California SAT9 Results
for CPM High Schools

Spring Testing, 1998

COUNTY Number of | 9th Grade 10th Grade 11th Grade
(47 of 58) CPM CPM County|CPM County| CPM County
Schools | Avg. Avg. | Avg. Avg. | Avg. Avg.

Alameda 13 584 55 53.6 49 549 52
Butte 5 56.2 56 496 49 526 51
Contra Costa 8 66.5 61 60.6 54 63.5 56
Fresno I 443 43 38.7 38 39.3 42
Humbol dt 5 60.4 60 5.0 51 55.8 54
Kern 9 444 41 39.3 35 418 37
Los Angeles 17 497 44 441 39 46,5 41
Mendocino 6 537 52 483 43 49.7 48
Merced 4 41.3 40 355 33 395 36
Orange 10 674 57 64.8 52 67.3 56
Placer 5 584 64 528 54 554 A
Riverside 12 436 44 389 36 39.2 38
Sacramento 10 46.0 49 410 41 43.1 43
San Bernardino 10 432 42 388 37 43.6 39
San Diego 10 51.7 53 444 45 459 49
San Joagquin 6 535 46 46.3 39 488 40
San L uis Obispo 3 62.7 64 443 52 48.0 55
San Mateo 5 69.2 56 66.8 49 66.6 52
Santa Barbara 4 588 54 | 525 46 56.5 49
Santa Clara 5 520 62 476 53 49.2 55
Shasta 4 555 52 495 45 51.8 46
Siskiyou 5 62.2 57 488 47 51.8 50
Solano I 58.0 53 498 46 50.0 46
Sonoma 3 64.0 59 55.7 49 60.7 52
Tulare 8 451 42 385 35 419 36
Ventura 3 59.7 55 543 46 54.0 50
Others (21) 30 496 503| 43.3 41.7| 457 440
TOTALS (47) 214 529 5231|469 446 492 47.1
California Avg. 50 43 46




Totals for CPM schools are the weighted average for the 47 (of 58)
counties. Schools included above use CPM texts for a substantial portion of,
If not their entire, math program. Data for this report, including the
County and California averages, are the scores reported by the California
Department of Education as posted on its web site 6/30/98.

Each score reported is the national percentile rank (NPR) of the "average"
student, which estimates the individual percentile rank of the hypothetical
"average" student in each group. The SAT9 isanationally normed test. Its
norming sample was representative of the nation (with respect to
geographical, ethnic, socio-economic, and urban factors), but not
necessarily of the state.

Note that the scores reported here are NOT the percentage of students
scoring at or above the 50th percentile as reported in many newspaper
articles. The scores are for all students, including LEP (not proficient in
English) students. The results for 8th grade are omitted because middle
school scores mix algebra classes and all other 8th grade courses. Thus, 8th
grade scores do not reflect performance using CPM materials.

Keep in mind that the SATO test is the assessment device chosen by the
California State Board of Education for use in all schools to measure student
performance. The mathematics portion mostly measures basic skills and
elementary applications of concepts in a multiple choice format. In short, it
assesses content and procedures, precisely the areas that critics of CPM have
claimed are the program's weakness. Nonethel ess, the data in the above table
clearly shows that, on average, CPM schools are above the state average NPR
in al three grades. Furthermore, only 25 CPM schools have average NPRs
more than ten points below the state average, while 48 CPM schools are more
than ten points above the state average NPR.

These results are consistent with every study CPM has previously reported
for student performance on multiple choice tests measuring basic
mathematics for a course or grade level. CPM students do from somewhat
better to significantly better than their peersin traditional classes on these
kinds of tests. They do much better on tests that use written response items.
However, we are not trying to argue who is better with the results reported
here. The table above simply shows that CPM is one way to get the job
done.



