


Public schools remain at the
center of Rhode Island life,
from the capital city of Providence to 
the smallest towns on the shores of
Narragansett Bay. And for families 
living, working, and paying taxes in

Rhode Island, the quality and performance of these schools are more 
important than ever. Which is why GoLocalProv.com has spent months
researching and analyzing every public, charter, and technical high school 
in the state. The results for 2011 are in.

The Top Schools: Patterns

What did we see, after hundreds of
hours of research, fact-checking, and
analysis? That here in the Ocean State,
the top high schools reflect a diversity 
of geography, but, as might be expected,
a correlation to municipalities with the
resources to support high funding per
student, low student-teacher ratios, and
student preparation (and therefore 
success) in standardized testing in both
NECAPs and SATs. The top high schools
for 2011 are:

1. East Greenwich High School
2. Narragansett High School
3. Exeter-West Greenwich High School
4. South Kingstown High School
5. Barrington High School



Changes from Last Year's
Rankings

GoLocalProv.com released the 1st Annual
ranking in May 2010. What are the major
changes in the rankings since last year?

Upward Mobility: Several schools 
moved up in demonstrable

fashion from last year's ranking. Breaking into the Top 10 for 2011,
Warwick's Toll Gate High School moved up 13 spots, from a ranking
of 21st to 8th. In Lincoln, Davies Career
and Technical High School moved up 11
spots, from a 25th ranking a year ago,
with notable improvements across the
board, particularly NECAP scores. The
Met School moved up 8 spots from 40th
to 32nd, and Beacon Charter High
School for the Arts moved up 7 spots,
from 41st to 34th, again with strong
NECAP improvements.

Downward Mobility: Providence's
Classical High School, with its historic
legacy of great public education, main-
tained high scores across the chart, but
dropped from 6th place in 2010 to 10th
in 2011 largely because of improved 
performance by other schools. Woonsocket High School also dropped 6 slots, from
37th in 2010 to 43rd in 2011.



How did GoLocalProv 
come up with its Top High
Schools rankings?

Carefully. We gathered hundreds of
pieces of data related to school quality:
reading, math, and writing test scores
(both the New England Common
Assessment Program, or NECAP, scores,

as well as SATs), student-teacher ratios, spending per pupil, and graduation rates
for 51 public, charter, and technical schools in the state.

What followed was precise statistical analysis, guided by a methodology used in
similar rankings created elsewhere in New England. After collecting the
relevant data, we calculated the average values in each of the 
categories and the degree to which each school either exceeded or
failed to reach those averages.

Those deviations from the average were
standardized so that different categories
could be compared meaningfully, and
then we used a weighting formula to
give certain categories more importance
than others.  We wanted, for example, a
school’s student-teacher ratio to matter
more in our ranking than its Math SAT
scores – though test scores all together
account for 60% of the weighting. 

Each school’s weighted numbers were
added into a single evaluative number,
which, when ordered from
highest to lowest, gave us
our ranking.
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