRAQOE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRAGE GRADE MIN,S
DIST 4 8 8 11 11 11 LEVELE
QUITMAN 11 83¢5 80e5 8hel 58.2 85.2 4Hhel 40,8 42,2

CATEGORY 48

ADA BELOW 2000

SYSTENMS

INCOME PERCENTILE 0 TO 40

CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRADE & BELOW 84

P4

i

v
E




CATEGORY 48
s SYSTENMS

ADAR BELOW 2000
INCOME PERCENTILE 0 TO 40
CAT VERBAL SCORE AT GRADE 4 BELOW 84

COMPCSITE TAP SCORE 1 TAP SCORE 2 TAP SCORE 3

IT8S GRADE 8 GRADE 11 GRADE 11 GRADF 11

MEAN 85.2 MEAN 4i4e1 MEAN 40.8 MEAN 4243

SeDe 745 SeDe 8.7 Se0e 7.9 S.0. 5.€

751d % 89.3 75TH 7% 50.9 7STH % 46,0 75TH ¥ 46.8

SO0TH % 835 S0TH % 4245 SOTH % 4065 S0TH % 4325

25TH % 8ol ¢STH % 37.7 25TH % 3663 25TH % 4040
v CATV CATvV ITBS ITBS TAP { TAP 2 TAP 3 7% ABOVE COSsT ATS 7% YA
LE GRAOE GRADE GRADE GRADE GRAUE GRADE GRADE MIN.SUB PER IN NON- RET,

8 11 4 8 11 11 11 LEVEL ADA CHILD SYS FAIL

b 805 BUel 5842 85¢2 Llhel 408 42,2 138 474 559 6330 92,6 6.8

4]
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oy

SYSTEM

AMERICUS CITY
APPLING CNTY.

ATKINSON CNTY.

ATLANTA CITY
BACON CNTY.
BAKER CNTY.
BALDWIN CNTY.
BANKS CNTY.
BARROW CNTY.
GARTOW CNTY.
BEN HILL
BERRIEN CNTY.
BIBB CNTY.
BLECKLEY

BRANTLEY CNTY.

BREMEN CITY
BROOKS CNTY.
BRYAN CNTY.

STATE OF GEORGIA
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
STATEWIDE TESTING PROGRAM
SYSTEMS REPORT

INDEX

PAGE NO.

15
15
28

5
24
28
67
22
14

7
24
15
45
24
24
21
19
26

SYSTEM
BUFORD CITY
BULLOCH CNTY.
BURKE CNTY.
BUTTS CNTY.
CALHOUN CNTY.
CALHOUN CITY
CAMDEN CNTY.
CANDLER CNTY.
CARROLL CNTY.
CARROLLTON CI

CARTERSVILLE (

CATOOSA CNTY.

CHARLTON CNTY
CHATHAM CNTY.
CHATTAHOOCHLCE
CHATTOOGA CNT
CHEROKEE CNTY
CHICKAMAUGA C

CIT
NTY
CNT
ITY

NTY.

TY.
TY.

NTY.

CNTY

TY
TY.

Y.




STATE OF GEORGIA
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
STATEWIDE TESTING PROGRAM

SYSTEMS REPORT

INDEX
PAGE NO. SYSTEM PAGE NO.

15 BUFORD CITY 22

15 BULLOCH CNTY. 8

28 BURKE CNTY. 1

5 BUTTS CNTY. 15
24 CALHOUN CNTY. 28

28 CALHOUN CITY 12
67 CAMDEN CNTY. 15
22 CANDLER CNTY. 26

14 CARROLL CNTY. 6

7 CARROLLTON CITY 13

24 CARTERSVILLE CITY 14

15 CATCOSA oNTY. 6

45 CHARLTON CNTY. 24
L CHATHAM CNTY. 4

24 CHATTAHOOCHEE CNTY. 26

21 CHATT00GA CNTY. 13

19 CHEROKEE CNTY. 6

26 CHICKAMAUGA CITY 21

3




SYSTEM

CLARKE CNTY.
CLAY CNTY.

CLAYTON CNTY.
CLINCH CNTY.
COBB CNTY.

COCHRAN CITY
COFFEE CNTY.

COLQUITT CNTY.
COLUMBIA CNTY.

COMMERCE CITY
COOK CNTY.
COWETA CNTY.

CRAWFORD CNTY.

CRISP CNTY.
DADE ¢NTY.
DALTON CITY
DAWSON CNTY.
DECATUR CNTY.
DECATUR CITY
DEKALB CNTY.
DODGE CNTY.

PAGE NO.

2
28
2

SYSTEM

DOOLY CNTY.
DOUGHERTY CNTY.
DOUGLAS CNTY.
DUBLIN CITY
EARLY CNTY.
ECHOLS CNTY.
EFFINGHAM CNTY.
ELBERT CNTY.
EMANUEL CNTY.
EVANS CNTY.
FANNIN CNTY.
FAYETTE CNTY.
FITZGERALD CITY
FLOYD CNTY.
FORSYTH CNTY.
FRANKLIN CNTY.
FULTON CNT¥Y.

GAINESVILLE CITY

GI'MER CNTY.
GLASCOCK CNTY.
GLYNN CNTY.




PAGE W0
2
28
2

22
17

28
13
12

24

15

15

SYSTEM

DOOLY CNTY.
DOUGHERTY CNTY.
DOUGLAS CNTY.
DUBLIN CITY
EARLY CNTY.
ECHOLS CNTY.
EFFINGHAM CNTY.
ELBERT CNTY.
EMANUEL CNTY.
EVANS CNTY.
FANNIN CNTY.
FAYETTE CNTY.
FITZGERALD CITY
FLOYD CNTY.
FORSYTH CNTY.
FRANKLIN CNTY.
FULTON CNTY.

GAINESVILLE CITY

GILMER CNTY.
GLASCOCK CNTY.
GLYNN CNTY.

PAGE NO.

19
3
6

15

17

24

15

14
9

24

13

12




SYSTEM
GORDON CNTY.
GRADY CNTY.
GREENE CHNTY.
GWINNETT CNTY.
HABERSHAM CNTY.
HALL CNTY.
HANCOCK CNTY.
HARALSON CNTY.
HARRIS CNTY.
HART CNTY.

HEARD CNTY.
HENRY CNTY.
HOGANSVILLE CITY
HOUSTON CNTY.
IRWIN CNTY.
JACKSON CNTY.
JASPER CNTY.
JEFF DAVIS CNTY.
JEFFERSON CHTY.
JEFFERSON CITY

JENKINS CNTY.

PAGE NO.

13
17
19

1

6

2
19
13
17
16
24

8
24

2
26
22
24
13
19
24
26

SYSTEM

JOHNSON CNTY.
JONES CNTY.
LAGRANGE CITY
LAMAR CNTY.
LANIER CNTY.
LAURENS CNTY.
LEE COUNTY
LIBERTY CNTY.
LINCOLN CNTY.
LONG CNTY.
LCWNDES CNTY.
LUMPKIN CNTY.
MACON CNTY.
MADISON CNTY.
MARIETTA CITY
MARION CNTY.
MCDUFFIE CNTY.
MCINTOSH CNTY.
MERIWETHER CNTY.
MILLER CNTY.
MITCHELL CNTY.




PAGE NO. SYSTEM PAGE NO.

13 JOHNSON CNTY. 26
17 JONES CNTY. 15
f 19 LAGRANGE CITY 8
1 LAMAR CNTY, 15
6 LANIER CNTY. 26
2 LAURENS CNTY. 17
19 LEE COUNTY 24
13 LIBERTY CNTY. 15
17 LINCOLN CNTY. 26

16 LONG CNTY. ¢ 26
24 LOWNDES CNTY. 6
8 LUMPKIN CNTY. 24
24 MACON CNTY. 20
2 MADISON CNTY. 15
26 MARIETTA CITY 8
22 MARION CNTY. 28
24 MCDUFFIE CNTY. 15
13 MCINTOSH CNTY. 24
19 MERINETHER CNTY. 9
24 MILLER CNTY. 26

26 MITCHELL CNTY. 19




-

SYSTEM
MONROE CNTY.

MONTGOMERY CNTY.

MORGAN CNTY.
MURRAY CNTY.
MUSCOGEE CNTY.
NEWTON CNTY.
OCONEE CNTY.

OGLETHORPE CNTY.

PAULDINE CNTY.
PEACH CNTY.
PELHAM CITY
PICKENS CNTY.
PIERCE CNTY.
PIKE CNTY.
POLK CNTY.
PULASKI CNTY.
PUTNAM CNTY.
QUITMAN CNTY.
RABUN CNTY.
RANDOLPH CNTY.
~-RICHMOND CNTY.

PAGE NO.

15
24
17

SYSTEM
ROCKDALE CNTY.
ROME CITY

SCHLEY CNTY.
SCREVEN CNTY.
SEMINOLE CNTY.
SOCIAL CIRCLE CI1TY
SPALDING CNTY.
STEPHENS CNTY.
STEWART CNTY.
SUMTER CNTY.
TALBOT CNTY.
TALIAFERRO CNTY.
TATTNALL CNTY.
TAYLOR CNTY.
TELFAIR CNTY.
TERRELL CNTY.
THOMAS CNTY.
THOMASTON CITY
THOMASVILLE CITY
TIFT CNTY.

TOOMBS CNTY.




PAGE NO. SYSTEM

PAGE NO.

15 ROCKDALE CNTY. 6

24 ROME CITY 8

r 17 SCHLEY CNTY. 28
13 SCREVEN CNTY. ' 17 :

3 SEMINOLE CNTY. 26

8 SOCIAL CIRCLE CITY 26

24 SPALDING CNTY. 6

26 STEPHENS CNTY. 13

6 STEWART CNTY. 28

17 SUMTER CNTY. 19

26 TALBOT CNTY. 26

4 7 15 TALIAFERRO CNTY. 28

15 TATTNALL CNTY. 15

24 TAYLOB~CNTY. 28

8 TELFAIR CNTY. 16

26 TERRELL CNTY. 20

26 THOMAS CNTY. 16

29 THOMASTON CITY 16
23 THOMASVILLE CITY 9 ]

28 TIFT CNTY. 8

3 TOOMBS CNTY. 16




1

WEST POINT CITY

SYSTEM

v
]

TOWNS CNTY.

TREUTLEN CNTY.

TRION CITY
TROUP CNTY.
TURNER CNTY.
TWIGGS CNTY.
UNION CNTY.
"PSON CNTY.
VALDOSTA CITY
VIDALIA CITY
WALKER CNTY.
WALTON CNTY.
WARE CNTY.
WARREN CNTY.

WASHINGTON CNTY.

WAYCROSS CITY
WAYNE CNTY.
WEBSTER CNTY.

WHEELER CNTY.
WHITE CNTY.

W "G TELD CNTY.

PAGE NO.

24
26
21
16
26
28
25
16

9
16

27
19
17

28
25
27
22

3

SYSTEM

—— —

WILCOX CNTY.
WILKES CNTY.

WILKINSON CNTY.

WORTH CNTY.

PAGE N(

27
27
16
17




