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Change in Scale Scores from 2013 to 2015
Nation, New York State, New York City & Rest of New York State

Math, Math, Reading, Reading,
2013 to 2015 Change [E€Ig=To(cW:} Grade 8 Grade 4 Grade 8

Nation (Public) -1 pts.* -2 pts.* +1 pts. -2 pts.*
New York State -4 pts.* -2 pts. -1 pts. -3 pts.
2013 to 2015 Change [E€]g=To(cW:! Grade 8 Grade 4 Grade 8
New York City -5 pts.* +2 pts. -2 pts. +1 pts.
Rest of NY State -3 pts. -4 pts. 0 pts. -5 pts.*

) Department of _ - o
Education Numbers may not sum to totals due to rounding. *Statistically significant at the p<.05 level.




Math NYC vs. Rest of NY State vs. Nation
Scale Scores

2013-2015 2003-2015 2013-2015 2003-2015
Change Change Change Change

New York City -5 pts* +5 pts* New York City +2 pts +10 pts*
Rest of NY State -3 pts -1 pts Rest of NY State -4 pts -4 pts
Nation (Public) -1 pts* +6 pts* Nation (Public) -2 pts* +5 pts*
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) Department of
Education Numbers may not sum to totals due to rounding. *Statistically significant at the p<.05 level.




s
Reading NYC vs. Rest of NY State vs. Nation
Scale Scores

2013-2015 2003-2015

Change Change
New York City -2 pts +4 pts
Rest of NY State 0 pts -2 pts

+1 pts +5 pts*
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2013-2015 2003-2015

Change Change
New York City +1 pts +6 pts*
Rest of NY State -5 pts* -6 pts*

-2 pts* +3 pts*
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Numbers may not sum to totals due to rounding. *Statistically significant at the p<.05 level.




Change from 2013 to 2015 By Subgroup

Scale Score
Free/
Reduced Students English
All Lunch Asian Black Hispanic White with Language
Students Students Students Students Students Students  Disabilities Learners
Grade 4,
ot B5* 2 4 5 2 9 3 41
S 2 42 -1 2 +4 -7 0 +1
Grade 4,
Reading '2 '1 +3 '4 '3 +2 '2 +1
Grade 8,
Reading +1 +2 '1 '6 +5 +1 +2 '1

) Department of
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*= Statistically Significant Change

Numbers may not sum to totals due to rounding. *Indicates statistically significant change.




2015 Math Urban District Rankings for All Students
Scale Score

Charlotte 1 248 Charlotte 1 286
Austin 2 246 Austin 2 284
Hillsborough County (FL) 3 244 Nation (Public) 281
Duval County (FL) 4 243 Boston 3 281
Miami-Dade 5 242 San Diego 4 280
Nation (Public) 240 Houston 5 276
Houston 6 239 Hillsborough County (FL) 6 276
Dallas 7 238 New York City 7 275
< Jefferson County (KY) 8 236 (00) Chicago 8 275
% Boston 9 236 % Duval County (FL) 9 275
® Large city 234 I Miami-Dade 10 274
— Nt _
Ll) San Diego 10 233 O Large city 274
c District of Columbia (DCPS) 11 232 — Jefferson County (KY) 11 272
T Chicago 12 232 T Dallas 12 271
2 New York City 13 231 2 Albuquerque 13 271
Albuquerque 14 231 Philadelphia 14 267
Atlanta 15 228 Atlanta 15 266
Los Angeles 16 224 Los Angeles 16 263
Cleveland 17 219 District of Columbia (DCPS) 17 258
Fresno 18 218 Fresno 18 257
Philadelphia 19 217 Baltimore City 19 255
Baltimore City 20 215 Cleveland 20 254
Detroit 21 205 Detroit 21

) Department of Large city includes students from all TUDAs and other cities in the nation with populations of
Education 250,000 or more. Ranks are based on unrounded values.
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2015 Math Urban District Rankings

Math Grade 4
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Education

for Free & Reduced Price Lunch Eligible Students

Charlotte 1

Miami-Dade 2

Dallas 3

Boston 4

Duval County (FL) 5
Hillsborough County (FL) 6
Austin 7

Houston 8

Jefferson County (KY) 9
Nation (Public)

New York City 10

Large city

Chicago 11

San Diego 12
Albuquerque 13

District of Columbia (DCPS) 14

Cleveland 15
Los Angeles 16
Atlanta 17
Fresno 18
Philadelphia 19
Baltimore City 20
Detroit 21

Scale Score
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212
203

Math Grade 8

Boston 1

New York City 2
Charlotte 3

Houston 4

San Diego 5

Dallas 6

Chicago 7

Miami-Dade 8

Nation (Public)

Large city

Austin 9

Duval County (FL) 10
Hillsborough County (FL) 11
Philadelphia 12
Albuquerque 13

Los Angeles 14
Jefferson County (KY) 15
Atlanta 16

Cleveland 17
Baltimore City 18

Fresno 19

District of Columbia (DCPS) 20

Detroit 21
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Large city includes students from all TUDAs and other cities in the nation with populations of

250,000 or more. Ranks are based on unrounded values.




2015 Reading Urban District Rankings for All Students
Scale Score

Hillsborough County (FL) 1 230 Miami-Dade 1 265
Miami-Dade 2 226 Nation (Public) 264
Charlotte 3 226 Duval County (FL) 2 264
Duval County (FL) 4 225 Charlotte 3 263
Jefferson County (KY) 5 222 San Diego 4 262
Nation (Public) 221 Austin 5 261
Austin 6 220 Jefferson County (KY) 6 261
<< Boston 7 219 o0 Hillsborough County (FL) 7 261
(b San Diego 8 216 () Boston 8 258
g New York City 9 214 g New York City 9 258
(3 District of Columbia (DCPS) 10 214 5 Large city 257
@) Large city 214 o) Chicago 10 257
E Chicago 11 213 (- Atlanta 11 252
=] Atlanta 12 212 e Houston 12 252
8 Houston 13 210 8 Albuquerque 13 251
0: Albuquerque 14 207 D: Los Angeles 14 251
Los Angeles 15 204 Dallas 15 250
Dallas 16 204 Philadelphia 16 248
Philadelphia 17 201 District of Columbia (DCPS) 17 245
Baltimore City 18 199 Baltimore City 18 243
Fresno 19 199 Fresno 19 242
Cleveland 20 197 Cleveland 20 240
Detroit 21 186 Detroit 21 237

) Department of Large city includes students from all TUDAs and other cities in the nation with populations of
Education 250,000 or more. Ranks are based on unrounded values.




2015 Reading Urban District Rankings
for Free & Reduced Price Lunch Eligible Students
Scale Score

Miami-Dade 1 220 Miami-Dade 1 260
Boston 2 219 Boston 2 258
Hillsborough County (FL) 3 217 Duval County (FL) 3 257
Duval County (FL) 4 216 New York City 4 254
Charlotte 5 216 Nation (Public) 253
Jefferson County (KY) 6 213 Chicago 5 252
< New York City 7 211 (0] Jefferson County (KY) 6 251
) Nation (Public) 209 (D) Charlotte 7 250
g Chicago 8 206 g Large city 249
(3 Large city 205 — San Diego 8 249
Austin 9 205 (D Hillsborough County (FL) 9 249
g) San Diego 10 204 g’ Dallas 10 248
O Houston 11 203 6 Los Angeles 11 246
© Dallas 12 200 ® Houston 12 246
DG:) Atlanta 13 200 & Atlanta 13 245
District of Columbia (DCPS) 14 198 Austin 14 245
Los Angeles 15 198 Philadelphia 15 243
Cleveland 16 197 Albuquerque 16 241
Albuquerque 17 196 Baltimore City 17 241
Philadelphia 18 196 Cleveland 18 240
Baltimore City 19 196 Detroit 19 235
Fresno 20 195 Fresno 20 235
Detroit 21 186 District of Columbia (DCPS) 21 233

) Department of
Education

Large city includes students from all TUDAs and other cities in the nation with populations of

250,000 or more. Ranks are based on unrounded values.




e
2015 Urban District Ranks by Subgroup

Scale Score

Of the 10 largest cities in America, 7 participated in NAEP in 2015. Among Free & Reduced Lunch
students in those cities, NYC ranked 15t in reading and 3" in math.

Free/
Reduced Students English
All Lunch Asian Black Hispanic White with Language

Students Students Students Students Students Students Disabilities Learners

cacs, 13 10 5 12 12 16 9 15

Math
out of 21 out of 21 out of 8 out of 20 out of 21 out of 20 out of 21 out of 18

cacs. 7 2 5 7 9 10 7 7

Math
out of 21 out of 21 out of 9 out of 20 out of 21 out of 19 out of 21 out of 16

Grade 4, 9 7 4 8 11 14 8 12

Reading
out of 21 out of 21 out of 8 out of 19 out of 21 out of 20 out of 20 out of 18

Grade 8, 9 4 4 9 8 10 4 11

Reading
out of 21 out of 21 out of 6 out of 20 out of 21 out of 19 out of 21 out of 15

) Department of e W . oy )
m Education There are 21 urban districts that participate in NAEP. However, for some subgroups, the districts did not hanO

sufficient sample sizes to permit a reliable estimate.




