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STATE REPORT
TESTING WRITING: GRADES SIX AND EIGHT, 1987-88

ABSTRACT

In 1982, the Annual Testing Commission recommended that writing be added to the North
Carolina Annual Testing Program because writing is a basic skill and can be improved with
appropriate emphasis. In 1987-88, sixth-grade students were tested on their ability to write a
clarification composition focusing on their favorite place to eat and explaining why they prefer the
particular place, and eighth-grade students were asked to write a letter to a television producer
persuading the producer, with sufficient elaboration, that where they live is the best place to live.
The quality of the compositions was determined based on the composing characteristics of main
idea, supporting detail, organization and coherence, and they were scored using a focused holistic
score scale of 1 to 4. A second, independent score of a "+" or "-" was obtained from each reader
on the student's performance with respect to the usage of standard English conventions. Each of
78,045 sixth-grade student papers was read by twc readers with a perfect agreement rate of 71.0
percent; 81,041 eighth-grade papers had a perfect agreement rate of 72.1 percent. The results of
the writing test for public school students were as follows:

1. 47.40 percent of the sixth graders wrote well enough to score at or above the mid-
point of the 4 point scale. About 11.08 percent of the sixth graders received a score
of 3.5 or 4.0 and 13.70 percent scored 1.0 or 1.5.

2. About 66.07 percent of the eighth graders wrote well enough to score at or above
the mid-point of the 4 point scale. Approximately 1730 percent of the eighth
graders scored 4.0 or 3.5, and about 5.99 percent scored 1.0 or 1.5.

3. A majority of the students (66.92 percent of sixth graders and 79.92 percent of
eighth graders) displayed a reasonable command of English conventions. Only
13.34 percent of the sixth graders and 6.44 percent of the eighth graders were
deficient in these skills.

Interpretation of writing scores across years must be made with care because of the
difference in writing prompts, change in grade levels, time of year of the assessment, and
emphasis within the classroom. In previous years, writing scores have improved at both grade six
and grade eight when clarification and persuasive wrifing were tested. This year scores improved
at both grades when clarification and persuasive writing were measured. The improvement was
more dramatic for eighth graders. The regional scores varied somewhat but were in line with
statewide averages. The scores for individual school systems, however, varied widely showing
that writing had received greater emphasis in some systems than others..
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STATE REPORT
TESTING WRITING: GRADES SIX AND EIGHT, 1987-88

THE ANNUAL TESTING PROGRAM

summary

At the November; 1982, meeting of the State Board of Education, the Annual Testing
Commission recommended. that writing be added as an assessment area to the North Carolina
Annual Testing. Program. The Annual Testing Commission believed that: (1) statewide emphasis
on writing instruction was needed; (2) the measurement of writing would improve staff
development and instructional efforts in the area of writing; (3) more time and resources were
needed for teaching writing; and (4) as a result of the writing assessment, there would be more
instruction in writing in the public schools. The Commission also strongly believed that writing
was and continues to be a basic skill and could be improved with appropriate emphasis.

The attached report describes the writing task which was administered in 1987-88 and
explains how student compositions were scored. Grade six students were tested on their ability to
write a clarification composition focusing on their favorite place to eat and explaining why they
prefer-to eat at the particular place. Eighth .graders were evaluated on their skills in writing a
persuasive composition by addressing and persuading the producer of a television contest that
where they live is the best place to live. the day of testing, individual copies of the prompt
weie removed from sealed envelopes and given to each student who then had fifty minutes to
complete the composition. Each paper was scored at a central site by two experienced, trained
readers.

As one of two scores, the composition was assigned either a 1, 2, 3, 4, or Non-Scorable,
which reflected the reader's general impression of each student's performance with respect to a set
of prespecified criteria for each score point (focused holistic scoring). The quality of each
composition was determined by considering such characteristics as (1) main idea, (2) supportive
details, (3) organization and (4) coherence. A focused holistic score was assigned to each
student's paper based on these characteristics. In general, those responses that fell within the
lower score-point range (1 and 2) of the score scale were those that, while they identified a main
idea, failed to or just met the minimum criteria for supporting details because of a loss of focus or a
vagueness in word choice. In these cases, characteristics of organization and coherence were
rarely a factor in determining a student's overall score. As a rule, only those students who
elaborated such that they demonstrated facility in all or most of the four characteristics achieved
higher score-point values (3 and 4).

The student's ability to use standard writing conventions (i.e., grammar, spelling, usage,
and sentence formation) was not included in determining a student's focused holistic score. A
second, independent score was obtained from each reader on the student's performance with
respect to the usage of standard English conventions. This score was reported as a "+" or "-".
The "+" paper exhibited an acceptable level of skills in sentence formation, usage, and mechanics;
the "-" paper did not exhibit an acceptable level.

At the sixth-grade level, each of the 78,045 student papers was read by two readers, with a
perfect agreement rate of 71.0 percent. At the eighth-grade level, 81,047 student papers had an
absolute agreement rate of 72.1 percent. Only .9 percent of the sixth-grade scores and .7 percent
of the eighth-grade scores differed by more than one point. At each grade level, there were 120
papers that had been preassigned a true score. They were not distinguishable from any other
papers and were circulated and scored daily by randomly selected readers. At the sixth-grade level,
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readers had. absolute, agreement with the scores of these papers 74.6 percent of the time, at the
eighth grade they agreed 73.9 percent of the time. This agreement rate is similar to results achieved
by other statewide writing assessments.

The results of the writing test were as follows for public schools:

1. 47.40 percent of the sixth graders wrote well enough to score at or above the mid-
point of the 4 point scale. About 11.08 percent of the sixth graders received a score
of 3.5 or 4.0 and 13.70 percent scored 1.0 or 1.5.

2. About 66.07 percent of the eighth graders wrote well enough to score at or above
the mid-point of the 4 point scale. Approximately 17.50 percent of the eighth
graders scored 4.0 or 3.5, and about 5.99 percent score 1.0 or 1.5.

3. On the English conventions' scores, a majority of the students (66.92 percent of
sixth graders and 79.92 percent of the eighth graders) displayed a reasonable
command of English conventions. Only 13.34 percent of the sixth graders and
6.44 percent of the eighth graders were deficient in these skills.

In the annual testing program assessment, the students are tested on four different modes of
writing. Sixth-grade students are asked to write either a clarification or descriptive composition,
and eighth-grade students are asked to write either a persuasive or point-of-view composition. The
years that each mode of writing was administered are shown below:

Yr Sixth Grade Ninth and Eighth Grade
1983-84 Descriptive Persuasive
1984-85 Clarification Point-of-View
1985-86 Clarification Persuasive.
1986-87 Descriptive Point-of-View
1987-88 Clarification Persuasive

Each year when a type of writing assessment is repeated, the same scoring, criteria, and
score point standards are used as in the previous years when the types of writing were assessed,
but the guides are tailored to fit a particular prompt and the anchor papers are changed to
correspond to the prompt. Therefore, when examining writing scores from year to year, it is
important to look at the years when a particular type of writing was evaluated rather than simply
from one year to the next.

An evaluative comparison of writing scores across years cannot be made without caution
because writing prompts change each year. For instance, one prompt may be easier for students to
respond to than another; therefore, the scores that year could be slightly higher. Other factors
influencing performance include change in grade level, time of the year of the assessment, and
emphasis within the classroom. All of those factors, along with writing type should be kept in
mind when interpreting scores.

Therefore, interpretation of writing scores across years must be made with care. At both
grade levels, scores appear to be higher this year. There are more 3.5's and 4's than previous
years with clarification and persuasive writing. On the lower end of the serve scale, both grade
levels, there are fewer l's and 1.5's than in 1984-85 and 1985-86 at sixth grade and in 1983-84
and 1985-86 at eighth grade. Even though caution must be exercised in interpreting score point
distribution movement across years, the data do seem to suggest an improvement in both
clarification and percirasive writing performance in 1987-88 when compared to past years'
administrations.
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THE ANNUAL TESTING PROGRAM
TESTING WRITING: GRADES SIX AND EIGHT, 1987-88

Background

On June 13, 1977, the North Carolina General Assembly enacted a law directing the State
Board of Education to annually evaluate the educational progress of North Carolina students in the
first, second, third, sixth, and ninth grades. Initially, testing was limited to reading, language arts
and mathematics.

Developmental efforts in the assessment of writing began in 1979. The Annual Testing
Commission over the next four years reviewed materials, met with writing consultants, determined
criteria to be measured, developed test items and scoring guides, conducted small-scale tryouts,
examined the procedures and products of preliminary studies, and conducted field studies on
technical issues. The Commission's deliberations included public hearings to hear testimony from
educators and the public.

In i9F.3, several test items were field tested with selected sixth and ninth graders. Students
writing sampleS.Were collected and scored using two different methods: focused holistic scoring*
and criterion scoring. After examining field test results. the Annual Testing Commission chose
items and the focused holistic scoring method to be used in the statewide assessment of writing
scheduled for the 1983-84 school year. In 1983-84 the ninth-grade students were asked to do
persuasive writing and sixth-grade students were asked to do descriptive writing. In 1984-85 the
ninth-grade students were asked to do point-of-view writing and the sixth-grade students were
asked to do clarification writing. In 1985-86 the eighth-grade students were asked to do
persuasive writing and sixth-grade students were asked to do clarification. In 1986-87 the eighth-
grade students were asked to do point-of-view writing and the sixth-grade students were asked to
do discriptive writing.

The Commission believes that statewide emphasis on writing instruction is needed and that
the measurement of writing will encourage instructional attention to writing which, in turn, will
improve student achievement in other areas of the curriculum. When writing is measured and the
results are provided to teachers and students more information will be available to use in planning
instruction, allocating time, and securing resources necessary for those who have not made
adequate progress in learning to write well. In 1984, the Commission made the decision to return
the students' essays to the schools. Copies of the scoring guides used by readers are sent to all
sixth and eighth-grade teachers each year. The return of the students' essays allows teacherq to use
the scoring guides along with the essays to better understand the scoring criteria and to explain to
parents the scores received by students each year. Writing is a basic skill and should be measured
in order to focus attention on its development in the State's public schools.

* Focused holistic scoring is the technical name given to scoring that reflects a reader's overall impression
of a composition's quality, keeping in mind a set of prescribed characteristics and an acceptable level of proficiency.
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The Wilting Task

The sixth-grade writing task required students to write within 50 minutes a clarification
composition focusing on their favorite place to eat and explaining why they prefer the particular
place to eat. Basically, the writing task required students to choose a place to eat and explain their
choice by ghing reasons and elaborating their reasons. Throughout the composition, the writer
was to demonstrate and maintain organization and to write coherently so that sentences and
transitions flowed smoothly.

The writing task at the eighth grade required students to write a letter to a television
producer persuading the producer that where they live is the best place to live. In writing
persuasively, the writer must convince the audience to make a particular choice or to agree with the
writer. In attempting to persuade the audience, information of sufficient power or compelling
details must be provided. Also, information must be presented which is deemed appropriate for
influencing a specified audience. As with other composition, the writhr.- must be organized and
coherent.

scoring Writing Samples

Interest in the scoring of writing samples is not new in the field of education. For a long
time, the general feeling was that it probably is not possible and certainly not wise to make
assumptions about a writer's proficiency without reading actual writing samples. However, there
were problems related to scoring large numbers If writing samples. Writing scores were
considered generally unreliable because of the difficulty in getting scorers to agree on the rating that
should be assigned to a writing sample.

Within the last ten years, however, sufficient concern about the general quality of writing
among public school and college students in this country caused instructional and measurement
specialists alike to reopen the issues related to scoring writing samples. Sufficient research has
been conducted to isolate the sources of historic unreliability in writing scores. Because of these
efforts, more reliable scores are possible when reader training and scoring procedures are carefully
controlled and monitored.

Focused holistic scoring has proven to be a versatile and a fairly reliable method of scoring
writing samples. It is used by Texas, South Carolina, and Maryland in their writing assessments
and has been adopted for use in North Carolina.

Focused holistic scoring (as defined by the Annual Testing Commission) is closely related
to holistic scoring and an assigned score reflects a reader's general impression of each
composition's quality. This process differs from pure holistic scoring, however, in two important
ways. First, it requires readers to focus their attention on a set of prescribed composition
characteristics and to assign scores based on the level of facility in these areas that the writer
demonstrates. Second, this process requires each possible score to represent a specifi2d level of
proficiency for the set of composition characteristics being observed. Each point on the scale is
anchored by a statement or series of statements describing the proficiency level that the point
represents. The Commission selects a sample of student papers that represents each level or score
point for readers to use as an anchor for a particular score point. The score is useful because it
represents a specific type and level of performance.

The second judgement made by the readers describes the writer's general proficiency with
conventions of written composition. The reader decides whether the writer is or is not proficient in
using accepted English conventions.

5
7



Reader Training

The first objective of reader training is to capitalize on the common know..edge and
understanding among readers and to remove, at least temporarily, the biases that readers might
have aboutthe importance and appropriateness of certain characteristics of written composition.
The training material is designed to clearly define each characteristic that the reader will be asked to
evaluate. Wherever possible the scoring guide, containing actual papers which were selected by
the Commission, minimizes the need for making judgements and inferences. It is essential that
readers accept the definitions set forth in the scoring guide.

Before scoring begins, test booklets containing the students' actual writing are divided so
that obvious student and school identification information are separated from the compositions.
Thus, readers cannot be influenced by factors such as geographical location. Each composition is
scored by two independent readers who in most cases are expected to assign the same score. To
ensure accuracy in scoring, readers are required to reach a common understanding of the
definitions and of applications of the definitions. They receive thiee days of intensive training on
the scoring guide and anchor papers. Agreement with other readers and consistent adherence to the
scoring criteria are monitored throughout the scoring session. Validity papers are circulated among
the readers throughout scoring to assure room-wide adherence to the scoring standards. If readers
do-- not agree with validity papers a minimum of 70 percent, they are retrained. Team leaders
receive special training and are able,to provide assistance or clarification to readers during each
scoring session. In addition,.team leaders rescore all compositions on which the two cores differ
by more than one point. Compositions for which the two scores differ by a single point are
assigned a mid-point score. For example, if Reader A assigns a composition score of 2 and
Reader B assigns the composition a score of 1, the score reported to the student and teacher is 1.5.

Strict security guidelines are observed for the scoring process. For this reason, readers
must sign a confidentiality statement, wear an identification badge in the scoring area, and leave all
scoring materials in the scoring rooms. Security personnel monitor compliance with all security
guidelines.

Nip
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Results of the Writing Test

Sixth Grade

Sixth graders were asked to choose their favorite place to eat and tell why it is their
favorite. The prompt and directions are shown below.

Choose a place where you like to eat or would like to eat. Name the place and tell
why you would like to eat there.

As you write your paper, remember to:

Name the place where you would like to eat.

Give at least two different reasons why you would like to eat there and explain your

reasons.

Write in complete paragraphs.

Check to be sure you are writing good sentences.

Use correct grammar, spelling, punctuation, and capitalization.

There were 77,045 publi?, school student papers which were scored by two readers and
rescored if the readers differed by more than one point on a four-point scale. The agreement rate of
the readers is shown below.

Table 1. Sixth-Grade Reader Agreement Status

Total Public Perfect Agreement Adjacent Agreement Resolution Required
School Papers n Percent n Percent n Percent

77,045 54,739 71.0% 21,611 28.0% 695 .9%

The 70 percent criterion rate for perfect agreement required by the State Board of Education was
exceeded and the resolutions required were few. Readers had a 74.6 percent perfect agreement
with the validity papers that were circulated daily.

The rating score points ranged from 1 to 4 and are described below.

Clarification Composition Score Scale

4 = The paper exhibits a strong command of clarification writing.
3 = The paper shows a reasonable command of clarification writing.
2 = The paper focuses on a place to eat and attempts to establish reasons for preferring it to

the other places to eat.
1 = There is evidence that the writer has read the prompt and attempted to respond to it.
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The sixth -grade writing results are given below. About 11.1 percent of the students
received a score of 3.5 or 4.0 and about 13.7 percent scored at 1.0 or 1.5. Likewise, 21.0 percent
scored a 3.0 and 38.6 percent scored a 2.0. The standards are quite high for a 4 since the paper
must show strengths in all four criteria used to assess writing (main idea, supporting detail,
organization, and coherence). The 2 score point indicated that the student is able to focus on the
task with a strategy in mind and give concrete descriptors. The paper remains in the 2 score point
because of the sparsity of elaboration or an overriding flaw in organization and c-nerence. Less
than one percent of the papers had problems which made them non-scorable.

Table 2. Digribution of Writing Scores for Sixth Graders

Score II percentage Cumulative Percentage
4.0 3,537 4.59 4.59
3.5 4,996 6.49 11.08
3.0 16,125 20.93 32.01
2.5 11,855 15.39 47.40
2.0 29,710 38.56 85.96
1.5 4,749 6.16 92.12
1.0 5,811 7.54 99.66
NS 262 .34 100.00

A separate score was given for the correct use of accepted English conventions, including
the student's ability to write complete sentences, to demonstrate appropriate usage of the language,
and to use appropriate spelling, punctuation, and capitalization. A plus ratings score (+) was given
if the student had a reasonable level of proficiency in sentence formation, usage, and mechanics. A
minus score (-) indicated that the writer displayed severe problems in the three criteria listed above.
Table 3 shows that the two readers per paper agreed that 66.9 percent of the papers usedEnglish
conventions, 13.3 percent of the papers did not, and 19.7 percent of the papers received a plus
from one reader and a minus from the other reader. Less than one percent of the papers were
judged to be non-scorable and received minus convention scores.

Table 3. English Conventions Scores for Sixth Graders

Reader A greemsdit Il percentage
plus/plus (++) 51,556 66.92
plus/minus (+-) 15,209 19.74
minus/minus (--) 10,280 13.34

Of the students scoring 3.0 or higher on the focused holistic scale, more than 83.63 percent
had double-plus (++) ratings on English conventions. The percentage of double-plus ratings for
1.0, 1.5, and 2.0 score scales was 35.76 percent, 44.81 percent, and 61.75 percent respectively.
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eighth Grade

Eighth graders were asked to write a letter persuading the producer of a television program
that where they live is the best place to live. The prompt and directions are shown below.

A television program is having a contest tided "The Best Place to Live." Write a
letter convincing the producer of the program that where you live is the best place to live.

As you write, remember to:

Tell the producer why you are writing.

Give at least two reasons why where you live is the best place to live and explain your reasons.

Write in complete paragraphs.

Check to be sure you are writing good sentences.

Use correct grammar, spelling, capitalization, and punctuation.

As with the sixth grade, two readers read each paper with rescoring required for any paper
with scores that differed by 2 or more points. A total of 81,047 public school student papers were
scored, with 72.1 percent perfect agreement. The overall agreement rates are shown below.

Table 4. Eighth Grade Reader Agreement Status

Total Public perfect Agreement Adjacent Agreement Resolution Required
School Papers n __IL_ _Ey :ent Xarcent

81,047 58,453 72.1% 22,021 27.2% 573 .7%

The 70% criterion rate for perfect agreement required by the State Board of Education was
exceeded and the resolutions required were few. Readers had a 73.9 percent perfect agreement
rate with the validity papers that were circulated daily.

The rating score points ranged from 1 to 4 and are described below.

4 = The response exhibits a strong command of persuasive writing.
3 = The response exhibits a reasonable command of persuasive writing.
2 = The response exhibits a weakness of persuasive writing.
1 = The response exhibits a lack of command of persuasive writing.

The eighth-grade writing results show that about 17.5 percent of the students received a
score of 3.5 or 4.0 and about 6.0 percent scored at 1.0 or 1.5. About 33.6 percent scored at 3.0
and 27.6 percent scored at 2.0. The standards are quite high for a 4 since the paper must show
strengths in all four criteria used to assess writing (main idea, supporting detail, organization, and
coherence). The 2 score point indicates that the student is able to focus on the task with a strategy
in mind and give clear reasons for the position. The paper remains in the 2 score point because of
the sparsity of elaboration or an overriding flaw in organization and coherence. Less than one
percent of the papers had problems which made them non-scorable.



Sort

Table 5. DiataktionoffiaingSsartalorlighticuade* ra

n Cumulative f acentage
6,6644.0 8.22 8.22

3.5 7,525 9.28 17.50
3.0 27;202 33.56 51.06
2.5 12,169 15.01 66.07
2.0
1.5

22,361
2,307

27.59
2.85

9166
96.51

1.0 2,541 3.14 99.65
NS 278 .34 99.99

Each studeat's ability to correctly use accepted English conventions to write complete sentences,
use words appropriately, spell, punctuate, and capitalize properly was measured by a separate
score. As with the sixth-grade scoring process, a plus rating ( +) was given if the writer
demonstrated a reasonable level of proficiency and minus rating (-) was given if there were severe
problems in using English conventions appropriately. Table 6 shows 79.92 percent of the
compositions were acceptable to both readers and 6.144 percent were not. 13.64 percent received
a plus from one reader and a minus from the other. Less than one percent of the papers were
judged to be non- scorable and received minus conventions score.

Table 6. English Conventions Scorefor Eighth Graders

Reader Agreement n
plus/plus (++)
plus/minus ( + -)
minus/minus (--)

Of the students scoring 3.0 or higher, more than 90.1 percent received double-plus ratings
(++). The percentage of double-plus ( + +) ratings for the students scoring at 1.0, 1.5, and 2.0 was
31.21, 49.07, and 71.36 respectively.

64,773 79.92
11,052 13.64
5,212 6.44



Review of Previous. Writing Performance

Comparisons of writing performance, based on focused holistic scoring, across years is
difficult to the pattern of scores thata Wen prompt produCes. One prompt by its very nature
may-produde a distribution of scores that is uniformly higher or lower than another prompt. Other
prompts, may tend, to bp- easier to produce reasons and elaborations for and yield greater
proportiofis of particular, score points. North Carolina's scoring guides maintain exactly the same
standards across yearsfor a mode of compositiok however, the special characteristics of a prompt
can produce different distributions of scores from these guides. Another problem in making the
straight comparisons across years is the difference in experience resulting from the actual time of
the school' year the assessment was adrninistered, at what grade, level the assessment was
administered, and the nuMber, of years between assessments. Furthermore, emphasis given each
type of writing in, the curriculum may vary from classroom to classroom. For these reasons,
changes in writing across years are difficult to interpret. However,,with these cautions in mind,
the data in Tables 7 and 8 are presented.

The percentage Of students receiving .scores of 3.5 or better has increased from 4.25 in
1984-85 to 4.58-in 1985-86 to 11.08 for clarification writing at grade§ and from 2.37 to 4.23 to
17.50 for persuasive writing at grade 8. Because the criteria have not differed, any change at these
levels is noteworthy. Another obvious difference across the timeperiod is the drop from 63.2 to
18.43 to 5:99 percent receiving a score of 1.0 or 1.5 for the same type of writing in grade 8.

The following tables show the score point distribution for the years that descriptive, point-
of-view, clarification and persuasive writing have been assessed.

11
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score

1983-84

n

4.0 3,271
3.5 3,618
3.0 17,096
2.5 10,827
2.0 32,957
1.5 6,340
1.0 10,704
NS 698

194-85

Score n

4.0 1,203
3.5 2,138
3.0 12,033
2.5 10,801
2.0 27,879
1.5 11,035
1.0 16,870
NS 575

Score
4.0
3.5
3.0
2.5
2.0
1.5
1.0
NS

Table 7. Distribution of Writing Scores for Descriptive Writing
for Sixth Graders

1986-87

Score n

3.83 4.0 1,812 2.29
4.23 3.5 2,632 3.32

19.99 3.0 9,405 11.87
12.66 2.5 8,730 11.02
38.54 2.0 24,345 30.74
7.41 1.5 9,688 12.23

12.52 1.0 22,312 28.17
.82 NS 279 .36

Distribution of Writing Scores for Clarification Writing
for Sixth Graders

Score

1985-86

Percentage

1.45 4.0

_IL..._

1,131 1.39
2.80 3.5 2,591 3.19

14.55 3.0 14,657 18.06
13.06 2.5 12,913 15.91
33.71 2.0 38,928 47.97
13.34 1.5 5,584 6.88
20.40 1.0 4,928 6.07

.70 NS 423 .52

1987-81

Percentage
3,537 4.59
4,996 6.49

16,125 20.93
11,855 15.39
29,710 38.56

4,749 6.16
5,811 7.54

262 .34
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Table 8. Distribution of Writing Scores for Point-of-View Writing
for Ninth and Eighth Grader,

Score

1984-85

Percentage Score

1986-87

n

4.0

_n____

3,823 4.10 4.0 1,484 1.79
3.5 4,652 4.99 3.5 3,066 3.69
3.0 18,788 20.16 3.0 13,529 16.30
2.5 11,537 12.38 2.5 13,209 15.91
2.0 35,563 38.15 2.0 36,204 43.61
1.5 6,844 7.34 1.5 6,768 8.15
1.0 11,535 12.28 1.0 8,543 10.29
NS 468 .50 NS 212 .26

Distribution of Writing Scores for Persuasive Writing
for Ninth and Eighth Graders

1983-84 1985-86

Score n Score _n__ Percentage

4.0 869 .99 4.0 1,282 1.48
3.5 1,206 1.38 3.5 2,390 2.75
3.0 4,039 4.61 3.0 . 10,453 12.03
2.5 5,735 6.54 2.5 12,410 14.29
2.0 19,394 22.12 2.0 43,844 50.47
1.5 15,741 17.95 1.5 7,999 9.21
1.0 39,652 45.23 1.0 8,010 9.22
NS 1,035 1.18 NS 485 .56

Score

1987-88

n Percentage
4.0 6,664 8.22
3.5 7,525 9.28
3.0 27,202 33.56
2.5 12,169 15.01
2.0 22,361 27.59
1.5 2,307 2.85
1.0 2,541 3.14
NS 278 .34
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MENUS

STATE

.

SUMMAR PORT
Corrected

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program
Writing Assessment 1987-1988

...

GRADE 6

Test Date: November, 1987

4.0 3.5
FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS
3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS

CONVENTION SCORES
++ +- --NUMBER

TESTED

STATE
Total:

HandicoPPod: 6. 1
Non-Handicapped: 69, 7

REGION 1-NO 0' ST
4r ta : 4, 45

HandicaPPe : 181Non-Hand4cappe : 3, 25

REGION 2-SOUTHEAST
8,892

HandicaPPe :
Non-Handicapp : 7,886

REGION 3-CENTRAL
Total: 12,530

Handicapped: 1,022
Non-Handicapped: 11,346

REGION 4-SOUTH CENTRAL
Tots : 9,906

Han4icappe : 766
Non-Handicappo : 8,945

REGION 5-NORTH CENTRAL
Total: 13,71

Handicappe4: 105
Non-Handicapped: 12,39

REGION 6- SOUTHWEST
Tota1: 13,431

Handitapped: 1,183
Non-Handicapped: 11,950

REGION 7-NORTHWEST
Total: 7,764

Hand icapped: 714
Non-Handicapped: 6,962

REGION 8-WESTERN
Total: 6,441

Handicappe4: 624
Non-Handicapped: 5,771

4.6
0.4
5.1

3.8
0.3
4.2

3.3
0.4
3.6

8.2

6:8

2.8
0.1
3.1

81
6.0

4.4
0.3
4.9

4.3
0.1
4.7

R.2

5:3

6.5
0.6
7.1

4.8
1.6
5.3

5.5
0.3
6.1

XI
8:1

4.9
0.5
5.3

1:1
8.1

6.6
44
6.9

6.8
0.7
7.4

7.2

SA

20.9
4.2
22.6

22.5
3.9

24.5

21.2
4.4

22.9

20.4

22.0

17.5
2.6

18.8

21.5

23.1

22.1
5.

23.

22.1
3.6

24.1

20.8

22.3

PERCENTAGES

15.4 31.6 _6.2
6.2 3 .5 14.1

16.2 3 .4 5.4

14.3 40.0 5.7
5.2 42.5 9.2

15.3 39.6 5.2

41.1 6.2
5. 42.8 13.9

15. 40.7 5.5

15.3 35.1 2.6

16.1 HI 15:1

14.7 43.4 7.2
3.8 36.9 15.0

15.6 44.0 6.5

15:2 HA lii
16.5 36.5 4.

15.4 38.5 6.0
6.3 4Q.5 13.7

16.3 38.2 5.2

15.7 39.5 5.0
7.1 43.8 13.3
16.5 39.0 4.1

16.§ 18.1 g.77

11:§ 35:8 15:6

_7.5
32.3
5.2

8.5
34.6
5.8

7.5
30.5
5.4

38.1

1:9

8.9
37.3
6.5

7.0

4.

_6.5
30.5
4.5

6.5
29.0
4.1

3g.8

4:5

0.3
2.4
0.1

0.4
2.6
0.2

0.3
2.7
0.1

0.4

0.2

0.5
3.7
0.2

0.2

0.1

0.4
2.7
0.2

0.2
2.2
0.0

2.3

0.1

66.9
23.6
71.0

HI
67.5

66.9

38:1

64.R

ii:3

64.8
24.0
68.5

71.
26.8
75.4

67.0
20.1
71.7

69.5
25.1
74.0

64.1
21.2
68.6

PERCENTAGES

19.7
24.7
19.3

iii
21.7

20.1

fli

19.8

13:5

20.8
22.6
20.5

18.1
25.
17.

19.3
25.1
18.7

18.0
23.5
17.4

21.5
23.4
21.3

13.3
51.7
9.7

ill
lu.

12.9

4:3

13.6

12.4

14.4
53.4
11.0

10.1
47.4
6.9

13.7
54.8
9.6

12.6
51.4
8.6

14.5
55.4
10.1
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EXCEPTIONAL STUDENT SURVEY REPORT
Corrected

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program
Writing Assessment 1987-1988

GRADE 6

Test Date: November, 1987

NUMBER
TESTEDTESTED 4.0 3.5

FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS
3.0 2.5 -2.0 1.5 1.0 NS ++

PERCENTAGES

:Not Exceptional 61,506 3.2 5.8 21.2 16.7 41.3 5.9 5.7 0.2 68.0

Gifted 7,570 20.0 17.3 33.6 12.9 14.6 1.0 0.8 0.0 94.8

Multihandicapped 91 1.1 0.0 0.0 2.2 34.1 11.0 48.2 5.5 19.8

Hearing Impaired 104 3.8 0.0 7.7 7.7 48.1 15.4 17.3 0.0 51.0

Speech and/or Language 0.5 2.3 8.8 11.3 50.3 9.5 15.8 0.8 41.5

:Unpaired

VisuallyImpaired 40 2.5 0.0 10.0 12.5 45.0 7.5 17.5 5.0 47.5

Behaviorally/emotionally 715 0.3 1.0 3.5 5.7 42.4 13.3 32.6 1.3 34.7

'Handicapped

OrthoPedically Impaired 37 5.4 0.0 10.8 18.9 43.2 10.8 10.8 0.0 62.2

'Specific Learning Disability 4,194 0.3 0.5 4.5 6.5 42.2 15.1 29.4 1.4 21.4

-Mentally Handicapped 858 0.0 0.0 0.3 1.6 19.5 12.8 56.8 9.0 9.1

Other Health Impairment 74 0.0 4.1 5.4 12.2 51.4 9.5 17.6 0.0 47.3

Unknown 1,457 1.7 4.5 17.6 15.7 41.5 9.1 9.3 0.8 67.7

STATE TOTAL 77,045 4.6 6.6 20.9 15.4 38.6 6.2 7.5 0.3 66.9

+ -

PERCENTAGES

21.1 10.9

4.7 0.4

15.4 64.8

26.0 23.1

28.3 32.3

20.0 32.5

25.5 39.9

27.0 10.8

25.8 52.8

19.0 71.9

24.3 28.4

18.9 13.3

19.7 13.3

0



itiO100.=NORTHSAST

NUMBER
TESTED

STATE.

Handicapped:
d: 77:1t1

'Non 68,67g

REGION : 4,11
Amo4Wirgall 345

"A1*(1"Ign
Non-Handicappe : 3311

WASNINGTON CITY

Handicappe :
2I4

'Non-Hanc4cappe : 261

UNTIE COUNT
Tgta : 317

Handicappei:
291Non-Handlcappe :

CAMDEN COUNTY
Total:

HandicaPPe4:
Non-Handicappeo:

CHOWhN COUNTY
Total:

Handicapped:
Non-Handicapped:

CUPRITOt COUNTY
Total:

Handicapped:
Non-Handicappeo:

DARE COUNTY
Total:

Handicapped:
Non-Handicapped:

69
7
59

148
6

141

164
1

152
2

176
2

44

SUMM PORT
CM' ed

The North Carolina Annual Testing program
Writing Assessment 1987-198k

FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5

PERCENTAGES

4.6 20.9 15.4
12:f0.4 8:1 4.2 6.2

5.1 7.1 22.6 16.2 3 . 5.4

1.8 4.8 22.1 14.3 4.0 1.7
.3 1.6 3.e 5.2

30.6
.2

.2 5.3 24.5 15.3 .2

1:8 8:8 9:1
6.iS:i1.6 3.5 14.2 45. 6 7.9

1.0 NS

7.6 0.3
32.3 2.4
5.2 0.1

32.8 2.6
5. 0.2

4. 4.3 17.1 7.1 17.4
8.0.0 0.0 36. i 52.6

5. 4.6 18.2 7.7 41. 14.6

16.7 36.3 4.1 3.5 0.3
0.0 0.0 O. 10.5 47.4 10.5

21:0

83
4.4 3.4 33. 17.1 35.6 3.

IA : 31 11:3 7.1
580108.2

g
4 .7

1)

315.3 3.w
50:

0.0

O.
2.8 4.1

0.0 i 28:8 q:8 11:t
8.1
33.3

2.1 4.3 10.9 24.1 4 .4 2.8 6.4

0.0
0.0

16.7 8.3 41.7 16.7
8:87.2 34.9 11.2 34.9 8:3 3.3

8:8 8:8
22.2 16.8 84 10.2

11.4
.0 504

4.5 9.1 48.8 4.5 0.0 O.

21.

Test Date: November, 1987

++

23.9
71.0

6

PERCENTAGES

19.7
24.7
19.3

13.3
51.7
9.7

f:4 22.1
513.e 4 27.6

6.7.5 21.7 10.

63.0 22.5 14.5
.1 3

29.3677.9 1.1

74.7 13.4 11.9

64.4 20.2 15.5

19:1

72.5
14.3
79.7

15.9

163
11.6
71.4
3.'

57.4 23.0 19.6

68.3
33.3
22.7

66.7
17.0

66.3

650.9.7

0
26.2
33.3
25.7

5.5
164.6.7

18.8 108.8
9 . 4.5 4.5

22
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SUMMARY ROPORT
Corrected

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program
Writing Assessment 1987-1988

GRADE 6

Test Date: November, 1987

NUMBER
TESTED

FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS

CONVENTION SCORES
+-

COUNTY
97

QQ

9;

NERTFORDaCiOUNTY

BIDE COUNTT
:rota s

$10a4gag:
likStROTAPW

ota
uandica

Tota

Noa-glatala
PITT COMET

TYRRELL COUNTY

NASMINGT" Tota

Non-1::20 II

324
27

297

2

37

315

36
3111

451

17g

PERCENTAGES

81 ill 38:i 1f:8 .3i:2
6. 12.2 42.2 1 .4 22.2

1.3 11:1
1.1

8.1 111 91 lig 11:1 3:1
1. 1

i2:?
4

II CI 26.5 41:1

21 l 1:1f 1 i
2.0 8.6

3 I i

El 21ii 31ii

5.0 7.2 0.4

lif lit 2211 t:; 31:1 1:1

1.8
5.4

. iz .1 'SI ti..1
2.1 4. 23. 1 . 44.7

1:8 18:8
12.8

18:f
.6 12.4 14 46

196ii N
fi:8 IN 11112.4

PERCENTAGES

61:i !IA66.3 10.2

111

612.261 116:i

il:1 5iii

11.7 24.7
34/15.2 27.4

66.1 24.4 .5

12.
3941
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TOMO
sAsE MOUS

REGION REGION 2- SOUTHEAST

SUMM PORT
COMIC c

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program
Writing Assessment 1987-1988

IP
GRADE 6

Test Date: November, 1987

FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS --

NUMBER
TESTED

STATE
Totai: 77,24

Ranacapps :
Non-Hanalcappe : 61,6g

'REGION 2-Si

Hangici ; 8422
Non-Han ca : 7,616

BRUNSWICK WI

Nonleggaggi
61!

541

CARTICRET COUNTY
582

Railcar...pa .

Non-Han icappe : 416

NEW BERN/CRAVEN COUNTY
Total: 1145

Hanacappe .

Non-Hanalcappe : 928

DUPLIN COUNTY
Totai! 529

Hanacappe .

Non-Hanalcappe : 56!

GREENE COUNTY
2i;

Hanacappe .

Non-Hannicappe : 189

JONES COUNTY
To!!1! 120

HanOCIPAre
Non-Hanamappea:

14
106

LENIOR COUNTY
458

Hanacappe . 37
Nen-Hancacappe : 415

PERCENTAGES

t:2 1:1 22:3 1g:l if:f 12:f 33:3
5.1 .1 22.6 16.2 . 5.4 5.2

14. 41. 6.2 .5ii 81 21:1 5.f 4R.i 1;1 '31.
.6 6. 22.9 15. 4%1.7 u. 5.:

11 8:1 2 U:i B:8 5:3 2i:1
3.6 5. 25.0 19.0 37.2 15.4 3.7

" 8.0 6 7
1:A 8:; 1:1 11 11:i 21.7 21:7
1.2 2.7 2 . 1 .1 4 . 6.5 4.9

i:8 f:f 21:1 12:1 9:1 11:1 33:8
.3 6. 22.9 17.4 34. .2 6.1

:t) 8:f 11:8 1i:i tt:i 176:f 31:?
.4 5. 1 .6 16.4 46.3 6.2 6.4

8:8 02

31

13:1 18 3:3 12:i li:1
1.1 2.6 21.2 1 .5 39.7 9.5 7.4

5.Q 1.7 23.3 10.6 f7.5 5.Q 0.7
7.1 0.Q u.0 7.1 b7.1 u.0 2u4
4.7 1.9 26.4 11.3 46.2 5,7 3.8

N 81 118 1i:3
41.5

111 ii:f
.7 3. 1 .3 16.6 40.7 . 7.2

3:1
0.1

.

R.;
..1

w.0.

0.3
8.g

.

S:75
0.2

H
0.0

21
0.0

(.0

.0

0 7
80
.7

114
7 .0

0.9
38:i

?i14:1
6w.2

11:i
75.1

q:i
6 .7

67.8
21.4
73.1

H:8
73.5

58.3
21.4
63.2

69.4
37.0
73.w

PERCENTAGES

il:3 il:?
19.3 .7

12.9

f;: 5i:i

fi:i ill
23.5 A6.

il:3 41:1
1 .4 .

iki Hi
27.0 11.3

17.5 14.7
23.2 .4
16.8 iu.2

i?:i 11:8
20.1. 6.3

27.5 14.2
21.4 57.1
28.3 8.5

18.3 12.2
24.3 37.0
17.3 9.6

26



5

SUMMARY REPORT
Corrected

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program

litIOCSN144 Writing Assessment 1987-1988

:-itEGioN'2-fsOurisA3T

GRADE 6

Test Date: November, 1987

CONVENTION RtORES
++ +- --

'NUMBER
TESTED:

FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS

f41147°"IlOta :

, i41141C*PPeik
iNcorNandicappe :

"""Nista
...italidicapoe .

Non7410flaicappe.. ..,

:ONALOWCOUWit.
'2,_Totai:

_ . .Hadohcapoo :
1q9flliang4CIPPOI :

:40,140wirVti :
`IiiiiidiCalpoi:

104=HIPPc4 P.A. :

MILICO-,COUNTY
TO11:

44010appe :
10n444111404PPe.:

"10" 'C' 4oial:
Nanditappe. :

lftw-galqicappe :

SAMPSON COWITY
'Total!

NonAligian;_ .

cLiwroti
'4TTota :

kinclicap :

jpin-Hanazcap

W4**'091-41.*Ir.-Teitii :
Alichcap

gO044andicip

3
it

315

1,22
7!

1,14

1,173
75

1,012

2d

'ti
137

347
27

320

493

391

llg
17g

51R

82g

PERCENTAGES

1:8 1:8 16:i 11 11:1 14.6 14.6 H
.3 .3 12.7 11.4 6 . 6.7 8.6 .

I:1 11.3 18.0 15.i 23.1 Ai Ai H
.

9.5 13:6 41:i 15.7 ii:6 6:8 0:g

i:8 Al 1:8 11:3 18:3 11:8 31:1 3:i
&.3 4.4 20.5 15.9 46.3 w.2 6.3 0.0

I:i II 111 II 111 111 211 ti

8:i 8:1 lf:f 18:8 RI 2f:8 3811 H
2.7 5.0 . 6.6 61. .0 6.6 w.0

81 8:8 181 '3:1 11:1 Al 28:1 A
2. 5.6 16. 13.1 50. 4.1 6.3 .3

2. .1
El 11 11 q:i 11:1 2g:8 I:I

2. 8.3 1 .4 1 .6 4u.7 6.0 3.3 0.3

fil f:8 281 '3:9 iii 2/3 11:1 M
2. .1 27. 13.1 34.3 5.7 .0 .

88 81 1:3 'Li 11:5 I:1 3i:i i:t
5.1 3., 20.5 14;1' 47.5 3.7 .1 .0

PERCENTAGES

11:3 ii:8 ill
7 .5 20.3 9.2

75.; 11.1 49.9

/8:6 14:7 5:3

67.6 19.7 12.7

18:I 20:1 MI
66.4 25.2 8.4

61:6 11:1 51:8

183 ii:i 18:3
81.0 11.7 7.3

11:8 ii:S HI
u0.1 22.2 9.7

til ill ill
71.6 19.1 .3

58:1 fi:2 12:1
62. 25.7 1.

it:9 il:3
76.2 16.2 1.6

III
n
4.
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REGION -SOUTHEAST

5

SUM PORT .

, Corrected

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program
Writing Assessment 1987-1988

.

GRADE 6

Test Date November, 1987

NUMBER i
TESTED 1

FOCUSED HOUSTIC SCORE POINTS
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS

CONVENTION SCORES
++ + -

:GormssoRo, cgtal
360
22

-Non-tkiggigittggi 337

PERCENTAGES

1:8 18 11:i 't:i 1.7:1 f:1 111
1.5 .1 11.6 15.4 50.7 .6 .

...._

.

11

PERCENTAGES

t2.5 fi.i 11.1

6i.8 23:4 tr.0

U



SUMMARY REPORT
Corrected

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program
. . '0.04- - Writing Assessment 1987-1988

ligalOtt *GPM 3'cr.WIT4L,

GRADE 6

Test Date: November, 1987

'NUMBER
TESTED 4.0 3.5

FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS
3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS

CONVENTION SCORES
++ +- --

OTAT4

Randlcappe .

,Non=Handicappe :

-0.wirlrastriti
-Teta

landicap
Iftleandicap

DURHAM COUNTY-
Total:

Handicapped:
Non-Handicapped:.. , .

.DURHAM CITY_

_ Handicap :

Non-landkcap ,:

iDGHCONSI CONNITT
Vet e':

Handleappe4:
Non-Handicapped:

TARBOR07027,--
",1761:

ReicifcAPPO :
.460.41anaAcappe :

FRANKLIN COUNTY
.Tota

Haaidka
Non-Hanatca

Oumwaricii-CI
:. Teta

Headway
NoWliandicap

.GRANVILLVC-- '--,Voto :
iiii tca

Nen-Han ice
-

71/
55, 7

1, 22
11,_46

1,208
77

1,102

573

531

371

342

211

215

32?

382

97
5

92

411

435

4.6
0.4
5.1

6.2

g:8

11.6
1.7,

12.5

i:i
J...

R.8
.

15.2

4.7

R:8

84
7.0

2.1
0.0
2.2

i:i
2.5

PERCENTAGES

6.5 20.9 15.4 31.6 6.2 7.5
0.6 4.2 6.2 3 .8 14.1 32.
7.1 22.6 16.2 3 .4 5.4 5.2

7.5 20.4 15.3 35.1 6.6 8.4

8:1 22.0 16.1 .ii:i 11:1 31:8

11.6 26.2 18.0 23.1 5.6 _3.8
1.3 5.2 11.7 41.6 15.6 23.4

12.3 27.7 18.3 21.8 5.0 2.5

81 1:8 11:i if:i 4:8 11:4
3. 1 .7 1 .1 3 .3 14.1 10.0

6.1 27.3 i.6 35.0 2.7 11.
0.0 7.i .0

33.6
10.7 25.

6.7 29.2 .2 33.6 2.0 9.

8.4 TR A.7 48.9 5.6 11.6
.0 66.7 6.7 26.7

3:9 22:5 5.0 47.7 5.5 10.6

11 1:i 11:1
45.0

21:3 21:3
7 1 .3 12.3 45.0 6.3 6.3

2.1 17.5 14.4 1.5 6.2
60.00.0 0.0 0.0 4 .0 0.0 60.0

2.2 18.5 15.2 5 .1 6.5 4.3

8:8 211 11 31:3 43:1 31:1
5.2 22. 1 . 38.5 8. 4.1

0.3
2.4
0.1

0.4

i:i

.

H
.

2:
0.

0.3
3 6
0.0

.v
11
.0

$ I
1.

.

11
.

.50.5

66.9
23.

64.1

IB:0

Ifi
7 .5

414
5.9

43.2

59.1
14.3
62.6

60.1

HA
57.4

61:3

5g.7

55.3

51.5
3.8

53.5

PERCENTAGES

19.7 13.3
24.7

5i:3

19.8 11.6

11:5 12.4

11:i 311
17.2 v.4

32.8 26.2
26.5 67.6
33.2 23.6

15.5 25.4
10.7 75.0
16.1 21.3

22.7 17.2

13:S 7.2:3

22.5 20.1

1?:8 tl:;

24.7 18.8

233 i6.3

20.1
7.7 8 .5

21.2 2 ,3
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SUM ORT .

corrected .

6111111 ,. The North' Carolina Annual Testing Program GRADE 6

4.*Pills- Writing Assessment 1987-1988

Test Date: November, 1987
REGION 3-CENTRAL

'NUMBER
TESTED

FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5. 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS

CONVENTION SCORES
++ +-

)044NWCOUNTT
_,

Nandltappe .

Norlancappe :
*0400I t RAPIDS

'Tot& :
4Wailicappe :

Nowliandicappe

jillith011 CITY
Tota :

11andica.-:
Ifon-pin

.

JOHNSTON cowry
4'

,,. Mandicappe :
14p-Naadicappe :

.MASH' COUNTY

Eianacappe .

Non-llandicappe :

Tota :
Hindicapps

Non-Handicappe :
.,

NORTHAMPTON CO Y

iandfcappe :

!ron-Handicappe :

VANCE COMITY

Handicaope :
Non -Handicapped::

WM cotitrrY
Total:

Non-Handicapped:

. , ..

4

411

2if
1J

110

105

1,11i

1,01/

80
751

18.
354

211

247

544
51
448

4,235

3,763

PERCENTAGES

8:8 f:i 11 111 ji:1 lf:i ii:i
0.2

6.4 . 1 .6 1 . 3. .4 7.5 .

1:f 81 11 8:f 11:8 18 5i:8 H
1 . 5. 34. 11. 2 .1 a.6 .6 u.0

11 861 2161 I:g 11161 868 II H. 5. 2 .4 .3 . 6.4 1 . .

1.7 /.2 15.2 17.0 2 0 4
. .1 N.? 111 39.6 24

3.i 7.8 20.2 17.0 38.3 6:a 5.6 0.2

8:1 1:i 21:1 1:1 11:1 21:1 23:1 21
6.7 .1 24.1 2u.5 2/.4 6. 5.3 0.1

8f 1:1 1:i '1:8 ill if:i 58:8 :8
6. 1 . 1 . 2 .1 31. .2 5.4 .3

3.3 7.4 12.9 14.4 43.5 7.7 10.0 0.7

3:S SI 14.2 11:8 11:? 1:0 38 :I 8:2

1:8 28:1
13:? 38:1 81

2.2 .7 24. 23. 32.1 6.0 3.1 0.0

8.A 8.i 11.1 39.2 Ai lig 0.17)

6.3 6.9 20. 133 ii:8 4.3 6.8 8:4

PERCENTAGES

til ill Ili4_. 30 :6 .

724 iii 144
911 13.1 ii:6

481 I:8 11;:i
44. 1 .3 .6

12:9 il if:i
70.3 19.6 1 .1

ill 11:1 ill
65.6 24. 1u.4

ii8 18:8 18:13
54.2 22.3 23.4

48.7 28.0 23.2

ii:S 26:3 11:8

51.5 24.4 24;1

55.6 ig./ 18:1

77.4 13.4 9.3

13:8 fil 3g:3

34
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Test Date: November, 1987
REGPN:.UGION 3-C1NTRAL

NUMBER
TESTED

FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS

CONVENTION SCORES
+ + + -

.
.

WARREN COUNTY
17

N-o,n

csmixt.

i : 16!

11114"1.1. '2 .Total:
iton=litligs:31 li8

.

.1 5

.

PERCENTAGES

1: 1:i li:/ i I:i . 1 1 l i. 1. i /1 H
. 1 .6 2 . 16.e 25. u.2 3. .

1.1 11.1 21.1 1/.1 it.1 11.2 21. 11

.

. ....11 .,

PERCENTAGES

ili lll. i

I.? 1?..1 i2:153.4 29.7 46.

. ..
.

.

,,J SW

. .
., . .

."4,"";'`q" -
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Test Date: November, 1987REGiON: REGION, ,4 -SOUTH =mu
NUMBER
TESTED

FOCUSED HOUSTIC SCORE POINTS
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS

CONVENTION SCORES
++ +- --

STATIC
Total! 77,Q45

Non-1::31g=3; 61:8it

*OWN `4-SOUTH
.-Tota IIINTRAienf

Handica :

Ipmi=sandica : 8,943BA
' "Dini.C9Wrgitl:

. kaatikappa : 3!!
Non-Nandicappe : 353

COLUYBUS COUNTY

Nonag.
Total: 5!R

lagni 553

NNITIVILLZICITY
194

Haadioappa
:

7
Non-Nandicappe : 183

'CUMBERLAND Co
Tota : 3,017

Non-I:ging: i 2,317

41, BRAGG
Total: 327

Non-litligarig 283

,NARNETT COUNTY
Total: 908

Non-II:gig:R:3i 835

HONE COUNTY.
Total: 371

.Non - Handicapped:
29
342

PERCENTAGES

1.1 ;.! 22:1 1:1 2 7 5
. A:1 32:3 i:i

:1 : 22.6 16.2 . 5.4 5.2 .1

il 11 1:1 11:; ILI 1;:8 39.1 :5
.1 . 1 . 1 .6 4. 6.5 6.0 L2

1-8 1:8 1!:1 li:i : 31:1 21:f 3:1
ir.5 u.1 20.a 13.6 45.6 4.2 6. 0.

N I:; 1:8 11:i !Li ii:8 sg:8
0.7

§. . 15.4 1 .2 43. 1 .4 4.5 0.2

il 8:1 1:1 18:8 i ii &I 121,.6 3. 2 .3 16.4 50.3 2.2 4.4 0.

2.6 4.8 10.3 1.3 44.1 7.2 7.5 0.30.4
R:I 13:2 16.3 HA 13.9 27.5 1.1

kg 1:i 2i:3 21:1 ii:i 1:i 41:1 A1.4 4.7 25.8 22.6 4 .3 1.4 2. .4

2.1 3.4 15.7 13.4 44.9 9.5 1Q.4 0.6

3:3 3:9 16.9 14.5 HI 21:1 3;:i 8:i

ti:8 81 21:8 l:8 153 8:8 HA 21:?
2.6 6. 23.7 18.4 36.8 5.3 6.7 0.0

PERCENTAGES

/1:1 11:3 il:i
7 . 19.3 .7

!1:1 i3:1 ill
60. 20. 1 .

iii ii:1 ill
5 .6 25.8 .6

18:8 ii:8 li:8
66.7 22.1 11.2

67.0 17.5 15.5

il:8 18 :8 il:i

71.0 18.5 10.5

3i:i 113 43:3

7:5 it:1 63:2
75.5 14.8 5.7

69.7 18.6 11.7

fi:3 ii:i 5.1:8

63.3 29.1 13.2

68.4 20:2 11.4
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Test Data: November, 1987

NUMBER
TESTED

FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2) 1.5 1.0 NS

ollr 1 of

++ - __

Lit CMOUHT,Teltl:

1101-1111:11S45;3;

NO"TCONERT ;ia

filOsi4halgig :+4i

le°"11
'.COUNTY

:Tota .
Maaaca

Alon-Iffancisca :

,miCii180111D. coin T?
ota :

R042312: i

nousiowcountr.

amid
:Nou-liaa ca .

"IitleCans:CIlta

Noll-Cligaril
LUMBIRT011 CITY

Tots :
sandica.e.4:

Koa-Has .

M. winos CI
-Tota :

Non-I:Nit: :

Tots :
SA I NT PAUL&

Hanflica :

moirimalca :

522

411

32/1

61;

6i6

1:

526

1,01i8

144

218

3211

lll

122

121

115.

PERCENTAGES

8:f 1:i 28:1 1;:i it:1 li:i 211 3:8
6. .6 21. 1 . 35. 5.3 .1 0.4

.0il 3.3 II Ail III 14 3121 I:8

.4 16. 12. .4 . .5
f:f I:Z 18:i 13:1 11:1 11:1 ill p

8:1 8:1 114 1/1 ill 1.1 58 3 H6. 6. 1 . 1 . . . 6.7 _._

lei ii 11:1 18:i 11: 1: 1: H. . 1 . 15. . 6.5 . .

11 1.1 11.1 28.i Ili 81 51:g H. : 1 : 22. . 7.7 .4 .

f:i 1:1 2i:8 1:i ill 176:8 ill 2:1
9.5 9.9 2 .6 1 . 33. 6.7 'i. 0.

il 8:1 2f:; 11:1 ill li:i ii:1 H
.6 4. 2 . 1 . 36. 6.6 7. .

il 11 41 1. 18.° i.8 i8.8 i.1. : 12.7 13.3 6.6 .5 3.6 .

411----..

PERCENTAGES

61.5 24.5
29.4 26.5 44.
63.7 24.4 11.

ill ill 131
63. 2 . 8.1

HI 17.0

P:1
71.1 16.7 a2.

til ill iti
70.5 17. -2.

69:1 fi:1 11:1
64.4 20.4 15.3

11:1 il:i
6,.7 20. 12.3

1:1 iz:A 321
53./ 28.3 18.5

MI iil /i4
41.8 36.1 LA./

9.2 32.11

56.8 23.1 1g.1

II
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NUMBER:
TESTED

FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS

N I N1 N -

++ --
...

iglittAl§,-e011ift
,.. Total:

;416i4t:Sigig:3;

41

511

546

PERCENTAGES

i:8 1:1 'f:i 18:i 11:1 28:8 iii
.7 5. 1 .3 11. 4 . 7.6 .

8
1:1

PERCENTAGES

31:1 fi:f 13:1
6&.2 23. 14.3

442
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RC OHS-NORTH czNTRAL

GRADE 6

Test Date: November, 1987

. . NUMBER
TESTED

FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS

.

++
1 .1 .-

_ --

-BTATZ
Total: 77,041

Randicappe : 6,51
Non-Ranqicappe : 69,u7

:RIG ION =TRAIL
., _-_,,l'otai : 11,ZIR
Randtcappe :

-40n-Randicappe : 12;316- i

44.11MOMCE0,YURT
TO;i: : 74

:Hait:41-Cappel:
Non-Ranoicappe : 611

BURLINGTON CITY
'Tot* : 4

man410
451lion-Hanoica

:casigur,A0dati.
TAU : 2

8:Mica
Non-Ranalca 213

:

31!
-`'.iiiit4Itiligt: :+4 367

Oofrio$O0tcderit
lota 1,1

Ratatir* : 11
1101-Handica 1,0

. --4-,
LE1011,0*aiir,

208

kaAiggig: 196... ..,,._,

_ iiiii.,40to 1 174
21

pon.774 153

7-

A f

PERCENTAGES

4.6 6.5 20.9 15.4 38.6 6.2 _7.5 0.3

8:t ?:t 22.6 18:i ig:1 '1:1 31:1 i:t

8.
7.4 21.5 15.8 36.8 5.7 _7.0 0.2

6.0 S:1 Al 16.5 IV:i 'Li 32:1 1:1

8.f !:; 211 111 il:1 13:1 31:1 ?:i
6. 8.7 25. 13. 35.5 4.7 4.7 0.0

8.6 Z. ill .19.1 2I.7 1.? 21 g 2.2

I:1 6:2 36. 16:7 26:1 ?:4 Y:4 EN

1.7 15.3 15.6 46.2 6.6 13.9 0.0

6.6 1:. Al 11:8 '8:4 4i:i 8:8

8.8 7.8 21.i 111 Ili di 3i.; 81
6.3 8:4 23:7 19:3 33:0 6:0 3:3 U.0

f..1 ;:l 11:1 1:2 1!:g 21:1 3!:1 1.1
. 28:1 1 .7 6. 5.1 6.

il ii 11:li 'Li
53:1 10.6 10:1

1.8
. . 1 .6 11.6 54.0 10.1 .0 .5

I:i 1: 1:8 1:1 fl.i ill 11:i I:I
. .6 .2

,

66.9
23.6
71.0

71.1

31:i

72.2
24.1
76.3

Pi
0.2.4

66.3

75:4

68.7
15.6
73.3

f1:1
6 .7

58.7

16:i

fli

PERCENTAGES

19.7 13.3
24.7 51.7
19.3 9.7

18.1 19.1

A:N 6:9

18.4 9.4
17.2 5E1.6
18.5 5.2

iii 38:1
14.1 3.

21.2 12.g

21:5 61:o

17.9 14.3
25.0 59.4
16.3 iu.4

21:1 12.

21.3

30.3 11.1

HI 18.1

lisl 19.

,

,

..,:

'1.'4: .1.1;;`:
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Test Date: November, 1087

NUMBER
TESTED

FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS

-tONVENTION SCORES
++ +-

*ONNYTO%COONTY
':Toti: 2,121

Nahrlicapped:
Non7Napplcappeo: 2,414

:GUILFORD COUNTY.
'-cTota 1,6gs

, ifindict
=1100.Nandca 1,576

:91114°/Iti
1 4

iliagicrta 1 111
lion4Rinicii 1,3 6

iPIG"S*1171-1:
iiiiiiligtgag i

62!

517
.,..

1MUIANGTotai:
laailicappo :

-Non,!!Ranaicappe : 3310

diut404ILIiigtI

, Ilandicappe :
i

31#

. Non-Nanalcappe : 25/

4NEUION COUNTY.
Total:

421Naadicappe4:
Noa-Baim5appeo: 374

RASD°1411 11Th: 964

Non-Illigg:i; WI
lalUDIONO Clgta

271
Naadicappei: 37

yon-Naaolcappe : 234

PERCENTAGES

IA i:i !I./ i ill 11:3 21:i P
. &6. 16. 3 . 2.8 2.4 .2

N 81 22:1 4:1 I it:i 20 1:A
. 6. 21.4 12. 41.2 5. 6.1 .1

8 .8 .1li:i 11 iii 11 if:i 181 3f.2 [0
1 . 1 . 22. 1 . 2 .1 4.2 .0 .1

A.8 1:i 111 11 ill 13:71 391 ?:i
3.5 .4 10 :0 2 .5 36.9 6. 6. 0.

II f:i 13 4:3 it:i 11.4 ii.4 [1
.1 . 11.5 13.4 37.2 2.3 3.7 .

i:1 2. 2i:i 1:i ti:i
6.7 8.1

i:8
3. 2.7 26.5 . 4 . 5.1 4.7 .4

84 118 9:8 1:1 Hi 38:1 Ai M
7.2 12.6 24.1 10.5 28.1 7.2 1.3 .

8:8 8:f 11:1 4:8 i3:3 AA ill 3:i
4.2 4. 18.2 17.3 0.2 7.3 .0 0.0

i:8 ;:i 2i:t 1:i 11:; 18:1 3i:1 H
2.1 10./ 23.5 2w. 37.6 2.6 3.4 .

PERCENTAGES

72.4 17.1 1(1.5

N.? ill 48:i

iii 431 33.2
o :8 14: 3:9

11.1 ill 311
/3: 2 :4 6:

77.7 13.0 9.3

ill 11:2 41:1

Hi
41:8 II:4 8:4

li:8 14:8 21:8
70.7 6.6 2.7

Ill 11:f 121
74.3 10.4 7.2

11:1 ii:8 ii:1
73.4 19.7 6.

13:8 ill AA
79.5 A6.2 4.3
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GRADE 6

Test Date: November, 1987

NUMBER
TESTED

FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS

CONVENTION SCOAES
++ +-

"AN gta
ROCK I N

No

EDEN CITE

241

111

.
4otal: 317

NowagiSM:31 31t
=snot ROCKING CITY

26iion..... :
2
23/

Teta

RIUDSVILLE Will:
254

Non-111:31=3: 219

STOWS COUTtal.

Non-Han 346

PERCENTAGES

1:1 8:i 2i1
25.

p2

11:8. 3. 2 . 24 . 1:3

7 ,
.0037.6 11.8

11.6
30.0
&I

.3 5

111 111

Ti 11:6 51.5

;:i 20 i2Al 49.1

4 . 6
4.0
2.4

32: §

11.1
3

.. 0
2

25
2.

1'I9. 6
1 2961

3.9
19.2
2.2

2.9
7.5
2.0

8.3
34 . 6

5 . 3

5 5
22,

3
. 6
.0

18
71.:7

8

69.1
71.4

67 .3

724
31.:1

!Si
76.5

PERCENTAGES .

22.2

24.
43 .
23 .

52.
6.

35..61.3
3

17 .7
24 .1
16.9 6.

11.5
1.9
17.2

6

17.5
24.5
16.4

10.6
64.45.4

13.1
54.7
7.1

c.
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GRADE 6

Test Date: November, 1987
Agolott REGION 6- SOUTHWEST

CONVENTION SCORESNUMBER
TESTED

FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS ++ +-

STATE

non-liag gitig

MI= 6"' S

NIt:CFO Ion-

AwNsm"'unIotil.

t.

Non-ralisrvit
ICANNAPOLIS.CITI

dgHanandicappeicappe :
Total:

Non- :

'CLEVELAND COUNT
Tota

Handiccppe :
:

Non-Handicappe :

KINGS MOUNTAIN

HandicaPPe
Tots

Non-Handicappe :

SHELBY ,CITY
Total:

Handicapped:
Non-Handicapped:

GASTON COUNTY

Handicapped:
2,11491Total:

Non-Handicapped: 1,960

7745
61:

08ii

11,4110§8

1

34!

21Z

266

65

A

536

21§

25

251

218

I:2
.1

0.
4:9

3:8
4.3

8.3
4:9

3.:7
3

8:8
7.8

8:8
3.7

PERCENTAGES

22.
3 4111:

22:6 16.2

5.
23.

17.5

15.4

18.1

IN IN
14

145.. 7 4 .4

6.6
.3

256
2,6 .3

26.1

7.7

15:8

7.5
325.2.3

311

0.3
0.1
2.4

0.4

0.2
2.7

7.2

.0
19.2
6

5.1
42.9
1.1

8:8
7.4 27.0 18:8 11:1 31:1

24.7
5.1

15.4 38.8

1 0
39.8 10.4

4IN 1
21 1.6

4
.4 5.6

1 ..01 44.4 18

1.1

28.3
6.1 9:8 i8.1 8:

31.7 17.4 34.4 4.1

1.9 45.0 8.4
0.0

13:1
37.3 11,8

2.2 17. 13. 46.0 8.1

6.0 1.-
36.4

8:i1.4

11.2
3.2
8.1

0.3

67.9
20
71..17

64.2

PERCENTAGES

19.7 11.7.3
26.7 5
19.3 .7

11:1 it;
1 .7 .6

Ill

Ai77.5 15.7 6.

54.1 24.2 74.2

ii:3 i4:S56.0

55.7 26 5
33:;
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59.4 22.6 'A./
6.9 20.7 7?.*

65.0 2:i.0
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16.3 19.9
24.2 66 )

72.0 15.1 12.8

69.8 18.1 12.2

18.3 16:3 51:8
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Test Date: November, 1987REGIck, itlIGION 6-SOUTHWEST

'NUMBER
TESTED I

FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS
4.0 3.5 3.0 . 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS

CONVENTION SCORES
++ +- --

:rdscotat or
ota : 62?

, Nnoionlipi:
-NON -Han : 5g4

micgiOspitc,c

Non4g=Tots
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2igg: 4,469

147164*Ilitta :
_, .11shdioa.. .:
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SALISBURY Ogli : ly
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ALBENEROL CITE
Tot al: 124

Mon -Han 113

UNION COUNTY
Total : 922

Non-ftgig:Y: :: ell
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Tot : 211

NonNon-INER3; lig

tii

PERCENTAGES

il 1:i 181 11:f IF ig:1 ill M
. . 16. 12. 4 .3 6.7 .5

I:f il 2i:i 111 ill 21:i 21:1 'kJ5.8 . 25. 19.6 34.2 3. . .2

1:f i: 21:1 1:1 ill 211 2f:i I:f4. 6.4 2 . 1 . 4 . 5.5 . 0.

2.0
81 18 48 B:i il.g 213 11.12. 3., 2 .6 17.6 43. .2 2.6 0.

I:1 11 fil f877 ill
11.6

21:1 H1 . 16. 26. 16.2 1 . .5 .

M H 11 iii iii iii 3ii ti.

I8 ;I II 11'; ill 1:i 21:1 1:1.7 . 2 .4 15.

i:8 :1 18:i 1:1 ti:i 11:i lt:2 M
.6 4.6 16. 21. 42.6 8.7 3.1 .

PERCENTAGES

tl:i 113 11:1
71. 19:5 .7

R.! Pi lf.f
73.5 17.6 .

61 .l
11:i ill

74.4 1 .6 .

62.7 14.8 ms
68.6 11:8 ll:3

57.7 29.4

63.1 ILI 481

TS iA:i 18:1
6 .3 23.2 2.

;1.1 ill ill

48:f 95i3:i
52.0 25.1 22.

52
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T

FOCUSED STIC SCORE POINTS
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS

STAYS

Mangici2i111 7744
.Not-Nao

11
65;615

jUKUOIL7 ST
'rota : 74ft

Naadica
6,§g2Naa4Napoica

ALMSDRR'
C
ota 343

Bamilicappe
Now-Nanalcappo 214

-MALIGNANT COUNT
Tota :

Naadicano :
Won-Nandicappe :

ASBB COUNTY

BaudicalMe
Non-Naadicappe :

AWRY COUNTY

Ndicappe :
Total:

Noa-Nanaadicappe :

BUM COUNTY
Naa44414i;

Non-Banoicapped

CALUMUL COUNTY

Nandicappe
Non-Nandacappe :

-CATAWBA COUNTY

Nantlicappe :

Non-Nandicappe :

121

11

2ft

247

1

16i

845

7/1

974

iig

221
22.6

.4

22.1

21:t

11.1

PERCENTAGES

1 .2

1.5.1

1E5

9.6
3.4
lu.9

GRADE 6

Test Date: November, 1987

++

3.4 3iii

11.1 11.1

42.3 1.7 7.9

39.8 1
5..1

1
243.7

.6

0 .0
4.4

61.:1 1E1
4.1

47: f 11:S
31.6 2.4 211
32

27.9 4.4

14.829.
143.3

.6

1.1 i.4

:4 :8 1 :6 2S: 3 :i

A:3 1:8 2:I lg:A
5.7 16.2 21.7 1/.6

I. :I 31:1
33.7 23.1

4.7 6.6

8:1 1:i

22.9
3

24.6
.0

2.2
8:1

18.9
1.6

2.5 5.5 20.5

1 .4

14.8
6.3

15.5

14.7
4.3

16.2

3:1
6.9

0.1 3f:8

0.2
2.2

111:0.0 7 .

74.

61) :8

72.6

g8:1
72.9

63.4

68.0

0.0
23 :1

0.4 68.9

:1
26.6

8 72.3

0.3 64.8

0.1
1.7

70,7

4u2
3.5 .6

37.7

42.
43.8

5

42.2

.2
40.0
47

4
15.2

.6

3.7

28:i
7.1

155.7
.9

4
22..7

9

3.3

2;:g
6.6

$
379..4

4.3 5.4

PERCENTAGES

2f.7
19.3 11.1

17. .6

14.4 15.5

Al 1Y:1

1g:A
13.6

21.4
34.8
20.2

21.1

i8:8

02.
25.1

6

20.2

8.
924.12.
1

9.1
37.9
6.7

7.

.6
5614.5
9.1

53, 54'



Tit
11* 0114;

7- NORTHWEST

NUMBER
TESTED

SUMMARY REPORT
Corrected

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program
Writing Assessment 1987-1988

GRADE 6

Test Date: November, 1987

FOCUSEDHOLISTICSCOREPOINTS V N
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS ++ +-

_
RICKORT- CITY

Heath-Capp+
Teta : 29

Non=Readicappe : - 27

4111TDOCO::40Vita ITY

iiton-igging: i 17

14

*DAVIX,COORTY

lianatappe .

licitai: 311

Noa-Raeacappe : 32f

IRWW;011igal:

Eoaallig:Wal

Ramlicappe :
-"Tota :

Eon-Reedicappe :

STATESVILLE

Handicapp, :
:Tout :

Non-Randicappe :

SURRY COUNTY

Rdippe :'Teti:

Roa-Raaan dicacappe :

ILXIN-CITY
TOtal:

RandicappeO:
Eoa-Randicapped:

-,

NOUNT-ORytITY
- Motet

'Nee icappe .

Nen7Ean ;:icappe

PERCENTAGES

3.7 6 21
M 1

.2 278.6
16.0 40.0 31:g 21
17.4 34.4

17.2 34.1 5.5 2.2 0.

5.4 15.6
.0 3.7 3.7

42.4 7.8
40.7 111

1. 5.6 17.4 1 :1
7.4
7.9 4.5 0.0

511:8

8:8
16.4
14

13.3 7.5 29.8D 16.
I .

36.6 .2
111

.2

661; lig CI

16516
118

I:I 'IA

22

1;6

!

11 11

55I/ 1.1

54

52

IA II

111 IN II

121
14.1 52.3 3.6 6.

13.5
6.0 li:8 14.0

4.4
2 4.

17.
21

0.

25.1 ln:2 1.7
10.0
26.1 L.- 41.2

N ti:8 lg.8
2.4

1 .4 15.3 '3.

14.
9.1

21.g

263 18.6
17.9
7.7

18.R 3g:8 22.8

16./ 35.2 18.4

38.8
42:3

21.0 104
18:1 f21

5.3 12.3 0.4

1:1 3i:i 8:1

216
00.3

2iii

1.4

2 iil



.. _

,, SUMMAAPORT er .

7 Corrected

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program GRADE 6

9.03 Writing Assessment 1987-1988
.

Test Date: November, 1987:

Auld40164onTensT

NUMBER
lunmp 4.0 3.5

FOCUSEDHOUSTICSCOREPOINTS
3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS

IINTN 10 ...T 41.

++ +- --
I

11"Ausolirta. :
, ,i46,141:213. i .

"Wilait4°Witior,
Haiiiclita :

. :-No*=lianci ;tit

IADUIV;99161:

NoAligigaNi

57

324
21

303

718

684

312

31§

lei
.

1:1
4.4

1:1
.

11.i
1 .

11
0.0

:1
7.

PERCENTAGES

fi:f 11:1 11:1 lt:i 3f:i H
20.1 16. 2 . 3.6 .3 v.

22.3 9:8 ill 21:8 iti 1:1
22.7 17.3 3,.0 5.3 3.4 .

1:1 :i 1:1 ii:i 31:8 il
3 . 12.t: 3 .4 .6 1.6 .

PERCENTAGES

52:1 iii iii61., 2,.. .

11:f 19:1 11:i
7u.6 17.7 1.i.7

76.0 13.7 10.3

il:i 11:2 51:76

58

_



4

SUMMARY REPORT
Corrected

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program GRADE 6

11**Pliis Writing Assesiment 1987-1988
....__ .;

'

Test Date: November, 1987'RGION: Mies; 8- WESTERNRN,.',..

...,..,

NUMBER
TESTED.

FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS

40 1 40
++ _ __

'STATH
Total!

Non-fragag:3;
RiGIolt_0-01estic

:Tota
Handicap

Nowitanatcap

inikeotitic 'COUNTY-
Tots :

Handicap
Non-Handicap

Alliri4e-411tIn
:

. ,Ramicipli:
NonTHanatCappa :

-. -

CHIRONWC ''., ,
Halic, o a :
al,44:

NOsi?Hanica. .
CHRROHHH4HDERH

Tota :

1Non-tgigg: 1
CLAY COUNTY

Handicappe .

Non-HannAcappe :

GRAHAM COUNTY

Handicap .

Non-Hanalcap :
. ,

saymoois.ptimiy

Handicap :

Toit
Noirgandicsp :,..

77,945

61:8ig

6,441

5,/71

1,501
17

1,327

334

309

212

26i

9
56

770

98
7

91

'15
518

PERCENTAGES

8.: M 22:1 4:1 if:f 12:i 31:1 2:15.1 . 22.6 16.2 3 . 5.4 5.2 0.1

8.2 Z.2 22.8 16.§ 38.2 18.3 3g.s 2.3
5:3 11:3 22:3 1,3 35:8 5:6 4:5 01

isi 18 13:1 1i:i 11:3 1111 31:1 1:i
., 1 .7 21.2 10.6 27.1 6.6 5. 0.1

H fl 11:1 11:1 ill il 284 1:i
.. . 24. 12. 35 :3 5.5 7. .6

il 81 11:9 1:1 ill AA 38:i H
.5 7. 1 .5 25. 30:6 5.6 4.1 .

3 12.7 6.3 60.3 9.5 7.9 QA
lil iiV 12:3 1:1 2.1:.1 4:i 211 8:8

M 1:i Al I:i 61:1 31:1 311 1:1

(I 'Li 31:i 11:i iii 11:1 211 21:i
2. 7.7 3 . 1 .3 33.0 5.5 2.2 .

i:i 1:1 221:1 1171:1 ill 11:1 31:i 1:1

PERCENTAGES

66.9 19.7 13.3

31:8 19 :3 9:4

64.1 21.5 14.5

11:1 11:1 18:1

ill iii 1
63.4 25.2 11.

!t:i
1

11:8
69.6 1 .1 11:3

Pi 12.7

38:1
84.0 11.9 4.1

21:8 HA 43:1
73.2 21.4 5.4

it:i 38:i 11:3
55.6 31. 12 :3

ti:i WI ill
71.4 17.6. A1.0

70.4 17.7 11.9

ii:9 11:8 7i:i..



SWAM* EPORT
Corrected

The North Carclina Annual Testing Program
Writing Assessment 1987-1988

REGtow.8-WESURN
Test Date: November, 1987

NUMBER
TESTED

411NDERSON COUNT

NjeAlcI2!! i

6!
iitin-lia41;aFFI,: Sg7

lEINDERSOtwiLLE

, . Hatilicappe :
Tota : ly

Ntn-Handicappe : 10g

,JACKS*6UNTY
Tta t

mion-Handica pe :
Handicaipei:

iUM:ON COUNTY

Handicappe :
214
21

Non-Handicappe : 193

,MADISOs; COUNTY
Total: 219

Handicapped: 26
Non-Handicapped: 193

MCDOWELL COUNTY
Total: 457

Handicapped: 41
Non-Handicapped: 415

MITCHELL COUNTY
Total:

48Handicapped:
Non-Handicapped: 147

282
27

255

FOLK COUNTY
Total:Hadppd:

Non-Hann
ica

dcappeed:

TRYON CITY
Total:

Handicapped:
Non-Handicapped:

96

86
10

37
7

30

FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS
1.5 1.0 NS4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0

PERCENTAGES

/: g
.4
.0

19 4 12.1

7.5 11.2 216: 261:

"17: 11
0.86 13.3

1
32:1

9:i RI
.8 11.5

11.1
22.7

23.9

21.5

16.1
4.7 6.7

0.0
2.7

3.4

2.1
0.0
2.3

8.4

H

22.0

293.3
.5

16.9
7.7
18.1

17.3
2

18.8
.4

CONVENTION SCORES

28:1
6.3 11.1 0.0 31 3

74.5

.1

11:1 ill
22.9

22:1 It..? gi
0.0 2.9

8
:8 E:8

2 n 72.4

i9.I

8:0
22.0 8:8 18:58

3.5 3.1 67.5

its.8 HI 23,8 21.8 M 11.!15.5 6.2 3.6

11:4 ii:f 1"5.7 7.3 0.0

11.0
38.5 7.7

0.9 51.1
23.1
54.9

13.3
5 .n

19.8 .1

17:i 151:g

7.2 6.6 62.6
14.6 36.6 19.5
6.3 3.6 67.0

12.2
8:1

18.4 50.3 2°. 14 .1
304.0
6.1

18:8
71.4

2.0 Z:8 :8 20.010.0 11
68.816.7

10.6 8.1 3.5 .1 74.4

24.3 37.8 2.7 13.1 75.7
28.6

21.6
.0 /4.3 4:8 42.

17):123.3 26.7 43.3 6.7 6:

PERCENTAGES

116.1
27.
5.

22.8
44.4
19.0

11:1

20.2

816.
14.
17.1

3

21.9
15.4
22.8

25.2
26.8
25.1

13.6-

7.8
66.7

2.9
616.5
22.3

12.3
53.7
8.0

18
17.0
1

22.9
49.0
20.9

18:8
13.3

18:8
11.6

48:
4.7

a

413.2.9
5

6.7



. .,

.
SUMMARY REPORT

Corrected.

1------, The North Carolina Annual Testing Program GRADE 6

mlingels Writing Assessment 1987-1988
.

'rest Date: November, 1987
. EllICIN 8-WiSTICRN

NUMBER
TESTED

FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS

COAVENTION SCORES
+ + + -

RUTHIERFORD
Tots :

liOn-laggigan I

"a"111 CPWilTotal:
NOn-I

TRAN#4440i4AITY

lion-irgiSani
YANCLY cowry

Total!
Non-I:gig:BM

.

737

6g6

114

278

2111

PERCENTAGES

1:1 /1 221:1 Ili ill 16:1 21:1 ti
0.0 6.1 28.1 12.3 37.7

1 1.1 l.3. 1?. .8 i H.
I:1 1:9 TA HI til ill ill 11

. .8 2..5 15. 3 .9 6. 3.

8:1 1:1 fil fil 111 18:1 41 21.1
6.3 . 21.6 17.4 39.5 5. 3. .

PERCENTAGES

11.1 19.1 ill
.1

H5o.

TS WI iq
73.5 15.8 13.

64



. . .

SUMMARSPORT W
Corrected

GRADE 8ruarmsa The North Carolina Annual Testing Program :,l
Y.

.imim INAS Writing Assessment 1987-1988

Test Date: November, 1987
STATE

NUMBER
TIMED

ow,- ED TIC S "E POINTS
tO 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 tO NS

ey 6,1 4.0 .7

++

sidrims
Tota 8 ,0Bandicamii 1,71i

1411-11andica : 7 ,4

IM4411:. "'a :sr 4,1Z1
Non-FladIS: :4 :44 ! 3, §gi..
RUM' 2- ota :T 9,11A

Nandicappt :
Non-Naadicappe : 1051

REGION

Sand
13,2277

Non-Nan ca : 11,554

REGION 4-8OUTH
'TotairTilti,j21

Hanacappe /2
Non-Nandicappe : 9,46

REGION 5-NORTH
14,12A

HandicaPP, :
Non-Handlcappo : 13,Iii

REGION
Tota : 13,17

Randicappe :
Non-Randlcappo : 12,16?

REGION 7
Tota

Han }ca 1
Non-Han dicappe : 7, 21

REGION 8-NE5TE
Toti: 7,04g

Handicappe :
Non-Handicappe : 6,PO

PERCENTAGES

f:i 1:1 1:1 ti:2 ill lf:9 21:1 1:1
. . 3 .4 .4 26. 2.1 1. .

.1 . 32.4 1 . 33. 2. 3.1 .4

1.1 LI 32. 11.1 III 11.1 2i.1 1.1

.7 34.

11 4:1 31:1 IN ill 111 214 N

1f1 11:f ii:i 1f:f 11:3 11:1 21:1 1::
13. 13. 31.6 1 . .1 2.6 . .2

f:i 8:i II 4:1
32.2

11:1 2t:i
0.4

.6 6.6 3.1r. 16.a .2 2. 2.2 v.2

9.1
1.2 iN l ili ii 21:i (1:3

..a .7 37.1 14.9 25.w la.2 1.4 0.1.

1:1 11:1 II 11:1 11:1 li:i 21:8 3:i
9.0 11.6 36.4 16.1 23.6 1. 1.2 0.3

11:i fiq iti 111 f:i Al ?A
lu.3 11.1 38.1 14.7 24. .4 1.3 0.1

7.8 9.A 9.8 16.7 22.1 2.4 12.8 1.2

8:1 10:0 34:1 17:1 17:2 4:6 1:4 0.0

PERCENTAGES

ill 11.1 3/.1
3.6 a .4 4.

.

El ilil II
N' ifi 3I:i

_ . 1 .5 .7

11-9 ii-i 4.6-1
02.7 12: 4:9

2 7
31:1 19:4 42:1
79.8 15.4 4.

82.6 12.1 _5.2

ig:76 El '33

12:i if:1 313
4.2 1. .8

81.i 18.9 3R.1

it:6 11:1 3.3

79.1 14.1 6.0

13:3 11:7 'NA

66



MILS

EXCEPTRAAL STUDENT SURVEY REPORT
Corrected

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program

Writing Assessment 1987-1988

GRADE 8

Test Date: November, 1987

NUMBER
?EVE) 4.0 3.5

FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS
3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5

PERCENTAGES

1.0 NS
CONVENTION SCORES

++ +- --

PERCENTAGES
NotExceptional 66.766 0.5 8.8 25.4 16.3 28.6 2.3 1.7 0.2 82.1 13.5 4.4

Gifted 6.625 32.5 20.4 35.5 6.5 4.8 0.1 0.1 0.0 96.3 1.6 0.1

Multihandicapped 72 1.4 0.0 1.4 11.1 22.2 16.7 44.4 2.2 26.4 25 0 42.6

.Hparing Impaired 22 1.1 1.1 17.0 11.4 42.0 10.2 15.9 1.1 61.4 25.0 13.6

,tpeech and/or Language
knpak0

131 0.8 5.3 16.8 12.0 38.2 12.7 12.2 0.0 50.4 30.5 18.1

Visually Impaired 42 1.3 11.6 16.3 16.3 30.2 7.0 7.0 2.3 65.1 20.9 8.3

Bekviorally/E.motionally 778 0.5 1.8 10.8 10:0 42.6 11.7 20.4 2.1 41.1 28.4 29.8
Handicapped

Orthopedically knpaired 35 0.0 2.8 14.3 25.7 40.0 .5.7 11.4 0.0 65.7 17.1 17.1

Specific Learning Disability 3.51$ 0.5 1.3 10.6 11.7 46.0 10.5 17.9 1.5 34.9 28.7 36.4

Mentally Handicapped 1.034 0.0 0.0 1.0 3.6 22.4 16.1 43.6 7.6 18.7 27.3 54.1

Other Health impairment 26 2.2 3.4 16.8 14.6 34.5 12.4 14.6 1.1 67.2 25.8 16.8

Unknown 1.804 6.2 2.3 37.2 12.8 28.1 3.0 2.8 0.6 77.11 15.6 6.8

STATE TOTAL 81.047 8.2 9.3 23.6 15.0 27.6 2.8 3.1 0.3 79.9 13.6 6.4

67 68

1/4_..
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SUMMA'' ORT
,

Corrected,,
., The North Caroline Annus, Testing Program

FRIO Writing Assessment 1987-1988

itlioION: J.-NORTHEAST.....

GRADE 8

Test Date: November, 1987

ly N
el

++ +- __

. ,,, .

.!-

,, . .

NUMBER-
TESTED

_

FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS

4TATF
Total:

, Handicappo:
No#,,Handicapped:

Mr440NYOOttl:Ar
Itiadicappei:

Non"Hald1cappe :

moiot,00tbery
-_,.-

lhindicappe .

',NOA=HaficIAcappe :

WASHINGTON igyi

HindiPaPPei:
Non-Handicappe :

'HERM COUNTY

,Handicappe :
Noh-Hanacappe :

CAM" t°UNTigtal:
Handicapped:

Non-Handicapped:

CHOWAN COUNTY
'Total:

Handicapped:
Non-Hanoicappeo:

CURRITUCK COMITY
Total:

Handicapped:
Non-Handicapped:

DARE COUNTY

Handicapped:
Non - Handicapped:

81,17
5,7 9

73,4 4

3,988

31,
304

2q
26

333

76
2

53

197
ii

185

176

157

203
5

36

PERCENTAGES

§.2 2.3 3i.1 III 11.6 121 23.1 2.3

Li 4:1 35.4 1r.4 26.5 1:1 f:6 0.2

8:i 7. 32. 14.0 33. 2.8 23.1 01
6.4 1:3 3!:3 15:8 32:e li:i 1:5 3:1

1:1 Ili 41 11:1 11:1 21:1 M
1. 7. 33.6 13.1 31.6 3. 2.6 .

li:i
11.1

1:1
11.1

ill
0.7

11:3 ii
1 . 11.5 34.2 11.5 2 .1 0.4 2.3 .

1:1 111 38:1 111 2f:i 11:1 H
. 12. 42.3 15. 19.5 .6 0.6 .

0 LI 38:8 88 t8:8 1:3 58:1 H
11.3 1. 37.7 7.5 37.7 1.9 1.

i:8 8:1 3f:i
14.7

3i1
4.1

54.5 8:8
2.2 5. 3 .4 14.6 33.0 3.8 1.6 0.5

18:1 9:1
38.6 14.8 22.2 1.1

81 0.0
11.5 14.0 42.7 14.6 17.2

10.5
0. 0.v

N 8:8 ill f:8 13:8 i:8 21A N
.y 5.6 27. .3 58.3 y.0

1f9.19
03:6

77.9

ii:8

21:1
80.5

85.4

RI
67.9

33:8

u
1, :b

78.7

if:t

89.2
36.8
95.5

83.7

1118.8

PERCENTAGES

211.1
12.4

19.5

ii:i

13:8
10.2

10.7

331

2Q.3

18:1

83
7.5

16.2

iS:i

7.4
42.1
3.2

14.8

48:11

3'9.1
4:0

6.6

31:f

11:1
1.3

_3.9

3i:g

11.$

38:4

81
1:

5.1

4E;

3.4
21.1
1.3

_1.5

28:8



-REGIDN_ l-NORTHEAST

NUMBER
TESTED

GATES COUNTY
Total:

Handicapped:
-Non=fland4e.appec:

.

HERTTARC:COUNTY

Handicapped:
Non -Handicappen:

COUNTY.

aa

MAR"' COUNTY.'
gta

Non -San

PASQUOTANK i;11

Non-I:gin;
PIRQUOIAJWCOdleY

Tota
Handlca

Non-Handicap

111
102

321

271

63

5/

432

41.8

387
2

3444

112

8

PITT COUNTY

adiappe
Non-HA,andiccappe
TYRRELL COUNTY

Tota

Non
ica

Han
dp
dco_

:

:

:

:

1,1/i1,17

. lianoliPaPPe

WASHINGTON
,Tots :

.Nonlfa mows,

202

1B

SUMMARY REPORT
Corrected

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program
Writing-Assessment 1987-1988

GRADE 8

Test Date: November, 1987

FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS

CONVENTION SCORES
++ +-

PERCENTAGES

2.6
2:8 111 1?:7 BA 1:1

4. 42.2
4

21.6 26.5 2.0

8:8 11
2.6 34.1

3
13.7 43.0

i1.9

4.2
0.0
5.1

1:1

28

1 II
54.0
66.7

31.6 52.6

23:5

27.R

28.7

322..0
4

36.4

IY:S

14.2
.1

175.1

44.4
59.1
43.7

45.0
57.1
43.6

.5166.7
41.1

19.3 37.5

10.0 31.6 15.0 27.
2. .3 7.

15:1

2.1

38:2

5.2

4. 5
6.7

114 N

Li :.1 1:1!.

.6
161.7
0.0 0.

1.6
4.5
1.5

111

3.5
26.7
0.0

0.3

0.0
2.4

S:11.

36 0.5

2!...2 8:i

.3
33.3
2.6

6.4

3.

91.4

81:1

67.8 23.3

74.1 18:8
A:2
5.§

7.4

66.7 22.2

HA
81.9 12.

31.
11.

78.6 15.5
33.3 335..3

9

13.4 7 3

75.7 .7

715.7.;

1
26.7 268.7
15.9 4.5

74.0 17.4

3I:f 16.7
41:8

6.7 .3

79.2 10.4 10.4
44.4 11.1 44.4
87.2 10.3 2.6

79.2 16.8 4.

ii:816.2

21.7 340..

PERCENTAGES

7.8
33.95.7 8:8

1.0



SUM 'PORT
5,,
....-

.
.

. - GRADE 8The North Carolina,Anntial Testing Program.

mus Writing Assessment 1987-1988
___,. . .....

,
Test Date: November, 1987,IEGIONsOtrmi4ST i

_ .

NUMBER,TESTED: FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS .

40y 1 Tol 411.1

++ +- ....

.$1*1111-
c10t al ! . 81,9ti

,:loh-Nan;loag; 71:4g4

*0044,66.6.0. ST

-,.1--,Handicappe : 8,1
.14oirHandicappe

ERiiNSOiCied'Ui
...Tota : 61i

-iffiliclicaPPe
.

1010141WCIPPe 615

'CRiTERETCOUNYY
.. :Teti: 568

Andtcappe : 5u
NOA=Handicappe : 479

NEW BERN /CRAVEN coutin
Totai: 976

Handicappe .

81i"Non-Handicappo :

DUPLIN-COONTY
Totai: 584

Handicappe : 48
Non -Handicapped:: 536

GREENE CCUNTY
Total: 209

Handicapped: 25
Non7Handicappea: 183

JOKES COUNTY
Total: 101

Handicapped: 8
Non-Handlcappeo: 93

LENIOR COUNTY
504

Handicappe . 44
Non-Handicappe : 458

PERCENTAGES

f:i ?:1 3ii 18:3 ill 11:9 21:i 3:1
. 9. 35.4 15.4 26.5 2.1 1.6 0.2

81 8:l 311 i g lf:9 21:1 Q.

6.1 7.2 36. 15.0 30.2 2.2 1.7 O.

88 8:i 41:i 11:f ii:f Al 11:1 ii
5.6 5. 46.6 13. 25. 1. 1. .2

Ai 8:8 1:8 18:8 ill 48 21:S 3:8
2. 4.4 44.3 15.4 30.7 u.6 1.5 0.2

14 22.4 19.1 20.0 5.1 4.3 0.4A 2.5 7.4 14.8 30.9 13.6 25.9 4.9
.3 13.1 23.8 19.4 27.7 4.4 2.3 0.0

38
1:0

31:I 9:1 til 1:1 91:i :1
a.2. 2. 34.3 14.2 42.. A.7 4.7 0.0

8
R.8 2z.R 17.7 981 8.8 ,1.8 R.R

6.1 §.8 1§.6 19.7 11:7 23:3 0:5 6:6

:_8:8 8:3 fil f3:1 11:1 21:8 58.8
0.04.3 7.5 50.5 21.5 12. 2.2 1.1 .0

1.0 4.2 31.3 15.7 41.5 3.0 3.4 .0
0.0 2.3 2.3 20.5 47.7 11.4 15.9 .01.1 4.4 34.3 15.3 40.6 2.2 2,2 .0

PERCENTAGES

79.9 13.6 6.4

it:t NJ 31:8

113 ill 313
8 .9 12.5 .7

76,2 16.0 7.8
.175:8 ill 5g.g

82.7 12.7 4.6
44.0 224 34.0
86.4 11.9 1.7

72.4 18.0 9.
40.7 28.4 301
75.3 17.7 7.

824 12.8 5.1
25.0 37.5 37.5
87.1 10.6 2.2

TO it:i 31:1
7 .1 15. 6.

86.1 9.9 4.6

i1.1 37.5 22.2

81.3 11.3 7.3
45.5 1$.2 36.4
84.9 10.5 4.6



:., .

IWAgils

itialOif 2- SOUTHEAST

SUMMARY REPORT
Corrected

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program GRADE 8

Writing' Assessment 1987-1988

Test Date: November, 1987

NUMBER
TESTED

FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS

el.- ol o.
++ +- --

ItINODSCIlloti
, itandicappei:
NO0,41aogicappe :

.i., iangiiii :
'non-Hafts

OkoLOrt0iiiiii,

fMitlICIIVII
Non-pan vs a :

CAMP4.i0014:
-- .TOtai:

., IlangicaPP4 :
itonliao cappa :

PAM110*ONTY
Totil'

.ion-Igaigg:g
PENDIR,,CAU

:

Randia. :
icon-Bandica. .

SAMPSON, COUNTY
Total:

Han4idappe :
Non-Oaaqicappe :

CLINTON, OTT
Total!

Nanacappe .

Non -Handicapped:

lostarcourry
...-. Total!
Itaiacappe .

Non -Handicapped:t

3749

32§

1,41;
1,2

11
1,0

211

216

1#2

118

329
17

312

5411

22!

206

1,022

942'

PERCENTAGES

31 81 218 131 ll:i 8:1 2;:t H
4. 4.6 3 .1 17.1, 6.2 5.o 2.4 .

'1 11:i 11:1 ill 13:8 I:1 21:9 IA
16. 1 . . . 1.3 .5 0.5 0.

8:1 8:i 31:1 1:1 ti:9 ill 21:1 p
2. 4. 31 ;6 1 . 4 .5 2.2 1. .2

1A .A 8.1 1.1 101 24.7 R.R 88 88
153 6.8 41.7 18.6 11:5 51 00 00__ _._

5.3 9.; 21.3 17.9 39.2 3.3 3.0 Q.Q

8:1 ig:8 21:7 16:3 ll:i 11:1 18:3 . 8:8

3.5 5.5 29.9 29.7 39.0 34 1.9 04
3:8

O.
3i:1 Al 33:8 IA '1:! 8:3

81 18 31:1 13:t ill 11:1 4:! il
6. 1 .5 3 .2 19.1 2 . 2.5 . 0.4

4,4 A.2 324 12.1 ;3.2 ,i.2 21.1 2.i

2:8 I:1 3EN 11.2 37.4 1.0. 2:4 (a

ki il '1:1 11:5 jt:1 I:1 11:i 2:1
3.3 4. 38.2 14.9 4. 1.8 '2,1 0.0

..

PERCENTAGES

84.9 13.2 1.9

183 18:3 10 :1

84.3 9.4 6.3
22.7 22.7 54.5
86.9 9.1 4.0

82.5 14.0
36.7 33.3 30
85.2 12.7 2.

PI it:I
w4.3 14.4 1.4

781 it:1 51:1
85. 14.3 .7

75.4 16.7 7.9

31:i ill 51.!.

3i:g iki 12:1
78.2 16.6 5.

75.9 14.5 9.5

11:8 11:1 1:1

lil 23:1 AA
70.6 , 7.9 1.6



...,, SUM PORT
. Corr ad-.;

The North Carolina,Annual Testing Program GRADE 8
,_ . sows*.. Writing Assessment 1987-1988

Test Date: November, 1987
Rzeiom 2 -SOUTRUST

NUMBER
TESTED

FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS

CONVENTION SCORES
++ +- --

GOLDSBORO CITY

Won-11::gig::ii

3

211

77

PERCENTAGES

4. 2.
1:f i".1 2f:I 23:i ji:8 12.1 48.i M

. . 2 .7 22,9 .2 .2 .3 .

PERCENTAGES

78.Z 17'5 4.
53 0 15 # 30 1
79,2 17:7 3:

78



SUMMARY REPORT
Corrected

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program
s Writing Assessment 1987-1988 -

GRADE 8

Test Date: November, 1987

:
1.1.,

1,

_ 005

.REGION: REGION 3-CENTRAL

NUMBER.
TESTED

FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS

INV N
++ - --

STATE
Total!

Non-talgt=3:
REGION 3-CBNTRA

H AacIall :
iNon-41410W ;

BURNAN,COONTT

I Banfillii
Non-Nan Ica e __ _

DURHAM cm
Total!

Non-11110=3;
NDONCOKBB lot'al

Non-I:ging: i
TARBORO'

g!TIOta :

Non,1111312;01
FRANKLIN COUNTY

Total!

Non-lagig*M
/2AN

1441"Tgla :

NonHand 1

GRANVIpLI
Ci:ota

Non-WM:Wel

.4

81,Q17

73:al

13 7

11, 4
117

1,311
1,1

5399

490

3
411

2t1
23

311

323

11
8

496

PERCENTAGES

fi 1.1 1:1 ill il:1 li:9 21:1 2:1
. . 3 .4 1 .4 26. 2.1 1.6 0.2

12 4 12 2
11 .8 fp 11 11:! 111 2i:1 tt

13. 13. 3 .6 14. 23.1 2.6 . .2

41 11 fli? iii ill i 4 2
21_ 1 _ 29_5 1 _ 6_ 1.6 8.i 1:1

1:i 84 211 1:1 15:1 1;:i 42:1
. 6. 2 . 1 . 35.5 6.9 4.1 .6

II fl l:1 ill if:8 21:3 H
. . 4 . 5. 2 .6 1.8 2.3 .

11:1 N ii.i i li:i 8:8 2i:8 r
1 .5 . 3 . 20.1 21. 2.1 2.6 .0

1.1 8:1 it:i ill Ili 21:? 21:1 p
.6 6.5 37.5 1 ,5 26.6 2.5 1. .6

1.g 1.i 10 2A.i 31 I:8 A:1
68.71 .5 1 . 12.6 27.6 31. 4.6 2.3 .0

31:i 11.1 f:3 21:3 Ai 41
13.7 11,7 34. 1 . 5.4 1.2 2. .

let

------
PERCENTAGES

ill PA Al
Oa.° a2.4 4.0

79.5 13.1 _7.f

11:.; IN 1:3

11:1 : 21:9
.0.. 23.4 3.2

58:8 iif 11:8
63.1 25. 1 .4

ii:i 13:1

383.6

.1:i :

48:3 BA 111
74.4 16.7 .

84.5 10.2 5.3

81:2 11:9 31:9

72.2 18. 102.8

4.2 17.2 1.6

69.4 21.7 8.
25.0 30.0 45.
71.6 21.4 7.!



,

.

SUMMAIAORT
':' Corrected

,Norimii.iiiiiii. , The North Carolina Annual Testing Program
!flits"' Writing Assessment 1987-1988*WNW

RECIPtt scioa- 3-CIURRAL

III,
GRADE 8

Test Date: November, 1987

NUMBER
TESTED

FOCUSED HOLISM SCORE POINTS
4.0 15 10 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS

IT 1 Tel

++
o.

--

A4LIF!"014gra
nandicappei,

gon=lianaicappe :

141194"Igla ITT
. . Iliadic*
Non-Hanaica

)NELDON,'CITy

Bangicrt.a.:
hand cid

zotaisToa COUNTY

Bandicrepii
Non-Hanaicappe :

Kisw
HandicapPO !

Non-Handicappe .

1"C" NOUNT41/I:

Nowaging:31
1,NORTHANPTON coTots :

Ha: --cappe :

Non-Handicappe :

VANCE COUNTY
Total:

Handicapped:
Non-Hanalcappeo:

MAKS COUNTY
Total!

Non -Han

81

51§

4ii
49
170

91

8g

1t1/2
1,041

822
814

411
9,

331
264

519

467

4,42¢

4,3i1

PERCENTAGES

12:Z 1R:k 2i:2 12:9 23.2 8.2 41.2 1.0

ILI 13.1 26.6 17,i 11.7 6:i 6:1 1.2

ill 1.1 11.1 1.8 ill 1.1 21:i

2 . 1_.5 4_. 1 .6 _ .

I:I CI 111 liti 111 311 31:/ i.i. 1 . 1 . .6 .

1RZ 191 321 112 11:1 126i AI 3.1
li./ 18:g 3L2 lg.g 11.4 1:5 1:1 0:3

1.1 11.8 II ii:1 ill Al 2i:t 2:i
. 1 .7 26.4, 1 .5 2w.4 4.4 2.3 0.,/

12. . 22.5 1 .9 24.7 /.3 '2.0 .

i 11 21:8 ill it:S li:; ft:1
0.0

4.; 9.8 2R.g iti.3 23.i

2.3 10.2 2g.5 18.6 i7:7 4.9 3. .

4:8
12.7

2i:1 11:;
29.3

17.2 94:5 P
11.6 13.7 29.8 14.6 28.3 1.3 0.9 .0

12.4 11.5 31.5 12.¢ 25.2 2.7 3.6 0.5
3.1

12.5
13.2

13:S 12:6
10.4

21:1
2.5

PERCENTAGES

.0
'11 ill

67.3 1 .7 1 .

111 111 51.1

IAA I/ 11

IN ili 90
01:1 1 :4 .5

PA 21:1 4i.i
0.7 13. .4

76.9 14.0 9.2

31:1 11:1 91
66,8 19.5 13.6

3!:i fi:3 41
69.9 18.5 11.6

74.3 P:b 61:i

H:f 24.9 91:1
90. 7.1 2.1



1101"911:5

1:kg ClIp#:,ilotON-3-CaNTRAL

NUMBER
TESTED

SUMMARY REPORT
Corrected

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program
Writing Assessment 19871988

FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE FOINTS
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS

GRADE 8

Test Date: November, 1987

PERCENTAGES PERCENTAGES

8 f:1
3831 8
6.
7.973.2 18.8

5.5

75.4 .

37.5 111 53.1
78.4 15.7 6.0

84



SUM OtIT
Correct

The .:girth Carolina Annual Testing Program
Writing Assessment 1987-1988

GRADE 8

lORAON 1,711OUTH CENTRAL
Test Date: November, 1987

ftlA

ATE-

Nandicappe
Non=Handicappe :

REGION

Han }clots
-Tota :

ftn-Handlcappe :

'ELAM COUNTY,
Total:

Handicapped:
. Non-Handicapped:

COLUMBUS COUNTY
Total:

Handicaed:
Non-Hans

NUMBER
TESTED

81,047
5,769

73,454

ENTRAL
10,;11

9,46N

MITEVILLE CITY
Tots :

Handicappe :

Non-Handtcappe :

CUMBERLAND COUNTY
Total:

Handicapped:
Non-Handicapped:

FT rRAGG
Total:

Handicapped:
Non-Handicapped:

HARNUT COUNTY
Total:

Handicapped:
Non-Handicpped:

HOKE COUNTI
Total:

Handicapped:
Non-Handicapped:

460

406
54

91
575

200
4

1719

3,073
230

2,822

247

239

912
864

406

3733
3

FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS

§.2

5.1
00
5..6

9.3
1.3
9.5

6.2
0.7
6.6

9.3

12:6

I-8
1:5

4.0
0.0
4.4

2.4
0.0
2.5

4.0
0.0
4.4

Q.6.0
.3

PERCENTAGES

111
35.4 15.4

32.;
.9

364.3

33.7
11.1
36.7

15.5
7
16.1

.6

9.5
14.0

.3

29.4 19.5

20.73 f:t
2.6

13.8 391
11.7 40.2 2E6

5.2
1.3
5.4

5.4
8

8.4

.7
30.3
5

32.5

50.6
37.5
51.0

31.?
3 .7

16.3

175.2
.2

12.6
0.
13.0

0

106
1..6 0

.5
16

8.3 0:6 12.8
, 2 6.1

6.2 49.1 13.4

il).6 0.5
50.0 7.1
13.4 0.0

29.1 6.2

18:1
23.7
5.0

25.4
31.5
24.6

27.6
41.6
26.5

31.9

32,2

35..7
42.6

5
lu3.0

34.9 3.1

26.0 3
50
25.5

28.8
39.5
27.8

21.2
24.2
20.9

2.8
11.7
2.1

12.12.

4.1
22.00.4

g.4.0
.4

3.2
11.6
2.3

9.1
1.7

1.1

3.1
22.8
1.6

4.2
29.9
2.2

4.6
21.87.5

3.7
26.3
2.3

2.3
21.4
0.6

324..66
2.4

2.4
12.5
2.1

3.6
26.7
1.3

3.0
24.2
1.1

2.6
0.3

0.2

0.4
4.1
0.2

0.0

1.
14.03
0.0

0.4
2.6
0.2

0.0

0.0
0.0

0.1

0.0
1.2

15
18...g

PERCENTAGES

79.9 il 31134
33..46 12.4 4.0

25.29
67.0

74.3

11:3

81.5

81:1

81.1
37.8
S4.8

76.5
12.5
78.7

78.9
ii.4

83.7

67.5

38.1

16.2
42.

15.4 4.

2v 3

k7.91

16.9

16.7
21.1

Kg
5.

8.8
635..0 2

18.8 3.0

15.6 38:Z

13.0
25.2 37.0
11.8 3.4

19.4 4.0
75.0 12.5
17.6 3.b

14.5 6.1
26.7 41.
13.3 3.

21.9 10.6
21.2 45.5
22.0 7.5



sinus

RERNWREGION-4 -SOUTH CENTRAL

.-4
NUMBER
TESTED

SUMMARY REPORT
Corrected

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program
Writing Assessment 1987-1988

GRADE 8

Test Date: November, 1987

FOCUSEC HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS

CONVENTION
++ +-

us COUNTY
Tota :

Non-Handicap :

Handicap e :

MONTGOMERY CO
Tota

Handicappo
ftn-Han dicappe

MOORE COUNT;ota

Non-1111igiMaii

RIC131012 COM
dcapplig

Non-Hnanandlicap

ROBESON' COUNTY

Handicanw
Total:

Non-Handicappe :

FAIRMONT CITY

Sandicappe :
Non-Handy :

LUMBERTON CITY
Total:

RIP SPRINGS

Non-Randicap :

Handicap :

Tota :

SAINT PAULS CIT
Tota :

Handiapp :

Non-Ha eiccappe
e

:

542

513

328

2i3

:11

614

628

1,0?2

918

150

314

216

14

13

107

PERCENTAGES

18:3 'Li 11:1 11:1 19.1
11.4 13.7 39.8 14.3 17.8

8:8
5.5

8.4

5.3

1.8

2.4
0
2..5

0

3.7

4..1
0

p5.A 18.?

1

8:0:
11:1

12.1
10.2
12.3

36.4 13.3
12.1
13.4

2.9

26

25.R

u:o

21:1

15.1
6.3
15.4

17.3
16.7
17.3

2.6
8.3
2.3

30.7 3.4

i8:1

31.7
45.8
30.3

29.5

23339..4

46.2
37.5
45.7

27.8
41.7
26.7

11:1IA

2. 4.7 II Al

4-
2.b

1.5
121.0.1

4.1
18.8
3.7

0.7

5.7
29.0
3.2

7.1
3.6

12.10.

3.
23.3

1

1.0

234.7
3

2.5

3.8
33.3
2.3

4.1
37.5
3.6

343..93
2.7

31.7
.1

.5

3.5
331.5.3

6.7
461.9.2

0.6

PERCENTAGES

79.9 16.2 3.9

X1.3 15.8 33:1

18:8 ii:t 41.1
73.4 24.2 2.4

ifil 21.1

71.9
1 .2
8 .0 13.1

13.5
31.2 611

72,1

i!:; 1 32:18.2

8:8

116.7

4

66.9
3
74.3

.2

1617.7
.9

18.0

17.5
16.1
17,5

18.4

12:8

if
.s
.G
.2

66 .2
5q.

21.8 .1.&.V

1;62
8 .4 I . 3.7

14.7



AD,
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correctea
SUMMAR PORT

GRADE 8L The North Carolina Annual Testing Program.

.,, Pius Writing Assessment 1987-1988

Test Date: November, 1987
4WAWREGION 4-SOUTH CENTRAL

NUMBER FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS CONVENTION SCORES
TESTED 4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS ++ +- --

PERCENTAGES PERCENTAGES
r:OTLAND COUNTY

Total: 600 4.5 3.0 30.3 10.5 40.7 3.0 6.7 1.3 79.2 12.8 8.Q

Non -Handicapped: 518 2:8 1:3 31:1 18:1 It:1 1:5 33:i 18.;
23.9 28.3
84.2 11.6

47.0
4.2

89



REMOti REGION 5-NORTH CENTRAL

STATE
Total:

Handicapped:
Non-Handicapped:

NUMBER
TESTED

81,047
5,789

73,454

REGION 5 -NORTH CENTRAL
Total: in

Hand4capped:
14,

Non-Handlcapped: 13,114

ALANANCE COUNTY
Total: 805

Handicapped: 59
Non-Hanclicapped: 746

1

1* BURLINGTON CITY
00 Haedicappe :

Totai:

Non-Handicappe :

CASWELL COUNTY

Handicappe :
lTote 29

Non-Handicappe : 28

CHATHAM COVIITY
Total: ;95

Handicapped: 17
Non-Handicapped: 376

DAVIDSON COUTotaNTY
1,2

Handicappe :
i: 18

Non-Handicappe : 1,153

LEXINGTON CITY
Total: 253

Handicalmed:
23 iNon-Handicapped:

THOM&SVILLE CITY
194

Handicappe :
lilNon-Hand:cappe :

SUMMARY REPORT
Corrected

The North Cerolina Annual Testing Program
Writing Assessment 1987-1988

FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS

GRADE 8

Test Date: November, 1987

CONVENTION SCORES
4- 4- +-

9.3

9.

9.1
.21

9.7

.7 4.7

4.0
0.0

5..01

33.6
9.2

35.4

35.5
11.7
37.1

50.2
13.6
53.1

PERCENTAGES

15.0
10.2
15.4

14.5
10.7
14.9

27.6
41.6
26.5

26.7
42.3
25.4

26.1
47.5
24.4

2.8
12.11.7

1g.8
2.2

1.4

0.9
6.8

3.1
22.8
1.6

2.7
211.5.3

2.9
21.15.4

0.3
2.6
0.2

0.2

0.1
1.7

423 18.9 12.1 52.0 7.3 15.1 1.2 0.5 0.0
22
400 11.5

.0 4.5
53.012.5

9.1 40.9
7.3 14.t 8.5 0.5 .0

0.0 0.0

8:8 11.1
39.2
0.0

5.6 6.3 40.3

9.1 34.1
8:2
.4 34.0

2.0
25.0
1.4

3.
254
2.8
4 0.03

0..

03

18.8 16.7 1.2 3.Q
.0 . 23.5

19.1
11.3 35.3 5.9

11.2 17.6 2 . 18.4 2.7 1.1 0.3

IN
17.2 21.8 2.2 0.3

2.5 9. 17.3 43.2 8.8 8:1
13.5 35. 17.4 20.2 1.

4.7 19.8 11.9 51.4 4.0 4.3 0.4
S.Q 7.7 0.0 46.2 15.4 23.1 7.7

3. -0 20.6 12.6 51.3 3.4 3.4 0.0

0:8 1:8 fl:? 11:2 3q.8 2.6 6.7 8:F2 . 5.0 27.8
3.2 5.1 31.6 17.7 3E16 1.9 1.9 0.0

PERCENTAGES

79.9 13.6 6.4

i3.6 fl:i 31:8

82.6 12.1

85.6
38.7 27.4

11.1

5.2
33.9
3.3

83.4
12.12 33.

87.3 10.2 2.5

87.5

I$A

25.
84.0 1

85.8

82.8
35.3
84.8

7.3
22.7
6.3

9.1
37.5
8.3

22329..4
12,5

5.2
274.0 .3

.8
376.5
5.9

.1
345.3
2.7

81.8 13.3 4,9
42.0 29.6 28.4
84.6 12.1 3.3

87.7 9.5 2.8

38:8 38:2 38:1

70.6 22.7 .7
55.6 25.0 19.4
74.1 22.2 3.8

12



=Ms

REGION 5-NORTH CENTRAL

SUMMAR PORT
Corrected

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program
Writing Assessment 1987-1988

FORSYTH COUNTY

HandidaPpe :
,Non-!Handicappe :

GUILFORD 'COUNTY

Handicappe :
Tota:i

Non -Han dicappe :

,OustaRciito,cItt
To

Handicapped
tal:

:

Non -Handicapped:

HIGH POINT CITY

Handicappe
Non-Handicappe :

ORANGE COUNTY

Handicappe
Non-Handicappe :

CRAPEL HILL CIT

Handtcappe :
Tota:l

Non-Handicappe :

PERSON COUNTY
Total:

Handicapped:
Non-Handicapped:

RANDOLPH COUNTY
Total:

Handicapped:
Non-Handicapped:

ASHEBORO CITY
Total:

Handicapped:
Non-Handicapped:

NUMBER
TESTED ...,e--- 4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS

FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS

GRADE 8

Test Date: November, 1967

2,111
2,4l6

1 123
1,414

613

466

4318

381

356
24

305

1:1

PERCENTAGES PERCENTAGES

47

4917:

i:.?
49.2 . 24.6

30.7 20.1

325.2
.2

21.4 14.8

1.2 2.2
R.121.5

.8 12.8
7

. 6 .1 65 i1 :4

1i:i 22.7 1.7
.5 0.1 18:8 2/1.6

3.0 2.1 0.1 88.4

14.2 15.4 23.0
1!..1

4.3 2.9 0.2 80.9 12.2
u.0 2.4 12.2 14.6 22.0 1.6 25.2
17.6 16.5 26.1 16.5 174.13.4 1.2 0.1 11.0

8.3
7.3

19.4
4.2

20.0

33 8:8
363 7.4

1,063

986 1.1
75

255
30

224

93

33.3

27.
2.4

311
4.2

30.3 16.5 30.2 3.3 0.2 80.9 13.5 5.5
3:1 23.1 15.4 0.0 42.3 23.1
7. 31.3 1i..! it:8 ".3. 3.0 0.2 11.1 10.7 5.6

11.7 25 1 23.2

12.9 27.6 22:8

8.1 47.8

18.4 20. A

16.8 32.o

25.1
111 16.71.0 8:6

47.2 19.4 33.3
82.4 14.2 3.4

2.4 1.7 79.2 14.6 6.2

t:8
5.6 IN Ei 12.50.7

1.4

IA 11.1

11.2
21.2 20.a

.9 1.!

itg
2 .7 IN IA 23.31.7

3.3

M
78.3 13.4 8.3

i2.1 li 33.3
6.1

281 15.1 30.8 5.0 4.9 0.28.$

38.4 1;:i
45.3 /2.0 30.7 1.3
29.7 4.5 2.9 0.1 fi:i

44.0
80.3 13.5 6.2

17.0 37.1

15.3 19.2 19.2 2 n
18:76

15:2 2.2
:6

10.
i:1

0.0

85.1 12.2 2.7
56.7 26.7 1C.7
88.8 10.3 0.9

94



. _.

SUMMARY REPORT
Corrected

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program GRADE 8
aiseliaii . Writing Assessment 1987-1988 . .

Test Date: November, 1987
REGIOR REGION 5-NORTH CENTRAL

NUMBER
TESTED 4.0

FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS NVENTIONSCORES
++ +- --3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS r 6

Tota :

Non-figigal: 1
EDEN CITY

Total:

Non-1:131=3;
WESTERN ROCKING CITYrNo...... 1

AZIDSVILLIC CITY
Tota :

II041131g::
STORES COUNTY

Total:

Non-lagigingai

19
2IP

320

256

23
250

2

2

4
II

.

10.4

AA'

ii 6

2.5

113.8

1:
1 .

PERCENTAGES

ti:i ill i li:1 11:i SI
. 42. 1 .2 23. 1. 0.7 0.

10.1 2?.2 1.11 i2.1 3.9

11.3 311 14.7 28.4 :71 0:3 6.3

11 28.i II 12.1 21i5 11:1 N. 22 1 4 4 0 3 6 :

7 5 45.5 5 6 20.3 1.1 2.5 Q.7

giS 11:S '8:2 18:8 18:8 28:8 18:8

"1:1 2i:3 ip ii:1 11:3 11:9 H
1 . 2 .1 1 .3 23.6 3.4 .8 .

PERCENTAGES

75.7 15.7 $.7

33:6 ill 36 :3

31:i 18:1 4I:i
8 .9 1. .1

82.1 13.9 _4.0
Pi 12:8 33:i

74.Q 1.5
38:3 ISA 61A

8b,1 18:1 31.7

9G

III

.



SUMMAR ORT
I, ® Corrected. The North Carolina Annual Testing Program GRADE 8

ELM SOUS Writing Assessment 1987-1988

Test Date: November, 1987
REGION 6-SOUTHWEST

NUMBER
TESTED

FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS

CONVENTION SCORES
++ +- --

STATE

Handicappe :

Non-Handicappe :

REGION 6-SOUTHWLST
Total:

Handicapped:
Non-Hacdicapped:

ANSON COUNTY

Non-Randicappe :Handicapped:

CABARRUS COUNTY
Total:

Handicapped:
Non-Handicapped:

RANNAPOLIS CITY
Total:

Handicapped:
Non-Handicapped:

CLEVELAND CON
TUotalTY :

Handicapped:
Non-Handicapped:

KINGS MOUNTAIN CITY
Total:

Hardicapped:
Non-Hallicapped:

SHELBY CITY
Total:

Handicapped:
Non-Handicapped:

GASTON COUNTY
Total:

Handicapped:
Non-Handicapped:

81,047
5,789

73,454

13,39i

12,367

378
35

343

929
71

855

323

287

649

608

331
27

304

252
24
228

2,366
175

1,913

PERCENTAGES

f:i ?..1 3i1 18:2 ill Al Ai
.9 9.9 35.4 15.4 26.5 2.1 1.6

.2 10.8 34.6 15.6 25.1 2.7 2.6
1.4 1.5 8.5 9.7 43.1 12.9 21.0
.0 11.6 36.4 16.1 23.6 1.9 1.2

8:8 8:1 31:1 1:3 13:1 13:t 32:1
5.5 5.0 35.6 9.6 39.9 0.9 S.2

2.7 7.9 33.0 2Q.2 31.2 2.5 2.3
0.0 5.6 4.2

21.2
43.7 14.1 22.5

2.9 8.0 35.6 21.2 30.2 1.4 0.6

8.i III 48:1 11:i it:i i:3 Al
5.9 .4 44. 15.7 21.3 2.4 0.3

8:11 81 18:S
17.6 27.7 M 16.2

5.6 9. 36.5 17.9 26.0 3.3 1.6

8.1 8:8 313 4:4 igl i:i 22.2
3. 7.2 35.5 17.4 24.3 2.0 1.0

4.8 10.7 15.5 26.2 4.8 1.6
0.0 0.0 .3 4.2 45.8 29.2 12.5
5.3 11.8 39.5 16.7 24.1 2.2 0.4

5.3 8.0 33.8 17.1 29.4 3.2 2.8
0.0 1.1 7.4 10.9 40.0 13.7 22.9
6.0 8.8 35.0 17.6 28.8 2.6 1.2

0.2

0.5
2.9
0.3

3:3
0.3

0.2
0.0
0.2

I:1
.0

0.0

0.0

Al
8.6

0.0
U4
0.0

0.4
4.0
0.1

11:1

80.2

ii:i

69.6
25.7
74.1

84.2
39.4
88.0

79.9

16.1

79.7
27.0
83.4

66.5
51.9
67.8

83.3
37.5
88.2

80.5
25.1
85.3

PERCENTAGES

13.6

1.1:i

13.5

11:8

22.0
45.7
19.5

11.0
29.6
9.4

9.9

4:9

15.3
32.4
13.8

18.7
14.8
19.1

12.7
33.3
10.5

13.5
35.4
11.6

_6.4

34:8

_6.3

3!:13

8.5
28.6
6.4

4.8
31.0
2.7

10.2

1:1

5.1
40.5
2.8

14.8
33.3
13.2

4.0
29.2
1.3

6.0
39.4
3.1

98



SUMMARY REPORT
Corrected

NOWINcmwtmi The ;*orth Carolina Annual Testing Program GRADE 8
mama

TIMM AMMAM ' Writing Assessment 1981-1988_BASE Slais

Test Date: November, 1987
REMO* REGION 6-SOUTHWEST

NUMBER FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS CONVENTION SCORES
TESTED 4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS ++ +-

PERCENTAGES PERCENTAGES
LINCOLN COUNTY

6 8.8 84 lg.? i9.1 4.3 2.6 0.2 74.9 18.8 6.3
Haudicappe .

611
20.5 46.2 33.3

4.1 5:§ 31:1 15:6 38:i 23:i 21:1 11:8Hon-Handicappe : 78.4 47.0 4.6

MECKLENBURG COUNTY
Tota! 5,052 13.7 33.8 5.8 40.8 2.3 4.6 0.3 80.8 13.0 6.2

Handicapped:
244 .a 2.o u.2 6.1 44.3 13.1 22.5 2.9 26.2 31.1 42.6

Non 4,563 1 .4 14.7 34.7 16.6 19.4 1.6 1.4 0.2 84.5 11.5 4.0

ROWAN COUNTY
Total! 1,007 7.6 4.8 29.6 17.9 27.2 _3.8 1.8 0.3 82.8 12.5 4.7

Handicappe . 110 46.4 30.9 22.7
Non-Hanaicappe : 872 8:8 11.6 33:1 il:i ti:8 ll:i 16:i 8:3 87.3 10.2 2.5

SALISBURY CITY
185 7.6 5.9 38.9 14.1 ?5.4 3.8 3.8 0.5 .1 17.8 7.0

Hanalcappe
:

12 '1.0 41.7 58.3
8.3

05 09

433 iS:1 ii:3 41:1 5:i E:3Non-Hanalcappe : 170 8 .6 16.5 2.9

STABLY COUNTY
Total: 511 24.7 22.9 30.3 12.9 8.8 1.2 0.2 Q.0 75.9 16.8 7.2

Handfcappe .

474 25:8 24:3 i8:1 f?:76 2#:I 1:1 i:11 8:8 31:1 15:I 21:5
Non-Handicappe :

ALBEMARLE CITY
139 11.5 2.9 53.2 _7.2 22.3 0.7 _4.2 Q.Q 92.1 4.3 3.6

Hanacappe .

125 12:8 3:3 i2:8 I:: HA 1:6 11:1 S:S ii:8 9:1 21:1Non-Hanaicappe :

UNION COUNTY

Handicappe .

9A1
I:1 1:8 43:1 IA If:3 2i:2 N 28:i 211 35:1

Non-Bandicappe : 8i2 9.4 .5 52. .0 a8.7 1.0 0.6 u.0 92.4 5.5 2.

MONROE CITY
228 12.7 14.5 38.6 13.2 12.3 2.7 5.0 0.9 66.8 23.2 10.0

Han4icap . 28 13.8 18:g 41.4 ill ii:3 11:8
41.2

8:g 13:i ill
52.9

Non-Hanalcap :

0



,
t _.-

USE SOUS

REGOtt REGION -NORTHWEST

SUMMAEPORT
Correctpd

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program GRADE 8
Writing Assessment 1987-1988

Test Date: November, 1987

NU1ABERTEM FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS

*iv 1 .... 41,
++ __

`STATE
81,047

HandicaD . 5,789
Hon-Handicap : 73,454

REGION 7-NORTHWEST
Total: 8,61

Handicap. .: 71
Non-Handicap.-.: 7,828

ALEXANDER COUNTY
Total: IHandicapped:

Non-Handicapped: 34

ALLEGHANY COUNTY
126

Handicappod: 13
Non-Handicapped: 113

'ASHE COUNTY
Total: 304

Handicapped: 31
Non-Handicapped: 273

AVERY COUNTY
Total: 210

Handicapped:
185Non-Handicapped:

BURKE COUNTY
Total: 1,054

Handicapped:
atNon-Handicapped:

CALDWELL COUNTY
Total: 956

Handicapped:
885Non-Handicapped:

CATAWBA COUNTY
Total: 997

Handicapped: 75
Non-Handicapped: 902

till

PERCENTAGES

8.2 9.3 33.6 15.0 27.6 2.8 3.1 0.3

S.; 9.9 35:1 it! 11:1 11:1 21:t 8:1

.4 10.2 35.9 14.5 24.8 2.1 2.8 0.2

.1 1.3 11.1 12.8 43.9 9.9 19.1 1.810.3 11.1 38.1 14.7 23.0 1.4 1.3 0.1

21.1 9:i 2.7:1 ii:8 ill 1.3:1 11:i M
23.5 14. 32.1 12.6 15.2 0. .9 .

11 8:8
23.0 22.2 42.9 3.2 1.6 M1.8 6.2 24.8 23.0 40.7 2.7 0.9 .

19.7 1.4 34.9 7.2 17.8 1.0 2.6 0.3
0.0 .0 19.4 6.5 38.7 9.7 22.6 3.222.0 18.3 36.6 7.3 15.4 0.0 0.4 0.0

5 8.1 37.1 17.6 21.4 2.4 3.3 0.5
Aig 3:2 111 P:8 18:g !:2 28:N 8:8

1.8 1:l TS ii:1 HA 1:1 lf:1 ?A
.1 7.3 37.3 11,8 29.3 0.9 2.1 0.1

8.7 9.4 35.6 17.8 23.7 2.1
16.4

0.11.5 0.0 11.9 16.4 38.8 13.4 16.4 1.59.3 10.2 37.4 18.0 22.5 1.2 1.5 0.0

4.3 10.8 33.7 17.1 27.9 2.6 3.4 0.20.0 1.3 9.3 6.7 44.0 10.7 26.7 1.34.8 11.8 35.3 18.1 26.6 1.9 1.6 0.1

PERCENTAGES

6.4NI HI 37 4
83.6 12.4 4.0

81.3 12.0 5.9

it:i 11:1 33:3

78.4 12.1 g.;

141 9.7 35.4

89.7 8.7 1.6

iii 31.3 .(7).;

79.6 9.2 11.2
16.1 16.1 67.7
86.8 8.4 4.8

66.2 22.9 11.0
28.0 20.0 52.0
71.4 23.2 5.4

13.9 5.1
25.9 43.1 25.9
83.9 12.0 4.1

87.2 8.! 3I.2

i8:6
28.4

2.0

80.4 14.7 4.8
41.3 33.3 25.3
83.4 13.4 3.2

1 n 2



I b 0 SUMMARY REPORT
Corrected

NORINCOMOM40 The North Carolina Annual Testing Program GRADE 8
TOMO MIRAN Writing Assessment 1987=1988. BASIC SOILS

Test Date: November, 1987
REGIOPC 'REGION 7-NORTHWEST

NUMBER
TESTED 4.0

FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS
3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS

OI 1 1

++ _ --

HICKORY CITY
Totai:

Handicappe :
Non-Hanoicappe :

NEWTON-CONOVER
Tote :

Handicappe .

Non-Handicappe :

DAVIE COUNTY ,

Total:
Handicapped:

Non -Handicapped:

IREDELL COUNTY
Totai:

Handicappe :
Non-Banaicappe :

MOORESVILLE CITI
Tote :

Haadioappei:
Non-Handicappe :

5TATESVILLE CIT
Total:

Handicappe :
Non-Handicappe :

SURRY COUNTY

Handicappe :
Non-Hanoicappe :

ELKIN CIT!

Handicap :

Non -San Ica :

MOUNT AIRY CITY
Total:

Handicappe :
Non-Handicappe :

330
2d

303

235
32

203

382
35

345

84Z

78§

14i

134

260
29

231

6AI

5/2

72

70

1f3

11,

.Q
.9

0.
3.

0.
12.

8:1
6.

0.0
1.5

10.4
u.0

11.7

88
7.5

1612 .

22.6
0.0

25.6

PERCENTAGES

11.2 32.1 16.1 25.! 2.7 3.0 0.9
0.0 .0 12.5 45. 8.3 29.2 4.2
12.2 34.7 16.5 24. 2.3 0.7 0.7

3.Q 34.9 17.4 33.6 5.1 a2.6 0.9
u.0 12.5 6.3 53.1 9.4 -6.6 3.1
3.4 38.4 19.2 30.5 4.4 0.5 0.5

10.5 34.0 14.7 25.7 1.0 2.6 .

2.9 17.1 8.6 42.9 5.7 22.9 .

11.3 35.7 15.4 23.8 0.6 0.6 .1

8:8 1:78 11:1 il:! 1:2 Al 1:7
7.4 3 . 12.3 2 .1 2.8 2.5 0.1

37.$ 6.3 48.3 1.4 3.5

§.
0.0 Q.0 0.0 66.7 22.2 11.1 .

1.5 40.3 6.7 47.0 0.0 3.0 .

104 13.5 3.1 54 0.4
3.4 0.3 u.0 44. 6.9 31.0 3.4

10.8 5.5 15.2 20. 2.6 3.5 0.0

1:1 if:f 11:3 ill I:1 11:; H
.8 56.1 10.7 15.2 .5 .2 .

8.1 41.1 8.8 AI 11 i:8 H2. 5 . 5.7 1 .6 . .4 .

12.8 39.1 0.3 12.0 0.8 3.1 0.8
0.0 12.5 12.5 37.5 6.3 25. 6.3
14.5 42.7 7.7 8.5 0.0 O. U.0

79.4
29.2
83.5

8Q.0
2u.1
88.2

06.6
40.0
91.3

if:3
88.1

93.0
55.6
95.5

77.3
37.9
82.3

84.5
52.5
87.8

97.2

18:2

90.2
43.8
96.6

PERCENTAGES

13.6
25.0 45.
12.5 4.

15.7 4.3
43.8 2$.1
11.3 0.5

8.9 4.5
17.1 42.9
8.1 0.6

It/ 33:8
8.8 2.2

2.8 4.2
11.1 33.3
2.2 2.2

14.2 $.5
41.4 20.7
10.8 6.9

12.2 3.3
22.0 25.4
11.2 1.0

R:R 511:8 i

Co 1.4

5.3 41
25.0 31.
2.6 O.



iy

. .. ....,,,.. .., ,,. .

GRADE 8

Test Date: November, 1987

SUMMAII --.7---RT
. Corrected

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program
arc Maus Writing Assessment 1987-1988

RE GO* REGION 7- NORTHWEST

NUMBER
TESTED

FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS

CONVENTION SPORES
++ +- --

WATAUGA COUNTY
Total:

31
Non-111121=3: 300

NI WOES COUNTY
Total: 8

Non-latigigna; 711

MEIN COUNTY
Total: 392

Non-pliggigragi Al

1n5

PERCENTAGES

211 11:1 11:1 if:t ill ii:1 ill
0.03 . 1 .7 3..0 .3 . . .7 .0

1:8 '2:2 fi:i i2:i ji:i 11:8 11:f 21
.7 10.6 34. 21. . 1.5 .1 0.0

1..1 1.1 111 ill il.? 14.° 1.1 H.6 2 : 4 : :4 12:7 i:i :8 :

1 PERCENTAGES

If:74 it:f 3f:1
.7 14. .3

12.1 i 4/.1
OA: 12.8 4:4

67.3 224 10.5

72.0 1.11:1 4q:1

in6



I
, b SUMMARY REPORT

Corrected
NORM CAI=jan The North Carolina Annual Testing Program GRADE 8

TWINE PROGRAM
MSC SNNLS Wing Assessment 1987-1988

Test Date: November, 1987
REGION: REGION 8- WESTERN

NUMBER
TESTED

FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS

CONVENTION SCORES
++ +-

STATIC
81,91;

Hanthcappe .

Non-Banoicappe : 73:4g4

REGION

Banthcapps NY
Non-Handicap 6,408

BUNCOMBE COUNTY
Totaii 113A

Hanchcappe
:Non-Banoicappe : 1,461

ASHEVILLE CITY
34R

Nandicappe .

Non-Han alcapps : 3ii

CHEROKEE COUNTY
Total: 312

Handicapps .

2itNon-Hanoicapps :

CHEROKEE
Tots :

Has4icapps :
7A

Non-Han aicapps : 71

CLAY COUNTY
10

Han4icappe .

Non-Han : 96

GRAHAM COUNTY
nA crIti!

liNon-fralcagroa; 3

HAYWOOD COUNTY
Total!

53!Hamlicapps .

Non-Hanoicappe : 562

PERCENTAGES

1.1 161 3f:! ill ill lf:5 Ai 3:1
.J ., 3 .4 1 .4 26.4 2.1 1.6 0.2

7 25.6 2.4 2. 0.2
i.1 2.i 1.1 1/.2 44.2 19.7 193 14

. 10. 34. 17.1 27.2 A.6 A.4 0.v

17.1 2;4 2.5 _2.1 H
1.1 3. iz. 14. 44.7 9.4 13.4 .

12.5 15. 32. ILO 19.7 1.6 0.7 .

il 1.1 21.1 11.9 ill g.3
63.2

u
1_. 6._ 3 . 1 . 3 . 3.4 .3 .

il 1:4 3I:i 4:1 if.? 11 31:1 2:
3

.4 . 4 . 13.6 36.6 . -.4 0.0

8:f 8:1 1:1 1:f 28:8 H i i
6. 4.2 3 . 2 . 26.4 v.w 71 V:U.

Li 1:f 3i:8 I:i ti:i H 28:1
1.92. . 4 .7 . 4 . . 2.

. 31. 4.2 3.2 .
8:0 ii 21:1 1.8 H./ 16.7 4.7 H

3.6 1 . 2 .1 3 .3 .5 2.4 .2 .

8:8 1:i 3 111 ili 11:1 3i:3 H
5.2 .3 39.5 14. 34.0 0. 1.4 .

PERCENTAGES

79.9 13.6 6.4
u 2 37 4

11.1 12:4 4.0

79.1 14.1
33.7 28.3 3tA
u3.3 12.7 3.§

4:2 /t1 3
§ o

0 .7 15.0 .5

EN 11./ 2lif

If:i 28:3 2f:i
92.3 6.6 .0

93:1 8:i i:f
93.1 4.2 2.

t1:1 ill 48.8
5 . 2 . 5.2

8.9 2 .1
513 13.1 1.1
6 .3 .1.6.7 A6.7

13:i 11:i 41.1
0.2 .5 2.3
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The North Carolina Annual Testing Program
Writing Assessment 1987-1988

GRADE 8

Test Date: t4ovember, 1987

NUMBER
TESTED

FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS

CONVENTION SCORES
++ +-

RUTHERFORD C
Tota 799dippe

Non-Handca At
SWAIN COUNTY

100
Handicappa :

94Non-Hanalcappe :

TRANSYLVANIA COUNTY

Hanthcappa :
Tota :

332
Non-Handicappe : 310

YANCEY COUNTY
Total: 206

Hanthcappe4: 17
Non-Handicapped: 189

R.8 8.1 27.!

10.2 i:1 3i:1

18:2 13.6 19.4
.6 11.1

17.6 21.3 20.2

11.4 34.9

g:316:1 13.6l 12. 36.5

IA 46:2

PERCENTAGES

18.1

11:i

33.
16.

17.2
22.7
16.8

18.0
23.5
17.57.5

22.3
ig.1

.5

26.2
44.4
24.5

20.5
45.5
16.7

18.9
35.3
17.5

3.3
15.6 28:i I:1
2.2 2.0 0.1

2.1

t:;
3.4
11.8
2.6

1.5
9.1
1.0

0.3
4.5
0.0

PERCENTAGES

79.1
34.4 35. 29.7

7.0

33.0 12. 5.0

!:
69.1 27.7

3
3.2

!

81.6 14.2 4.2

ii:! f3:3
272.6.3

9:1 41:1 iS:i
66.1 27.5 6.3



SUMMARY REPORT4 4 Corrected

lain" CAAPV"WeL VP The North Carolina Annua Testing Program GRADE 8
TESTIS PROGRAM'

BASE SIMS Writing Assessment 1987-1988

Test Date: November, 1987
REGION: REGION 8-WESTERN

NUMBER
TESTED 4.0

FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS
3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS

NVENTI N
++ +- __

HENLZRSON COUNTY

Handicappe :
Non-Hanoicappe :

HENDERSONVILLE CITY
Tota :

Handicappe :
.Non-Hanalcappe :

JACKSON COUNTY
Total:

Handicaoped:
Non-Hanalcappeo:

HAWN COUNTY

Handicappe :
Non-Randiceppe :

MAD:-' --, COUNTY

L AdIcappe :
Non-Hindicappe :

MCDOWELL COUNTY

Handicappe .

Non -Handicapped::

MITCHELL COUNTY

Nandicappe .

Non-Handicappe :

POLK COUNTY
Total:

Handicapped:
Non-Handacappea:

TRYON CITY
Total:

Hanccapps :
Non-Hanoicappe :

.r.

663
4a

615

14
10

305
22

282

28Q
25

255

224
23

201

5

511

lff

150

111

111

31
1

28
k.

8.6

SA

4.3
0.0
4.6

1Q.2
u.Q
11.0

3.2
0.0
3.5

2.2
0.0
2.5

4.$
0.0
5.3

8.1
4.

1:1
1.

w.

PERCENTAGES

10.6 32.6 18.9 24..9 1.8 2.4 0.3

11.4 11:5 19:3 ii:i 4:8 21:8 8:1

$.6 31.0 20.7 29.3 1.7 4.3
0.0 14.3 14.3 14.3 20.6 28.6 0.
9.2 32.1 21.1 30.3 0.0 2.0 0.

9.8 33.4 11.0 24.3 1.6 1.6 01
0.0 la.2 1 .2 40.9 13.6 9.1 Q.
10.6 34.4 1 .1 23.0 0.7 1.1 u.

2.1 41.4 .6 37.5 1.4 4.6 .Q
0.0 12.0 0 60.0 $.0 20.0 .tr
2.4 44.3 10.6 35.3 0.8 3.1 .0

1Q.7 25.9 72.3 34.4 2.2 1.0 0.4
U.Q 5.7 13.0 52.2 8.7 13.0 4.3

11.9 27.9 23.4 32.3 1.5 0.5 0.0

8.0 32.2 16.4 34.1 1.8 2.9 0.4
1.7 1.7 10.3 62.1 8.6 13.a 1.7
8.7 35.6 17.1 30.9 1.0 1.2 0.2

184 HA 2i1 B:i 2.3:3 111 p
12. 24.0 22.0 30.0 6.7 .7 .0

3:8 1:1 11 18:i 1:1 2!:3 2:i
3.6 3 .7 ). 3.2 0.9 1.8 0.0

8 :i i1:1 88 31:1 H 8:i H
3.6 5 .w 3.6 3 .3 . 3.6 .

ill/ ,

PERCENTAGES

83.1 12.7 4.2

12:A 18:1 23:3

92.2 4.3 3.4
42.9 14.3 42.9
95.4 3.7 0.9

79.3 13.1 7.5

ill fi:i 48:8

87.9 8.9 3.2
44.0 32.0 24.0
92.2 6.7 1.2

67.0 17.9 15.2
30.4 21.7 47.8
71.1 17.4 11.4

38:47 B:S di
85.0 12.4 2.6

1Q.8 7.6

11:1 10.7 1:8

65.7 17.2 17.2
21.7 21.7 5.5
74.8 16.2 9.0

18i:g 218 88
64.3 2 .S 7.1

... a

.


