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This document presents the factual findings of two original research studies. It is not a press release. Every claim is sourced to the underlying dataset or to the publicly available government document from which the data was drawn. The full scored dataset, rubric, and source documents are available on request.


1. Headline Findings
The following numbers represent the central findings of the study. All figures are drawn from the scored dataset of 37 U.S. jurisdictions and, where noted, from the CRPE Early Adopter Database of 79 school districts.

U.S. State-Level AI Education Policy
1. 36 of 50 U.S. states plus Puerto Rico (37 jurisdictions total) have published formal AI education guidance documents as of the October 2025 data snapshot. 14 jurisdictions have published no guidance at all and could not be scored.
1. The 14 unscored states had no formal state Department of Education AI guidance document available at the time of data collection. Some of these states have emerging legislative activity or district-level efforts, but without a published state-level document, no score could be assigned under the study’s rubric.
1. The national average score is 6.64 out of 10.0 across 37 scored jurisdictions, using a 7-criterion weighted rubric.
1. 15 of 37 jurisdictions (40.5%) scored 7.0 or above (strong). 18 of 37 (48.6%) scored between 5.5 and 6.9 (adequate). 4 of 37 (10.8%) scored below 5.5 (weak).
1. The highest score is 9.05 out of 10.0, achieved by Massachusetts. Vermont ranks second at 8.80. The lowest score is 2.30 (New Jersey), which published a resource link list rather than formal guidance.
1. Only 3 of 37 jurisdictions (8.1%) have used legislation to require districts to adopt AI policies: Ohio (all districts by July 2026), Tennessee (statewide mandate), and Utah (implementation requirements). Utah ranks #7 (7.65), while Ohio (#36, 4.40) and Tennessee (#35, 4.95) rank near the bottom. Mandating action does not guarantee quality guidance.

The Effort Crisis Finding — from Kevin J. Roberts’ forthcoming book at amazon.com/dp/0999015524
1. 23 of 37 scored jurisdictions (62.2%) scored 6 or below on the Student Effort / Cognitive Development dimension.
1. Student Effort is the second lowest scoring dimension in the entire study, with a national average of 6.11 out of 10.0. Only Assessment Adaptation (5.73) scored lower.
1. Vermont is the only state to score 9 out of 10 on Student Effort. Vermont explicitly warns about “cognitive offloading” and states that students need strong content knowledge before they can use AI effectively.
1. 14 of 37 jurisdictions (37.8%) scored 7 or above on Student Effort. The remaining 23 (62.2%) address student effort insufficiently or not at all.

Assessment Adaptation
1. Assessment Adaptation is the lowest-scoring dimension in the study, with a national average of 5.73 out of 10.0.
1. 26 of 37 jurisdictions (70.3%) scored 6 or below on Assessment Adaptation. No state scored 9 or 10 on this dimension.

District-Level Findings (CRPE Early Adopter Database)
1. 79 out of approximately 13,000 U.S. school districts are documented as AI early adopters in the CRPE database. That is less than 1% of all districts.
1. 86% of the 79 early-adopter districts offer sustained AI professional development for teachers, up from 63% the prior year.
1. Only 27% of the 79 early-adopter districts share information about AI courses available to students.
1. Only 8% of the 79 early-adopter districts have adjusted learning standards to account for AI.


2. Detailed Breakdowns
2.1 Full State Rankings (37 Jurisdictions)
	Rank
	State
	Score
	Standout Feature

	#
	Jurisdiction
	Score
	Standout Feature

	1
	Vermont
	8.80
	Most recent guidance (Jan 2026). Best on student effort/cognitive offloading.

	2
	Massachusetts
	9.05
	Most comprehensive guidance document. Teaching about vs. with AI distinction.

	3
	New Mexico
	7.85
	Best academic integrity framework (5-level AI Assessment Scale).

	4
	North Carolina
	7.90
	Featured by AI for Education. Grade-span-specific recommendations.

	5
	Maine
	7.80
	Explicitly states prohibitions prevent learning. AI-resistant assignments.

	5
	Washington
	7.70
	First state to publish (Jan 2024). Now on Version 3.

	7
	Puerto Rico
	7.65
	Strongest social justice framing. Socioeconomic inequality prevention.

	8
	Colorado
	7.65
	Student voices included in development. 100+ stakeholder process.

	9
	Nevada
	7.35
	STELLAR framework. PCBL integration. Access vs. use divide.

	10
	Rhode Island
	6.90
	Best stakeholder engagement (1,252 survey respondents).

	10
	Virginia
	7.05
	Balanced and comprehensive. Privacy/equity balance.

	12
	Georgia
	6.55
	Traffic Light system (Red/Yellow/Green) for AI use classification.

	12
	Montana
	7.20
	Tribal sovereignty and Indigenous data sovereignty provisions.

	14
	Missouri
	6.95
	Five S prompt model. Strong CS integration.

	14
	Michigan
	5.75
	3-stage maturity framework. Strong PD and community engagement.

	14
	Alaska
	7.05
	Most culturally responsive. Explicitly rejects blanket bans.

	17
	Wisconsin
	6.50
	Only state to include public libraries.

	17
	Ohio
	4.40
	Only state requiring all districts adopt AI policy by July 2026.

	19
	California
	7.65
	First mover (Sep 2023). 5 Big Ideas of AI framework.

	19
	Utah
	7.65
	Student and teacher agency emphasis.

	21
	Arizona
	7.15
	Human agency imperative. 3-stage implementation.

	22
	Oklahoma
	7.35
	AI Acceptable Use Rating Scale for student work.

	23
	Louisiana
	6.00
	4-tier system: AI-Empowered/Enhanced/Assisted/Prohibited.

	23
	Indiana
	5.70
	Strong AI literacy emphasis. CS concepts integration.

	25
	Kentucky
	6.20
	3 paradigms: AI-directed, AI-supported, AI-empowered.

	25
	Minnesota
	5.90
	Equity-forward. People-centered decision-making.

	27
	Oregon
	5.85
	Early guidance (2023). Equity strategies table. Now dated.

	27
	Mississippi
	6.45
	Digital learning framework approach.

	29
	Wyoming
	6.65
	Cyclical policy development. Continuum framework.

	30
	Delaware
	6.15
	SAMR model for AI integration.

	30
	Hawaii
	7.05
	Employees only. Students not addressed.

	32
	Connecticut
	5.90
	More cautious/restrictive framing. Good legal context.

	32
	West Virginia
	7.15
	Computational thinking framework.

	34
	North Dakota
	6.10
	Grade-level breakdown. Less comprehensive overall.

	35
	Alabama
	5.15
	Template-based, NIST-aligned. Practical for LEAs.

	36
	Tennessee
	4.95
	2nd state with legislative mandate. Model policy is restrictive.

	37
	New Jersey
	2.30
	No formal guidance. Curated resources only.



2.2 Scoring by Dimension (National Averages)
Each state was scored on 7 weighted criteria. The table below shows the national average for each dimension across all 37 scored jurisdictions.
	Teach vs. Ban (20% weight)
	6.84 / 10.0

	AI Literacy (15% weight)
	7.08 / 10.0

	Critical Thinking (15% weight)
	6.86 / 10.0

	Equity and Access (10% weight)
	6.65 / 10.0

	Teacher Training (15% weight)
	6.81 / 10.0

	Student Effort / Cognitive Development (15% weight)
	6.11 / 10.0

	Assessment Adaptation (10% weight)
	5.73 / 10.0



The two dimensions most directly relevant to student learning outcomes, Student Effort (6.11) and Assessment Adaptation (5.73), are the two lowest-scoring dimensions in the study. The dimension most directly relevant to policy posture, Teach vs. Ban (6.84), is the highest-scoring dimension. The gap between the highest-scoring dimension and the two lowest-scoring dimensions is 0.73 and 1.11 points respectively.


2.3 The Global AI Education Gap
The companion study compares U.S. AI education policy to 6 international comparators. All international data is drawn from publicly available government documents and international research organizations.

Countries with Mandatory AI Education (K-12)
1. China: Made AI education mandatory for all primary and secondary students effective September 1, 2025. Over 200 million students now receive structured AI instruction. Progressive curriculum from voice recognition (primary) to algorithm design (high school). Target: AI integrated into all textbooks and exams by 2035. Source: Ministry of Education guidelines, May 2025.
1. United Arab Emirates: AI is a mandatory subject in all public schools from kindergarten through Grade 12 starting in the 2025-26 academic year. Age-differentiated curriculum across three cycles. Over 1,000 teachers trained specifically for the curriculum. Ban on generative AI for students under 13. Source: UAE Ministry of Education, 2025.
1. South Korea: AI is a mandatory high school subject and a required course at all universities. The country deployed AI-powered tutoring systems nationwide for both academic and emotional student support. AI literacy is treated as national infrastructure. Source: CRPE international analysis; South Korea National AI Education Initiative, 2025-26.
1. India: Implementing AI curriculum in all schools from Grade 3 beginning with the 2026-27 academic year. Aligned with National Education Policy 2020 and the National Curriculum Framework for School Education 2023. National implementation timeline with curriculum framework built. Source: India Ministry of Education, NEP 2020/NCF-SE 2023 alignment, announced 2025.
1. Singapore: AI education integrated into national curriculum starting at Primary 4 (age 9). Four ethical principles: Agency, Inclusivity, Fairness, Safety. Operates AICET, a national research center dedicated to AI in education. National Institute of Education has a five-year AI research plan (AI@NIE). Source: Singapore EdTech Masterplan 2030; AICET; AI@NIE.
1. European Union (27 member states): Article 4 of the EU AI Act, effective February 2025, requires any organization deploying AI systems to ensure sufficient AI literacy among staff and users. Binding legal requirement across all 27 member states. OECD and European Commission jointly developed an AI Literacy Framework for primary and secondary education (released May 2025). Poland alone committed 1.84 billion PLN to fund 16,000 AI-equipped classrooms. Source: EU AI Act Article 4; OECD-EC AI Literacy Framework; Poland AI Development Policy 2025-2030.

The U.S. Comparison
1. The United States has 0 federal AI education standards.
1. 14 U.S. states have published no AI education guidance of any kind.
1. 2 of 50 states have legislated mandatory district AI policies (Ohio and Tennessee). Neither mandates a curriculum.
1. 79 of approximately 13,000 U.S. school districts (less than 1%) are documented as AI early adopters.
1. There is no shared national framework. Each state that has published guidance created its own rubric independently.
1. The OECD Digital Education Outlook 2026 found that 36% of lower-secondary teachers across OECD countries used AI in their work, ranging from under 20% in France and Japan to 75% in Singapore and the UAE. The U.S. does not have a comparable national figure because there is no system tracking it.


3. Methodology
3.1 State-Level Study
The study scored 37 U.S. jurisdictions (36 states and Puerto Rico) that had published formal AI education guidance documents as of the October 2025 data snapshot. Source documents were collected from aiforeducation.io and direct state department of education websites.
Each jurisdiction was scored on a 7-criterion weighted rubric adapted from three established frameworks:
1. TeachAI Toolkit (teachai.org), a 7-principle policy framework
1. UNESCO AI Competency Framework for students and teachers
1. AI4K12 Initiative (5 Big Ideas in AI)

Scoring Rubric
	Criterion
	Weight
	What It Measures

	Teach vs. Ban
	20%
	Whether the state encourages guided AI use or restricts access

	AI Literacy
	15%
	Whether the state defines AI knowledge as a core skill with curriculum

	Critical Thinking
	15%
	Whether specific strategies for evaluating AI output are included

	Equity and Access
	10%
	Whether equitable access and inclusion are central to the framework

	Teacher Training
	15%
	Whether professional development is mandated or merely mentioned

	Student Effort / Cognitive Development
	15%
	Whether the state addresses what students should do before turning to AI

	Assessment Adaptation
	10%
	Whether the state provides new assessment approaches for an AI world



Each criterion was scored on a 1-10 scale, where 1-2 represents restrictive or absent policy, 5-6 represents balanced approaches with guardrails, and 9-10 represents leading frameworks with specific, actionable provisions. The weighted score is the sum of each criterion score multiplied by its weight.

Scoring Limitations
Scoring was conducted by Kevin J. Roberts, M.A. (KJR Academy / The AI Edge) and Hong Sheng Dan (The AI Edge). Dan holds an undergraduate degree in Data Science with a focus on machine learning and is a former member of the Cambodian Math Olympiad Team. Scores reflect the content of published guidance documents only and do not measure implementation, classroom practice, or student outcomes. District-level data is drawn from the CRPE Early Adopter Database, which tracks self-nominated and publicly documented early adopters and does not represent a random sample of U.S. districts.

3.2 Global Comparison Study
International data was collected from publicly available government documents, ministry of education announcements, and international research organizations including the OECD Digital Education Outlook 2026, the EU AI Act (Article 4, effective February 2025), and national AI education policy documents from China, the UAE, South Korea, India, and Singapore. All sources are cited in the country-by-country comparison published at aiedge.live/global.
The global comparison is descriptive, not scored. No international rubric was applied. The study documents what each country has mandated or implemented and places the U.S. approach alongside these policies for context.


4. Raw Data Reference
The complete dataset, including all 37 scored jurisdictions with per-criterion scores, source document URLs, scrape status, standout features, and notes, is maintained in:
1. Americas-AI-Report-Card-Data-Study.xlsx (6 tabs: Methodology, State Policies, Rankings, Scoring Rubric, Pitch Angles, Key Findings)
Interactive public-facing presentations of the data are published at:
1. aiedge.live/report-card (interactive state-by-state report card with scores, rankings, and per-dimension breakdowns)
1. aiedge.live/global (country-by-country global comparison with sourced data)
Journalists, researchers, and policymakers may request the full scored dataset, individual state source documents, or the complete CRPE district analysis by contacting:

	Contact
	Kevin J. Roberts, M.A.

	Email
	kevin@kevinjroberts.net

	Phone
	248-867-3591

	Organization
	KJR Academy / The AI Edge

	Website
	aiedge.live



4.1 April 2026 Landscape Sweep
In April 2026, a follow-up landscape sweep was conducted across all 50 states to assess changes since the October 2025 data snapshot. The sweep used a four-search protocol per jurisdiction (DOE AI policy, school boards association AI policy, AI literacy legislation, and AI education grants) and was tiered by original ranking: exhaustive review for the bottom 10, full protocol for the middle 17, and spot-check verification for the top 10.
The sweep identified score-relevant developments in multiple jurisdictions. Notable changes since October 2025 include:
1. Utah: Framework officially updated to March 2026 edition. Over 50% of districts now have AI policies in place. Professional development funded for approximately 2,600 teachers (10% of the state’s teaching workforce). Open-source lesson plan library scheduled for fall 2026.
1. Virginia: HB 1186 / SB 394 signed into law in March 2026, mandating the Virginia Department of Education to develop AI guidelines. Digital Learning Standards approved November 2025.
1. Ohio: Model AI policy released January 2026 with a mandatory district adoption deadline of July 2026. Ohio remains one of only two states (with Tennessee) with a legal mandate for district AI policies.
1. Mississippi: Governor signed MOU with NVIDIA for AI education (June 2025). SB 2294 passed, requiring high school students beginning with the 2029-30 class to earn a CS/CTE credit that includes AI instruction.
1. Massachusetts: Boston Public Schools announced a March 2026 program to make Boston the first major U.S. city requiring AI training for high school graduates. $1 million partnership with UMass Boston.
1. Hawaii: The original October 2025 annotation characterized Hawaii’s guidance as written for employees only. The April 2026 sweep confirmed that student-specific AI guidance does exist. Two significant bills are pending: SB 2212 (6-week AI literacy course for juniors and seniors) and HB 2466 (statewide K-12 AI literacy curriculum).
No jurisdiction in the top 10 showed regression or loss of guidance between October 2025 and April 2026. The overall direction across all tiers was toward expansion, not contraction, of AI education policy.


This document was prepared in April 2026. Initial scoring reflects the state of published guidance as of the October 2025 data snapshot. The April 2026 landscape sweep assessed progress since the initial scoring and identified jurisdictions where score adjustments are warranted. District-level data is drawn from the 2025-26 CRPE Early Adopter Database. The study will be updated quarterly. Next scheduled update: Q3 2026 (July).
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