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Introduction

The Elementary and Secondary Education Act, as amended (ESEA), called for all core subject
classes to be taught by highly qualified teachers (HQTs) by the end of the 2005-06 school
year (SY). To measure progress in meeting the HQT goal, the U.S. Department of Education
(ED) collects State-level data on the teacher quality provisions of ESEA’ through the EDEN
Submission System (ESS).z

CORE ACADEMIC CLASSES TAUGHT BY HQTS

In SY 2013-14, HQTs taught 96.25 percent of 98.46 percent of core academic classes in low-
core academic classes in our nation’s public poverty schools compared to 95.66 percent in
schools (see figure 1). HQTs taught a slightly high-poverty schools. The gap was a bit greater
higher proportion of core academic classes at the secondary level, where HQTs taught

in elementary schools (97.32 percent) than 97.11 percent of core academic classes in low-
in secondary schools (95.44 percent). Core poverty schools compared to 92.80 percent
academic classes in high-poverty schools were in high-poverty schools. However, overall,
slightly less likely to be staffed by an HQT the gap in percentage of classes taught by

than core academic classes in low-poverty HQTs at high- versus low-poverty schools was
schools. At the elementary level, HQTs taught quite small.

FIGURE 1. Percentage of core academic classes taught by HQTs, by school level: SY 2013-14

All schools Elementary Secondary
Overall 97-32% 95.44%
Low-poverty 97.11%
High-poverty 94.35%

Data as of 4/24/2015, N = 51 States?

Figure reads: In school year 2013-14, HQTs taught 96.25 percent of core academic classes in all schools.

'The statutory reporting requirements can be found in §1111(h)(4)(G); §9101(23) ESEA.

2ESS is a component of the Education Data Exchange Network (EDEN), a centralized, electronic portal through which States submit their
educational data to the Department.

3 Forty-nine States, the District of Columbia, and Puerto Rico submitted data. Interpret data from District of Columbia, Kansas, Mississippi,
and Pennsylvania with caution due to possible errors in high- and low-poverty HQT data (District of Columbia), , errors in poverty
quartile data (Kansas), an unexplained large increase in the number of secondary core academic classes (Mississippi), and errors in
poverty quartile data (Pennsylvania). North Carolina and the Bureau of Indian Education (BIE) failed to submit data for 2013-14.
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The percentage of core academic classes taught by HQTs has increased since SY 2003-04.4 In SY
2013-14, HQTs taught 96.25 percent of all core academic classes, an increase of 9.75 percentage
points from 86.50 percent in SY 2003-04 (see figure 2). While there has been progress toward

the goal of 100 percent all core academic classes being taught by HQTs by SY 2005-06, growth

has slowed in recent years. Between SY 2003-04 and SY 2009-10, there was an increase of 10.16
percentage points (86.50 percent to 96.66 percent). However, between SY 2009-10 and SY 2013-14,
the percentage remained relatively flat at approximately 96 percent, and in fact, the overall percentage
of classes taught by HQTs went down from 2012-13 to 2013-14.

FIGURE 2. Percentage of core academic classes taught by HQTs: SY 2003-04 through
SY 2013-14
100
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Data as of 4/24/2015, N = 51 States

Figure reads: In school year 2003-04, HQTs taught 86.50 percent of core academic classes.

Changes in Highly-Qualified Teacher
Data From Previous Years

In SY 2013-14, the percentage of core academic
classes taught by HQTs for all schools ranged
from 79.92 percent (Louisiana) to 99.99 percent
(lowa). Forty states reported rates of 95 percent
or higher, a decrease of two states from SY 2012—
13 but an increase of 25 states from SY 2003-04
(see figure 3). Forty-six states reported rates of
90 percent or higher, a decrease of three states
from SY 2012-13 but 15 more than SY 2003-04.

Twelve states (Colorado, Connecticut, lllinois,
lowa, Kentucky, Michigan, Montana, North Dakota,
Oklahoma, Rhode Island, Texas, and Wyoming)
reported that HQTs taught at least 99 percent

of core academic classes. This is a decrease of
five states from SY 2012-13, but an increase of 11
states from SY 2003-04.

4 HQT data were collected for the first time for the 2002-03 school year, but because several states reported that they did not have
the mechanisms to accurately report these data for the 2002-03 school year, those data have been excluded from this analysis.

The 2003-04 data serve as the baseline for this issue brief.
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FIGURE 3. Number of states by percentage of core academic classes taught by HQTs:
SY 2003-04, SY 2012-13, and SY 2013-14
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Data as of 4/24/2015, N = 50 states for 2003-04, 53 states for 2012-13, and 51 states for 2013-14

Figure reads: In school year 2003-04, one state had 99 or more percent of core academic classes

taught by HQTs.

Thirty-eight States (Alabama, Alaska, Arizona, Of the 48 states that reported data on the
Arkansas, Colorado, Connecticut, Delaware, percentage of core academic classes taught
Florida, Idaho, Indiana, Kansas, Louisiana, Maine, by HQTs for all schools in SY 2003-04 and
Maryland, Massachusetts, Minnesota, Mississippi, SY 2013-14, six reported an overall decrease
Nebraska, Nevada, New Hampshire, New Jersey, in the percentage. Among those states, the
New Mexico, New York, Ohio, Oklahoma, decrease ranged from 0.64 percentage points
Oregon, Pennsylvania, South Carolina, South in Wisconsin to 10.48 percentage points in
Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, Vermont, Virginia, Louisiana. Idaho and Wisconsin reported
Washington, West Virginia, Wisconsin, and decreases of less than one percentage point.

Puerto Rico) reported a decrease in the
percentage of core academic classes taught by
HQTs from SY 2012-13to SY 2013-14.1n 24

of those states, the difference was less than “38 States... reported a decrease in the

one percentage point. Forty-two states have percentage of core academic classes
increased the percentage of core academic taught by HQTs from SY 2012-13 to SY
classes taught by HQTs from SY 2003-04. In 2013-14.”

three of those states, the difference was less
than one percentage point.

Of the 48 states that reported data on the
percentage of core academic classes taught

by HQTs for all schools in SY 2003-04 and

SY 2013-14, 42 reported an overall increase

in the percentage. Among those states, the
increase ranged from 0.26 percentage points in
Wyoming to 75.49 percentage points in Alaska.
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Differences in HQT Percentages in High-
and Low-Poverty Schools

HQTs taught a slightly larger percentage of core
academic classes in low-poverty schools than

in high-poverty schools. In low-poverty schools,
HQTs taught 97.32 percent of classes, while they
taught 95.66 percent of core academic classes
in high-poverty schools.

In high-poverty elementary schools, the
percentage of core academic classes taught by
HQTs ranged from 74.42 percent (Louisiana) to
100.00 percent (Montana and North Dakota). In
high-poverty secondary schools, the percentage
of core academic classes taught by HQTs ranged
from 70.26 percent (Louisiana) to 100.00
percent (lowa and Montana).

In low-poverty elementary schools, the
percentage of core academic classes taught by
HQTs ranged from 83.99 percent (Puerto Rico)
t0 100.00 percent (Montana and North Dakota).

In low-poverty secondary schools, the
percentage of core academic classes taught by
HQTs ranged from 80.28 percent (Louisiana) to
100.00 percent (lowa and Montana).

In the majority of states (42 for elementary
schools and 45 for secondary schools), the
percentage of core academic classes taught by
HQTs in low-poverty schools was higher than
the percentage of core academic classes taught
by HQTs in high-poverty schools (see figure

4). In seven states for elementary schools and
four states for secondary schools, high-poverty
schools were more likely to have HQTs teach
core academic classes than low-poverty schools.
At the elementary level, there were two states
with no difference in the percentages of core
academic classes taught by HQTs in low- and
high-poverty schools. At the secondary level, two
states did not have a difference.

FIGURE 4. Number of states by gap in percentage of core academic courses HQTs taught
between high-poverty and low-poverty schools: SY 2013-14

Elementary

Low-poverty >
high-poverty

No difference 2%

High-poverty >

low-poverty 7%

Data as of 4/24/2015, N = 51 states>

Secondary

42% 45%

2%

4%

Figure reads: In school year 2013-14, 42 states had a percentage of core academic classes in low-
poverty elementary schools taught by HQTs that was higher than the percentage of core academic
classes taught by HQTs in high-poverty elementary schools.

5 North Carolina and the Bureau of Indian Education (BIE) did not report data. All BIE schools are high poverty.
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The gaps between high-poverty and low-
poverty schools are generally wider at the
secondary level. At the elementary level, 23 of
the 42 states (54.76 percent) that had lower
percentages of core academic classes taught
by HQTs in high-poverty schools than in low-
poverty schools had a gap of one percentage
point or less. At the secondary level, 12 of
the 45 states (26.67 percent) that had lower
percentages of core academic classes taught
by HQTs in high-poverty schools than in low-
poverty schools had a gap of one percentage
point or less.

The gap in the percentage of core academic
classes taught by HQTs between high-poverty
and low-poverty elementary schools was
greatest in Delaware (85.35 percent in high-
poverty schools versus 99.27 percent in low-
poverty schools, 13.92 percentage points).

The gap in the percentage of core academic
classes taught between high-poverty and low-

poverty secondary schools was also greatest in
HQTs New York (87.07 percent in high-poverty

schools versus 99.39 percent in low-poverty
schools, 12.32 percentage points).

At the elementary level, two states (Montana
and North Dakota) reported no gap in the
percentage of core academic classes taught by
HQTs in high-poverty and low-poverty schools.
North Dakota also reported no gap in SY 2009-
10, SY 2010-11 and SY 2011-12.

At the secondary level, lowa and Montana
reported no gap in the percentage of core
academic classes taught by HQTs in high-
poverty and low-poverty schools. lowa also
reported no gap in SY 2011-12 and SY 2012-13.

“The gaps between high-poverty and
low-poverty schools are generally
wider at the secondary level.”

Core Academic Classes Taught by

Teachers Who Were Not Highly Qualified

Alaska, Louisiana, Utah, and the District of Columbia and Puerto Rico reported less than 9o percent
of core academic classes taught by HQTs. At both the elementary and secondary level, these States
reported that core academic classes taught by teachers who were not highly qualified were primarily
taught by either certified general education teachers who did not pass a subject knowledge test or
demonstrated subject-matter competency through HOUSSE, or teachers who are not fully certified
and not in an approved alternative route program.
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Appendices

TABLE 1.  Percentage of core academic classes HQTs taught, by state: 2013-14

Elementary Secondary

mm High- Low- Total High- Low- Total
Poverty Poverty | Elementary Poverty Poverty Secondary

Alabama 96.83 97.40 98.96 98.27 89.03 96.83 95.14
Alaska 88.09 9541 96.06 95.48 75.21 86.41 86.26
Arizona 97.98 97.78 97.92 98.37 97.15 98.73 97.33
Arkansas 98.94 98.80 99.40 99.24 98.10 98.70 98.42
BIE - -- -- == - -- ==
California 93.60 98.72 98.89 98.72 90.75 93.43 92.25
Colorado 99.15 99.85 99.35 99.42 99.23 98.48 98.75
Connecticut 99.09 97.61 99.48 98.90 97.90 99.47 99.19
Delaware 95.21 85.35 99.27 95.06 88.68 97.71 95.27
E;Sltrr'ﬁzf 88.11 87.96 97.00 88.04 96.24 85.77 88.14
Florida 94.15 95.67 96.46 96.13 87.43 94.53 92.02
Georgia 98.81 99.27 99.43 98.83 97.90 99.33 98.81
Hawaii 91.90 97.82 98.46 98.14 78.96 89.37 85.70
Idaho 96.63 97.29 94.87 97.40 95.27 95.64 96.17
[llinois* 99.26 98.66 99.99 99.63 95.18 99.99 98.12
Indiana 96.46 98.21 99.23 97.58 93.43 98.47 95.28
lowa 99.99 99.97 99.98 99.99 100.00 100.00 100.00
Kansas 96.32 98.33 99.02 98.36 9245 97.27 93.76
Kentucky 99.74 99.75 99.96 99.87 99.78 99.75 99.62
Louisiana 79.92 74.42 87.36 80.47 70.26 80.28 79.50
Maine 97.69 98.78 98.86 98.56 95.63 98.77 97.23
Maryland 9243 88.64 96.98 94.87 84.31 93.97 90.26
Massachusetts 95.81 91.82 98.74 95.63 88.82 98.67 96.16
Michigan 99.78 99.77 99.82 99.77 99.65 99.91 99.79
Minnesota 97.67 97.97 98.01 98.22 92.72 98.47 97.30
Mississippi* 97.19 96.20 98.97 98.14 93.86 97.22 95.68
Missouri 96.91 87.79 97.65 97.75 83.18 95.26 96.55
Montana* 99.97 100.00 100.00 99.98 100.00 100.00 99.95
Nebraska 98.24 98.75 99.39 99.04 97.18 98.84 97.62
Nevada 94.46 89.16 90.59 93.65 93.15 97.81 94.73
New Hampshire 97.27 97.02 97.95 97.76 95.44 96.96 96.67
New Jersey 98.86 99.15 98.99 98.96 98.99 99.05 98.74
New Mexico 98.49 99.29 99.54 98.69 98.38 98.90 98.39
New York 96.79 96.25 99.68 98.35 87.07 99.39 95.16

North Carolina -- - - - - - -
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Elementary Secondary

mm High- Low- Total High- Low- Total

Poverty Poverty | Elementary Poverty Poverty Secondary
North Dakota 99.96 100.00 100.00 99.97 99.94 99.99 99.95
Ohio 98.73 96.33 99.73 99.01 96.11 99.63 98.45
Oklahoma 99.84 99.84 99.95 99.88 99.77 99.83 99.81
Oregon 98.11 99.13 98.44 98.42 97.63 98.56 98.03
Pennsylvania* 98.40 94.88 99.51 99.35 93.25 99.45 98.13
Puerto Rico 85.65 82.79 83.99 84.46 86.14 86.80 87.00
Rhode Island 99.39 99.00 99.65 99.36 99.14 99.75 99.46
South Carolina 95.50 95.41 97.53 97.32 85.16 94.62 92.80
South Dakota 98.97 99.25 98.97 99.12 98.85 98.96 98.70
Tennessee 98.13 98.52 99.07 98.71 92.87 98.15 96.87
Texas 99.37 99.46 99.98 99.70 99.07 99.83 99.30
Utah 86.31 93.72 92.28 92.75 82.56 89.52 85.26
Vermont 97.29 97.87 96.61 97.50 97.38 98.41 97.23
Virginia 98.75 98.85 99.30 99.24 97.81 99.07 98.61
Washington 96.53 98.96 99.36 99.03 94.28 96.85 96.20
West Virginia 92.44 94.08 96.30 94.78 86.90 92.78 90.25
Wisconsin 97.76 94.98 98.35 97.12 95.98 99.15 98.03
Wyoming 99.26 99.45 99.55 99.29 98.82 98.78 99.25
Total 96.25 95.66 98.46 97.32 92.80 97.11 95.44

-- Data not provided.
* See notes below.

Note: Interpret data from District of Columbia, Illinois, Kansas, Mississippi, Montana, and Pennsylvania with caution
due to possible errors in high- and low-poverty highly qualified teacher data (District of Columbia), some districts
having difficulty tracking teacher qualifications (lllinois), possible errors in poverty quartile data (Kansas), an
unexplained large increase in the number of secondary core academic classes (Mississippi), the state implementing
a new data collection system (Montana), and errors in poverty quartile data (Pennsylvania). North Carolina and the
BIE did not submit data for 2013-14.
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TABLE 2. Percentage of core academic classes HQTs taught by poverty status of school and
gap between high- and low-poverty schools, by state: 2013-14

Elementary Secondary
State High-Poverty | Low-Poverty Gap | High-Poverty | Low-Poverty Gap
Alabama 97.40 98.96 1.56 89.03 96.83 7.80
Alaska 95.41 96.06 0.65 75.21 86.41 11.20
Arizona 97.78 97.92 0.14 97.15 98.73 1.58
Arkansas 98.80 99.40 0.60 98.10 98.70 0.60
BIE - - = -- -- ==
California 98.72 98.89 0.17 90.75 93.43 2.68
Colorado 99.85 99.35 -0.50 99.23 98.48 -0.75
Connecticut 97.61 99.48 1.87 97.90 99.47 157
Delaware 85.35 99.27 13.92 88.68 97.71 9.03
District of Columbia* 87.96 97.00 9.04 96.24 85.77 -10.47
Florida 95.67 96.46 0.79 87.43 94.53 7.10
Georgia 99.27 99.43 0.16 97.90 99.33 143
Hawaii 97.82 98.46 0.64 78.96 89.37 1041
Idaho 97.29 94.87 -2.42 95.27 95.64 0.37
lllinois* 98.66 99.99 133 95.18 99.99 4.81
Indiana 98.21 99.23 1.02 93.43 98.47 5.04
lowa 99.97 99.98 0.01 100.00 100.00 0.00
Kansas 98.33 99.02 0.69 92.45 97.27 4.82
Kentucky 99.75 99.96 0.21 99.78 99.75 -0.03
Louisiana 74.42 87.36 12.94 70.26 80.28 10.02
Maine 98.78 98.86 0.08 95.63 98.77 3.14
Maryland 88.64 96.98 8.34 84.31 93.97 9.66
Massachusetts 91.82 98.74 6.92 88.82 98.67 9.85
Michigan 99.77 99.82 0.05 99.65 99.91 0.26
Minnesota 97.97 98.01 0.04 92.72 98.47 5.75
Mississippi* 96.20 98.97 2.77 93.86 97.22 3.36
Missouri 87.79 97.65 9.86 83.18 95.26 12.08
Montana* 100.00 100.00 0.00 100.00 100.00 0.00
Nebraska 98.75 99.39 0.64 97.18 98.84 1.66
Nevada 89.16 90.59 143 93.15 97.81 4.66
New Hampshire 97.02 97.95 0.93 95.44 96.96 1.52
New Jersey 99.15 98.99 -0.16 98.99 99.05 0.06
New Mexico 99.29 99.54 0.25 98.38 98.90 0.52
New York 96.25 99.68 343 87.07 99.39 12.32
North Carolina -- - = - -- =
North Dakota 100.00 100.00 0.00 99.94 99.99 0.05
Ohio 96.33 99.73 3.40 96.11 99.63 3.52
Oklahoma 99.84 99.95 0.11 99.77 99.83 0.06
Oregon 99.13 98.44 -0.69 97.63 98.56 0.93
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Elementary Secondary

High-Poverty | Low-Poverty Gap | High-Poverty | Low-Poverty
Pennsylvania® 94.88 99.51 4.63 93.25 99.45 6.20
Puerto Rico 82.79 83.99 1.20 86.14 86.80 0.66
Rhode Island 99.00 99.65 0.65 99.14 99.75 0.61
South Carolina 95.41 97.53 212 85.16 94.62 9.46
South Dakota 99.25 98.97 -0.28 98.85 98.96 0.11
Tennessee 98.52 99.07 0.55 92.87 98.15 5.28
Texas 99.46 99.98 0.52 99.07 99.83 0.76
Utah 93.72 92.28 -1.44 82.56 89.52 6.96
Vermont 97.87 96.61 -1.26 97.38 98.41 1.03
Virginia 98.85 99.30 0.45 97.81 99.07 1.26
Washington 98.96 99.36 0.40 94.28 96.85 2.57
West Virginia 94.08 96.30 2.22 86.90 92.78 5.88
Wisconsin 94.98 98.35 3.37 95.98 99.15 3.17
Wyoming 99.45 99.55 0.10 98.82 98.78 -0.04
Total 95.66 98.46 2.80 92.80 97.11 431

-- Data not provided.
* See notes below.

Note: Interpret data from District of Columbia, Illinois, Kansas, Mississippi, Montana, and Pennsylvania with caution
due to possible errors in high- and low-poverty highly qualified teacher data (District of Columbia), some districts
having difficulty tracking teacher qualifications (lllinois), possible errors in poverty quartile data (Kansas), an
unexplained large increase in the number of secondary core academic classes (Mississippi), the state implementing
a new data collection system (Montana), and errors in poverty quartile data (Pennsylvania). North Carolina and the
BIE did not submit data for 2013-14. Differences shown may not reflect calculated differences due to rounding.
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TABLE 3. Percentage of core academic classes HQTs taught: 2003-04 through 2013-14

School Year Change | Change
2003-04 | 2012-13

- 2003- | 2004- | 2005- | 2006- | 2007- | 2008- | 2009- | 2010-

State 04 | o5 06 07 08 09 10 11

Alabama* 7670 8180 9080 9453 9273 9472 9623 8690 95838 9692 9683 2013  -0.09
Alaska* 1260 3430 6420 8090 8592 8989 9090 8987 9118 9026 8809 7549  -218
Arizona 9613 9490 8660 9470 9312 9338 9700 9832 9886 9856 97.98 185 -059
Arkansas* -~ 8480 8480 9762 9845 9764 9890 9879 9925 9931 9894 -~ 037
BIE 8120 8240 8500 8525 8820 9509 5975 9733 9766 9381 - - -
California 5200 7400 8570 9091 9151 9388 9549 9184 8983 9214 9360 4160 145
Colorado 9100 9410 9260 9815 9763 9848 9903 9953 9967 9949 99.15 815 -034
Connecticut 9880 9890 9680 9799 9846 9906 9920 9943 9915 9939 99.09 029 -030
Delaware 7320 - 7920 9070 9120 9330 9473 9568 9571 9571 9521 2201  -0.50
Eéﬁtrrigtbg -~ 5160 5278 5657 5890 6176 7655 8345 8255 8015 8811 - 797
Florida 89.00 9240 8960 8975 9138 9392 9516 9497 9515 9420 9415 515 -0.05
Georgia 9720 9570 9480 9624 9733 9774 9785 9858 9859 9839 9881 161 042
Hawaii 7300 8500 8100 6490 7027 7285 8020 8572 8724 9163 9190 1890 027
Idaho* 9740 9840 5851 7130 9306 9500 9590 9810 9488 9722 9663 077  -0.60
lllinois 9820 9820 9610 9679 9933 9879 9935 9916 9927 9781 99.26 1.06 145
Indiana 9610 9530 9180 9263 9649 9767 9699 9696 9826 9769 9646 036  -123
lowa 9440 9470 9760 9920 9945 9993 9996 9997 9998 10000 99.99 559 -001
Kansas 9450 8930 9090 8829 8462 9373 9526 9740 9673 9675 9632 182 -042
Kentucky 9462 | 9670 9690 9803 9851 9881 9826 9943 9924 9956 99.74 512 018
Louisiana 9044 9170 7940 8368 8243 8583 8652 8724 8827 8152 7992  -1052  -159
Maine 9010 9300 9440 9492 9588 9647 9745 9798 9676 9817 97.69 759 -048
Maryland 6680 7540 7950 8224 8456 8845 9169 9244 9307 9380 9243 2563  -137
Massachusetts = 9390 9300 9380 9493 9572 9652 9727 9774 9782 9803 9581 191 222
Michigan 9180 9200 9740 99.64 9863 9919 9970 9974 9974 99.76 99.78 7.98 0.02
Minnesota 9877 | 9760 9770 9772 9760 9750 9762 9789 9795 9784 9767  -110  -017
Mississippi* 9310 9320 9360 9493 9374 9404 9404 9678 9731 9743 97.19 409 -0.25
Missouri 9556 9710 9630 9667 9632 8975 9473 9685 9647 9686 9691 135 0.05
Montana* 98.80 9890 9900 9942 9856 9866 9380 9910 9948 9938 99.97 117 0.59
Nebraska 9120 9510 ~ | 9753 9843 9881 9954 9966 9940 9970 9824 704 -145
Nevada 6410 6810 8040 8661 8515 8950 9309 9335 9564 9650 9446 3036  -2.04
m:"nﬁpshire 7300 9470 9790 9873 9911 9918 9932 9939 9818 9841 9727 2427  -115
New Jersey 9430 9350 9590 9882 9891 9966 99.85 99.88 9990 9919 9886 456 -033
New Mexico 6720 77.50 89.60 9171 9486 9817 9942 9890 9894 9868 9849 3129  -0.20
New York 9200 9300 9450 9504 9614 9716 9779 9821 9740 9779 9679 479 -100
North Carolina = 8500 8800 9360 9716 9781 9812 9751 9807 9873 9854 - - -
North Dakota = 77.19 89.00 9590 100.00 10000 99.97 9999 9999 9994 9994 9996 2277 0.02
Ohio 9300 9260 9440 9645 9855 9824 9888 9913 9920 9903 9873 573 -031
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Change | Change
2003-04 | 2012-13

School Year

m 2003- | 2004- | 2005- | 2006- | 2007- | 2008- | 2009- | 2010- | 2011- | 2012- | 2013- | to

o4 | os | o6 | 07 | o8 | 09 | 10 | 11 | 12 | 13 | 14 |2013-14 201314
Oklahoma 9800 99.00 9290 9370 9858 9900 9961 9958 9970 9995 9984 184 011
Oregon* 8700 9060 9140 8990 9147 9427 9604 9766 9826 9821 9811 1111  -0.10
Pennsylvania | 9679 9770 9480 9649 9650 9593 9695 9708 9799 10000 9840 161  -160
Puerto Rico - - - ~ | 8212 8065 8270 8417 8638 8715 8565 . as0
Rhodelsland | 7600 7590 8130 9495 9596 9712 9802 9740 9872 9909 9939 2339 030
South Carolina = 7661 8660 9210 9569 9674 9711 9740 9761 9706 9719 9550 1889  -169
SouthDakota | 9270 9290 9600 9787 9839 9834 9909 9934 9932 9927 9897 627  -0.29
Tennessee 5813 8090 9490 9745 9777 9882 9867 9845 9852 9817 9813 4000  -0.04
Texas 9380 9460 9620 9807 9890 9919 9935 9957 9963 9958 9937 557 021
Utah 6890 7200 8480 7881 7871 8095 8275 8418 8464 8535 8631 1741 095
Vermont 8220 8790 9060 9283 9389 9381 9674 9736 9652 9760 9729 1509  -0.30
Virginia 9450 9560 9674 9676 9790 9840 9890 9935 9837 9879 9875 425  -0.04
Washington | 9890 9890 9560 9823 9877 9791 9845 9813 9757 9785 9653 237  -132
WestVirginia | 9600 9600 9170 9090 9098 9228 9425 9150 8922 9372 9244  -356  -128
Wisconsin 9840 9950 9890 9840 9869 9830 9858 9854 9854 9852 9776 -064  -076
Wyoming 9900 9370 9528 9556 9446 9726 9759 9847 9856 9905 9926 026 020
Total 8650 90.60 9220 9425 9500 9585 96.66 9630 96.68 9655 9625 975  -0.30

-- Data not provided.
* See notes below.

Note: Data for Alabama and Idaho for 2011-12 may be inaccurate. Alaska's percentage for 2003-04 is the
percentage of highly qualified teachers. Arkansas's 2004-05 data are for 2005-06. The 2006-07 data for
Colorado, Idaho, and Montana do not include special education teachers who provide direct instruction in core
academic subjects. The 2007-08 data for Colorado and Idaho include inaccurate data from some districts for
special education teachers who provide direct instruction in core academic subjects. Mississippi’s data for 2013-14
may be inaccurate. Data for Montana for 2007-08 do not include special education teachers who provide direct
instruction in core academic subjects. Oregon’s 2012-13 data do not include special education teachers who
provide direct instruction in core academic subjects. North Carolina and the BIE did not submit data for 2013-14.
Differences shown may not reflect calculated differences due to rounding.
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