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Gap Analysis 

• What are our gaps? 

• Why do we have them? 

• How could we narrow them? 

 

 



Leading Indicator:  
Test Scores for Economically Disadvantaged 

and More Advantaged Children  
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Leading Indicator:  

NECAP Reading Scores and the Interaction of 

Poverty and Gender 

Poverty and Gender:  
To improve equity in outcomes, we 

need to look at the interaction of 
poverty and gender (and race) 

All = All Assessed Students 
MNFRL = Male Not Free/Reduced Lunch  
FNFRL = Female Not Free/Reduced Lunch 
MFRL = Male Free/Reduced Lunch 
FFRL = Female Free/Reduced Lunch 
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1.2 Graduation Rates: Economically Disadvantaged Students 

 

Guiding Question 

 

How did the 2013 graduation rates for economically disadvantaged (ED) students compare across 

the member states? 
 

 
 

Major Findings 

! The state rates had a range of approximately 7.6 percentage points.  

! The median state rate was 75.2 percent and the highest reported rate was 76.9 percent 

(Maine).  

! No state rate reached the long-term goal of 90.0 percent, but all states had non-

economically disadvantaged rates at the long-term goal of 90.0 percent. 
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2013 Graduation Rates: Economically Disadvantaged Students 


Leading Indicator:  
Graduation Rates for Economically 

Disadvantaged and More Advantaged 
Children  



Common Data Project: 2012–2013 Annual Report 
!

20!

3.2 College-Enrollment Rates: Economically Disadvantaged Students 

 

Guiding Question 

 

How did the college-enrollment rates for economically disadvantaged (ED) students compare 

across member states?  
 

 
! 
Major Findings 

! The state rates had a range of approximately 12.5 percentage points. 

! The median state rate was 46.6 percent and the highest reported rate was 47.5 percent 

(Maine). 

! No state rate reached the long-term goal of 80 percent. 
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2013 College Enrollment: Economically Disadvantaged Students 


Lagging Indicator:  
College Enrollment for Economically 

Disadvantaged / Advantaged Children  
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1.3 Graduation Rates: English-Language Learners 

 

Guiding Question 

 

How did the 2013 graduation rates for English-language learners (ELLs) compare across the 

member states? 
 

 
 

Major Findings 

! The state rates had a range of approximately 9.8 percentage points. 

! The median state rate was 70.4 percent and the highest reported graduation rate for 

English-language learners was 72.8 percent (Maine). 

! No state rate reached the long-term goal of 90 percent. 
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2013 Graduation Rates: English-Language Lear ners


Leading Indicator:  
Graduation Rates for English Language 

Learners / Non-ELLs 
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Test Scores for VT Students with Disabilities 

/Students Without Disabilities 
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1.4 Graduation Rates: Students with Disabilities 

 

Guiding Question 

 

How did the 2013 graduation rates for students with disabilities (SWDs) compare across the 

member states?  
 

 
 

Major Findings 

! The state rates had a range of approximately 13.9 percentage points. 

! The median state rate for students with disabilities was 68.1 percent and the highest 

reported students with disabilities rate was 73.1 percent (New Hampshire). 

! No state rate reached the long-term goal of 90.0 percent, but two states (New Hampshire 

and Vermont) had non-SWD rates at the long-term goal of 90.0 percent. 
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2013 Graduation Rates: Students with Disabilities 


Leading Indicator:  
Graduation Rates for Students With and 

Without Disabilities 



Common Data Project: 2012–2013 Annual Report 
!

22!

3.4 College-Enrollment Rates: Students with Disabilities 

 

Guiding Question 

 

How did the 2013 college-enrollment rates for students with disabilities (SWDs) compare across 

the member states? 
 

 
 

Major Findings 

! The state rates had a range of approximately 20.8 percentage points. 

! The median state rate was 33.3 percent and the highest reported rate was 37.4 percent 

(Rhode Island). 

! No state rate reached the long-term goal of 80 percent. 
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2013 College Enrollment: Students with Disabilities 


Lagging Indicator:  
College Enrollment for Students With and 

Without Disabilities 



Average HS Math NECAP score 
associated with each quartile of schools 
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Avg. % FRL 52% 44% 38% 28%

Avg. % SPED 15% 14% 13% 12%

Grad Rate 82.12% 84.46% 87.87% 92.69%
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Current VT Patterns: 

1. The highest scoring schools have the lowest 
mean %FRL.  

2. The highest scoring schools serve fewer 
students identified with disabilities. 

3. Students who test well are more likely to 
graduate. 

4. The highest scoring schools, on average, are 
larger.  

 



Appendices 



Why we don’t like to use “percent proficient” to talk about 
school performance: 



Why identifying gaps can be hard in 
small schools 






