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2009 BOTH TOTAL 
Identification Group MATH LA (M & LA) SCHOOLS 
School as a Whole 78 80 55 103
African-American 5 2 2 5
Alaska Native/American Indian 61 66 48 79
Asian 4 10 3 11
Caucasian 2 0 0 2
Hispanic 3 4 1 6
Multi-Ethnic 4 2 1 5
Economically Disadvantaged 76 75 52 99
Students with Disabilities 68 65 44 89
LEP Students 54 58 43 69

2008 BOTH TOTAL 
Identification Group MATH LA (M & LA) SCHOOLS 
School as a Whole 81 74 41 114
African-American 14 3 3 14
Alaska Native/American Indian 65 68 49 84
Asian 5 8 4 9
Caucasian 4 3 2 5
Hispanic 1 0 0 1
Multi-Ethnic 0 0 0 0
Economically Disadvantaged 73 81 53 101
Students with Disabilities 45 42 26 61
LEP Students 54 53 40 67



Identification Group 2009 2008
School as a Whole 15 12

African-American 1 1

Alaska Native/ American Indian 5 6

Asian 0 0

Caucasian 5 5

Hispanic 1 2

Multi-Ethnic 3 2

Economically Disadvantaged 3 7

Students with Disabilities 4 2

LEP Students 0 1
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Number of 
Categories Not 
Meeting

2009 2008
Count of 
Schools

Count of 
Schools

1 79 66

2 38 30

3 22 20

4 19 19

5 8 20

6 5 11

7 11 7

8 24 23

9 9 4

10 5 2

11 1 2

12 1 1

13 1 0

14 1 1

15 + 0 1
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Number of 
Categories Not 
Meeting

2009 2003
Count of 
Schools

Count of 
Schools

1 79 53

2 38 65

3 22 38

4 19 19

5 8 11

6 5 13

7 11 9

8 24 46

9 9 4

10 5 1

11 1 8

12 1 7

13 1 4

14 1 1

15+ 0 3
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Reading Writing Mathematics
2009 2003 2009 2003 2009 2003

Total 79.1% 67.4% 75.7% 70.4% 68.7% 62.5%

Alaska 
Native 58.6% 42.5% 55.0% 49.2% 50.1% 42.1%

Caucasian 89.0% 79.1% 85.4% 79.9% 78.2% 72.7%
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Percent of Students Proficient on Assessments
Grades 3-9

Percentage of Schools Meeting AYP

Rules & regulations have changed between some years

In 2003 no grade 10 assessment data was available, therefore it is excluded to provide consistent comparison

2009 2008 2007 2006 2005 2004 2003
55.6% 58.7% 65.9% 62.0% 59.0% 58.8% 42.2%



2009 # of Schools Meeting 1st Year

Level 1 Alert 67 N/A

Level 2 Improvement 43 6

Level 3 Improvement 17 4

Level 4 Corrective Action 18 6

Level 5 Corrective Action 120 24

2008 # of Schools Meeting 1st Year

Level 1 Alert 70 N/A

Level 2 Improvement 21 6

Level 3 Improvement 18 6

Level 4 Corrective Action 23 8

Level 5 Corrective Action 109 14
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