
 

 

 

 

 
 

  

 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

Sampling and Weighting 
The schools and students who participate in NAEP 
assessments are selected to form a representative 
sample of the nation. The national sample of 
eighth-graders in the 2008 arts assessment was 
chosen using a multistage design that involved 
drawing students from the sampled public and 
private schools across the country. The results 
from the assessed students were combined 
to provide accurate estimates of the overall 
performance of students in the nation. 

Each school that participated in the assessment, 
and each student assessed, represents a portion of 
the population of interest. Results are weighted to 
make appropriate inferences between the student 
samples and the respective populations from which 
they are drawn. Sampling weights are adjusted 
for the disproportionate representation of some 
groups in the selected sample. This includes the 
oversampling of schools with high concentrations 
of students from certain racial/ethnic groups and 
the lower sampling rates of students who attend 
very small schools. 

School and Student Participation Rates 
The school and student participation rates for public 
and private schools in the 2008 arts assessment are 
provided in table A-1. 

NCES statistical standards require that a 
nonresponse bias analysis be conducted for any 
school or student group with a participation rate 
that falls below 85 percent. The participation rates 
for the 2008 NAEP arts assessment indicated a 
need for a school nonresponse bias analysis for 
the private school sample. The results showed that 
school substitution and nonresponse adjustments 
were not effective in reducing nonresponse bias for 
the percentage of Hispanic students enrolled and 
type of private schools (Catholic and other private 
schools). The disproportionate nonresponse resulted 

in an overestimation of the percentage of Hispanic 
students, an overestimation of the percentage of 
Catholic school students, and an underestimation of 
the percentage of other private school students. 

Table A-1.  	School and student participation rates in NAEP arts at 
grade 8, by subject and type of school: 2008 

Subject and type 
of school 

Music

 Nation 

Public 

Private 

Visual arts

 Nation 

Public 

Private 

School participation Student participation 

Number of Number of 
schools 	 Weighted students Weighted 

participating percent assessed percent 

260 97 4,000 93 

220 99 3,400 93 

30 76 500 97 

260 97 3,900 92 

220 99 3,400 92 

30 76 500 94 

NOTE: The numbers of schools are rounded to the nearest ten, and the numbers of students 

are rounded to the nearest hundred. Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding.
 
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center 

for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 

2008 Arts Assessment.
 

Interpreting Statistical Signifi cance 
Comparisons over time or between groups in this 
report are based on statistical significance at the .05 
level using t-tests with appropriate adjustments for 
multiple comparisons (using the False Discovery 
Rate procedure). These statistical tests consider 
both the size of the differences and standard errors 
of the two statistics being compared. Standard 
errors are margins of error, and estimates based on 
smaller groups are likely to have larger margins of 
error relative to estimates based on larger groups. 
Note, for example, that differences based on school
administrator-reported estimates have smaller 
sample sizes than differences based on student-
reported estimates, resulting in smaller signifi cant 
differences in the student-reported data than in the 
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school-administrator-reported data. The size of the 
standard errors may also be influenced by other 
factors such as how representative the students 
assessed are of the entire population. 

When an estimate has a large standard error, a 
numerical difference that seems large may not 
be statistically significant. Differences of the 
same magnitude may or may not be statistically 
significant depending upon the size of the standard 
errors of the estimates. For example, a 10-point 
difference between male and female students 
may be statistically significant, while a 10-point 
difference between students attending public and 
private schools may not be. Standard errors for 
the estimates presented in this report are available 
at http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/naepdata/ 
and on the 2008 arts results website at http:// 
nationsreportcard.gov/arts_2008/. 

National School Lunch Program 
NAEP collects data on student eligibility for the 
National School Lunch Program (NSLP) as an 
indicator of poverty. Under the guidelines of 
NSLP, children from families with incomes below 
130 percent of the poverty level are eligible for 
free meals. Those from families with incomes 
between 130 and 185 percent of the poverty level 
are eligible for reduced-price meals. (For the period 
July 1, 2007 through June 30, 2008, for a family of 
four, 130 percent of the poverty level was an annual 
income of $27,000, and 185 percent was $38,000.) 
For more information on NSLP, visit http://www. 
fns.usda.gov/cnd/lunch/. 

School Location 
Results of the 2008 NAEP arts assessment were 
reported for four mutually exclusive categories 
of school location. These categories are based 
on standard definitions established by the 
Federal Office of Management and Budget using 
population and geographic information from the 
U.S. Census Bureau. The classification system is 
referred to as “urban-centric locale codes,” which 
classifies territory into four major types: 

city, suburb, town, and rural. More details on the 
classification system can be found at http://nces. 
ed.gov/ccd/rural_locales.asp. 

The Creating Task Score 
Students’ performance on questions assessing the 
creating process in visual arts is presented as the 
average creating task score in this report. The 
creating task score for each creating question (task) 
is the sum of the percentage of students receiving 
full credit and a fraction of the percentage of 
students receiving partial credit. The individual 
scores are then averaged together to report an 
average creating task score for the entire set of the 
visual arts creating questions. 

An example of computing the creating task 
score is provided below for a sample question 
in this report that asks eighth-graders to draw 
a self-portrait. Responses to this question were 
scored “Sufficient,” “Uneven,” “Minimal,” or 
“Insufficient.” The percentages of students falling 
into these four scoring levels are 4 percent, 25 
percent, 57 percent, and 14 percent, respectively 
(table A-2). Responses at these four levels receive 

1score weights of 1, 2
3
, , and 0, respectively. The

3
creating task score for this question is computed as 
1 (4) + 2 (25) + 1 (57) + 0 (14) = 40.3	 3

Table A-2. 	Example showing how the creating task score was 
computed for a sample question in NAEP visual arts 
at grade 8: 2008 

Percentage 
Percentage of of students × 

Scoring level students Score weight score weight 

Sufficient 4 1 4 

Uneven 25 2 
3 17 

Minimal 57 
1 
3 19 

Insufficient 14 0 0 

Creating task score (4 + 17 + 19 + 0) = 40 

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National 
Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 
2008 Arts Assessment. 
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Comparing Results Between the 
1997 and 2008 Assessments 
Although the assessment questions admin
istered in 2008 were selected from those used 
in the 1997 assessment, due to changes in 
scoring procedures and materials, the 2008 
score results in music and visual arts could not 
be directly compared to the results in 1997. 

In the 2008 arts assessment, the scoring 
guides for constructed-response questions, 
the sample questions and student responses 
used to train scorers, and the standardized 
training procedures were updated to refl ect 
changes in training and scoring procedures 
that have been adapted for use across all 
NAEP assessments since 1997. In addition, 
because the student artwork used as training 
samples for visual arts in 1997 had degraded 
over time and because of differences in the 
availability of certain types of art supplies 
and tools between 1997 and 2008, new 
samples were developed for scoring students’ 
responses to the creating questions in 2008. 

However, since the scoring method for 
multiple-choice questions was the same in 
1997 and 2008, direct comparisons could 
be made between the two years on results 
for these questions in music and visual arts 
(tables A-3 and A-4). Because multiple-
choice questions were only a portion of the 
assessment and only assessed certain types 
of topics in the responding process of music 
and visual arts, the changes in students’ 
performance between 1997 and 2008 on these 
questions did not represent the performance 
changes for the constructed-response 
questions or the entire assessment. 

Table A-3.  Percentage correct for multiple-choice questions in NAEP 
music at grade 8: 1997 and 2008 

Percent correct 

Question description 1997 2008

 Overall 53* 51 

Identify directional contour of part of melodic phrase 79 77 

Identify form of vocal music in a recording (musical excerpt 1) 78 76 

Identify the type of instrumental ensemble performing an excerpt 75 71 

Identify form of musical examples as theme and variations 64 64 

Identify a bass clef symbol 63 62 

Identify pitch contour of melody in a recording 63* 56 

Identify saxophone as instrument playing melody 66* 56 

Identify a half note in printed music 52 56 

Identify a correct time signature for a piece of printed music 55 52 

Select a line drawing refl ective of the texture of an example of music 52 52 

Identify the solo instrument beginning “Rhapsody in Blue” 52 50 

Identify form of vocal music in a recording (musical excerpt 2) 60* 49 

Identify an appropriate texture drawing for a homophonic excerpt 51 48 

Identify term best describing the texture 47 47 

Identify an appropriate description of the texture of a recorded excerpt 50* 44 

Identify correct time signature for recorded excerpt 42 43 

Identify the name of a pitch shown in the treble clef 42 41 

Identify an octave interval in a printed score 37 38 

Identify the term for fermata symbol 38* 33 

Identify which voices enter fi rst in a choral excerpt 32 28 

Identify the quality of a triad in a printed score 15* 21 
* Significantly different (p < .05) from 2008.
 
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for 

Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1997 and 2008 Arts 

Assessments.
 

Table A-4.  Percentage correct for multiple-choice questions in NAEP 
visual arts at grade 8: 1997 and 2008 

Percent correct 

Question description 1997 2008

 Overall 42 42 

Identify purpose of insulating package material 61 62 

Identify an example of 20th-century western art 55 59 

Infer from photograph advantages of shrink-wrap packaging 57 57 

Identify an example of a Renaissance painting 48 50 

Identify compositional emphasis in a Bearden collage 49 46 

Identify genre of a Bearden collage 34 37 

Identify a technical similarity between Schiele and Kollwitz self-portraits 36 37 

Identify an important compositional aspect of a Kollwitz self-portrait 40 37 

Identify a stylistic emphasis in a Bearden collage 29 35 

Identify a compositional feature of a medieval artwork 39* 32 

Identify the style of an artwork as surrealism 27 31 

Identify an artistic style that infl uenced cubism 25 23 
* Significantly different (p < .05) from 2008.
 
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for 

Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 1997 and 2008 Arts 

Assessments.
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Table A-5. Percentage of students in NAEP arts assessment at grade 
8, by selected student and school characteristics: 2008 

Student characteristics Music Visual arts 

SD and/or ELL

 Identified 17 17

 Excluded 2 2

 Assessed 15 16

 Without accommodations 6 6

 With accommodations 8 10 

SD

 Identified 12 12

 Excluded 1 2

 Assessed 10 11

 Without accommodations 3 2

 With accommodations 7 8 

ELL

 Identified 6 6

 Excluded 1 1

 Assessed 5 6

 Without accommodations 4 4

 With accommodations 2 2 
NOTE: Students identified as both SD and ELL were counted only once under the combined 
SD and/or ELL category, but were counted separately under the SD and ELL categories. 
Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding. 
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center 
for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 2008 Arts 
Assessment. 

Table A-6. Percentage of students with disabilities (SD) and/or 
English language learners (ELL) identified, excluded, 
and assessed in NAEP music and visual arts at grade 8, 
as a percentage of all students: 2008 

NOTE: Black includes African American, Hispanic includes Latino, and Pacific Islander 
includes Native Hawaiian. Race categories exclude Hispanic origin. Detail may not sum to 
totals because of rounding. 
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center 
for Education Statistics, National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), 2008 Arts 
Assessment. 

Student and school characteristics Music Visual arts 

Race/ethnicity

 White 61 61

 Black 15 14

 Hispanic 18 17 

Asian/Pacific Islander 5 5 

American Indian/Alaska Native 1 2

 Unclassified 1 1 

Gender

 Male 50 51

 Female 50 49 

Eligibility for free/reduced-price school lunch

 Eligible 36 37

 Not eligible 57 56 

Information not available 7 8 

Type of school

 Public 93 92

 Private 7 8 

School location

 City 29 29

 Suburb 37 36

 Town 12 13

 Rural 22 22 

37ARTS 2008 37 



  

 

 

 

 

 
     

 
  

 
   
   

 

    
  

  

 

 

 
 

 

 

               
               

                

                                                                

u . S .  d e p A r t M e n t  o f  e d u C A t i o n  
The National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP) is a congressionally authorized project sponsored by the U.S. 
Department of Education. The National Center for Education Statistics, a department within the Institute of Education 
Sciences, administers NAEP. The Commissioner of Education Statistics is responsible by law for carrying out the NAEP 
project. 
Arne Duncan John Easton Stuart Kerachsky 
Secretary Director Acting Commissioner 
U.S. Department Institute of National Center for 
of Education Education Sciences Education Statistics        

t h e  n A t i o n A l  A S S e S S M e n t  g o V e r n i n g  b o A r d  
In 1988, Congress created the National Assessment Governing Board to set policy for the National 
Assessment of Educational Progress, commonly known as The Nation's Report Card TM. The 
Governing Board is an independent, bipartisan group whose members include governors, state 
legislators, local and state school officials, educators, business representatives, and members of 
the general public. 

Darvin M. Winick, Chair 
President 
Winick & Associates 
Austin, Texas 

Amanda P. Avallone, Vice Chair 
Assistant Principal and  
Eighth-Grade Teacher 

Summit Middle School 
Boulder, Colorado 

David J. Alukonis 
Former Chairman 
Hudson School Board 
Hudson, New Hampshire 

Gregory Cizek 
Professor of Educational 
Measurement 

University of North Carolina 
Chapel Hill, North Carolina 

Carol A. D’Amico 
President and Chief Executive  
Officer 

Conexus Indiana 
Indianapolis, Indiana 

Honorable David P. Driscoll 
Former Commissioner of 
Education 

Massachusetts Department of 
Education 

Malden, Massachusetts 

Louis M. Fabrizio 
Director of Accountability Policy 
and Communications 

North Carolina Department of 
Public Instruction 

Raleigh, North Carolina 

Honorable Anitere Flores 
Member 
Florida House of Representatives 
Miami, Florida 

Alan J. Friedman 
Consultant 
Museum Development and Science 
Communication 

New York, New York 

David W. Gordon 
County Superintendent of Schools 
Sacramento County Office of 
Education 

Sacramento, California 

Robin C. Hall 
Principal 
Beecher Hills Elementary School 
Atlanta, Georgia 

Kathi M. King 
Twelfth-Grade Teacher 
Messalonskee High School 
Oakland, Maine 

Kim Kozbial-Hess 
Educational Technology Trainer 
Hawkins Elementary School 
Toledo, Ohio 

Henry Kranendonk 
Mathematics Curriculum Specialist 
Milwaukee Public Schools 
Milwaukee, Wisconsin 

James S. Lanich 
President 
California Business for  

Education Excellence
 

Sacramento, California 


Honorable Cynthia L. Nava 
Senator 
New Mexico State Senate 
Las Cruces, New Mexico 

Honorable Steven L. Paine 
State Superintendent of Schools 
West Virginia Department of 
Education 

Charleston, West Virginia 

Honorable Sonny Perdue 
Governor of Georgia 
Atlanta, Georgia 

Susan Pimentel 
Educational Consultant 
Hanover, New Hampshire 

Andrew C. Porter 
Dean 
Graduate School of Education 
University of Pennsylvania 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 

Warren T. Smith, Sr. 
Vice President 
Washington State Board of 
Education 

Olympia, Washington 

Mary Frances Taymans, SND 
Executive Director 
Secondary Schools Department 
National Catholic Educational 
Association 

Washington, D.C. 

Oscar A. Troncoso 
Principal 
Anthony High School 
Anthony, Texas 

Eileen L. Weiser 
General Public Representative 
Ann Arbor, Michigan 

John Easton 
(Ex officio) 
Director 
Institute of Education Sciences 
U.S. Department of Education 
Washington, D.C. 

Mary Crovo 
Interim Executive Director 
National Assessment Governing 
Board 

Washington, D.C. 

t h e n a t i o n ’ s 
r e p o r t  c a r d  

A r t s  2 0 0 8  

M u s i c  &  V i s u a l  A r t s  
June 2009 

M o r e  i n f o r M A t i o n  
The report release site is 
http://nationsreportcard.gov. 
The NCES web electronic 
catalog is http://nces.ed.gov/ 
pubsearch. 

For ordering information, 
write to 
U.S. Department of Education 
ED Pubs 
P.O. Box 1398 
Jessup, MD 20794-1398 

or call toll free 1-877-4ED-Pubs 

or order online at http://www.edpubs. 
org. 

S u g g e S t e d  C i t A t i o n  
Keiper, S., Sandene, B.A., Persky, 
H.R., and Kuang, M. (2009). 
The Nation’s Report Card: Arts 2008 
Music & Visual Arts 
(NCES 2009–488). 
National Center for Education 
Statistics, Institute of Education 
Sciences, U.S. Department 
of Education, Washington, D.C. 

C o n t A C t  
Emmanuel Sikali 
202-502-7419 
emmanuel.sikali@ed.gov 

“ t h e  d e p A r t M e n t  o f  e d u C A t i o n ’ S  M i S S i o n  i S  t o  p r o M o t e  S t u d e n t  A C h i e V e M e n t  
A n d  p r e p A r A t i o n  f o r  g l o b A l  C o M p e t i t i V e n e S S  b y  f o S t e r i n g  e d u C A t i o n A l  
e x C e l l e n C e  A n d  e n S u r i n g  e q u A l  A C C e S S . ”  

www.ed.gov 

http:www.ed.gov
mailto:emmanuel.sikali@ed.gov
http://www.edpubs
http:http://nces.ed.gov
http:http://nationsreportcard.gov

	Technical Notes and Data Appendix
	More Information



