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TRIAL URBAN DISTRICT ASSESSMENT

Trial Urban District Assessment (TUDA)
Background

» Collaboration among National Center for Education Statistics,
National Assessment Governing Board, and Council of the
Great City Schools

Voluntary participation by selected districts varying in location
and demographic makeup

e

e Common yardstick to compare district performance
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Trial Urban District Assessment Map

Los Angeles

San Diego

Houston

. Participated for the first time in 2009
. Participated in 2009 and earlier assassment years
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Overview

« Approximately 900 to 2,200 students were assessed
per district at each grade

P8 . Results reported as
— Average scale scores (on a 0-500 scale)

- — Percentage at or above achievement levels

e Compared to public school students in
— The nation

— Large cities, a peer group for comparison
(cities of 250,000 or more)
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Demographic Context

» Urban districts have a wide range of student demographics
District Percentage Range: Grade 4

7 87
o—i } ®
— Black students Nation Large city
v 16 29
- — Hispanic students E } } E
Nation Large city
22 42
— English language . 41
learners o—f—"4—0
Nation Large city
10 20
— Students from 41
g C :
Iowgr Income Nation Large city
families 48 n

T
0 20
Percent
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Scores increase since 2007 for large cities
and two districts

Since 2003  Since 2007

Nation 4N L 4
Large city 4N 4N
Atlanta 4R =
Austin — \ > 2
Boston 4N 4h
Charlotte L > 2 = o
Chicago N L
Cleveland L > 2 L = 2
. District of Columbia (DCPS) * * AN Indicates the score was higher in 2000.

N | Houston 1& = 4> Indicates no significant change in the score in 2009.
Los Angeles A s e
New York City O €D i taionm b Somtey iy Etin AL
o A PN mi:rsejnﬂ:;:led from that district's TUDA results. DCPS = District of Columbia
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Gains since 2007 for lower-performing
students in large cities

Nation Large city
Scale score Percentile Scale score Percentile
500 500 -
200 290 -
a | a |

270" S0th 269 270
97 . O——-"-O——_H 37 | 2 65.-
0 1] w o0th

. . 259 259 )
260 O‘E‘LOE’SE‘O—O 75th 260 257 252
248" 75th
250 250 + -
239" 21 241 o W
240 < 235 S0th 240 4
230 - 230 OIM/O———O 50th
219+ N 2N )
220 OE«E'O—-_D_O 25th 220 |
. ol 201 201 o o J 0 o
e | 199* o o

200 4 C;?.ﬁ_*___or—-— 10th 200 4 91
190 — 190 4 186" 188" 189" 10th
I all

03 05 07 09 Year ) 03 05 07 09 Year

* Significantly different (p < .05) from 2009.
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How districts compare to the nation and

large cities

One district scores
higher than the nation

Seven districts score
higher than large cities

Ten districts score
lower than the nation
and large cities

* Significantly different (p < .05) from large city.
** Significantly different (p < .05) from the nation.
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Nation

Large city
Atlanta
Austin
Baltimore City
Boston

*** Charlotte

Chicago
(leveland
Detroit
District of Columbia (DCPS)
Fresno

Houston

Jefferson County (KY)
Los Angeles
Miami-Dade
Milwaukee

New York City
Philadelphia

San Diego
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Percentages at or above Basic range
from 31 to 86 percent

| asic Aivance
Nation BEE #8 2 6 Compared to large city, the
Large city 5 % at or above Basicis

Charit 1o ITRN s

Austin
Houston

Miami-Dade
Boston

Mew York City
San Diego

Jefferson Gounty (RY)

Baltimore City
Atlanta

Chicago
Los Angeles
. Philadelphia
- Milwaukee
Fresno
District of Columbia (DCPS)
Cleveland

Detroit

100470 60 50 40 30 20 10 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 &0 90 100
Percent
# Rounds to zero.

NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding.
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WHITE

National
averagescore 248

Atlanta

Austin

Charlotte

District of Columbia (DCPS)
Houston
Miami-Dade

New York City

San Diego

Boston

Chicago

Los Angeles
Milwaukee
Baltimore City
Cleveland

Fresno

Jefferson County (KY)
Philadelphia

BLACK

222

Boston

Charlotte

Houston

New York City

Austin

Baltimore City
Miami-Dade

5an Diego

Atlanta

Chicago

Cleveland

Detroit

District of Columbia (DCPS)
Fresno

Jefferson County (KY)
Los Angeles
Milwaukee
Philadelphia

NOTE: Only those districts with student groups large enough to report results are listed.

DCPS = District of Columbia Public Schools.

HISPANIC

227

Austin

Boston

Charlotte

Houston
Miami-Dade

New York City
Atlanta

Chicago

District of Columbia (DCPS)
Jefferson County (KY)
Milwaukee

San Diego

Cleveland

Detroit

Fresno

Los Angeles
Philadelphia

TRIAL URBAN DISTRICT ASSESSMENT RESULTS AT

ASIAN/PACIFIC
ISLANDER
255

Houston
Boston
Charlotte
Chicago

New York City
Fresno

Los Angeles
Milwaukee
Philadelphia
San Diego

B Indicates the district scored higher than the nation.
B Indicates no significant difference between the district and the nation.
B Indicates the district scored lower than the nation,
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Race/ethnicity

Asian/Pacific
Jurisdiction Overall White Black Hispanic Islander
Nation 248 222 221 255
Large city
Atlanta
Austin
Baltimore City
Boston
Charlotte
Chicago
Cleveland
Detroit
District of Columbia (DCPS)
Fresno
Houston
Jefferson County (KY)
Los Angeles
Miami-Dade
Milwaukee
New York City
Philadelphia
San Diego

A R EERERRERIE] 8RR R b
AP P 4P AP doPp o 4P P )
4P 4o d 4P A 444 4P ) +o 44
odp op qop doddqdoP PP oo
44 * 4+ 4+ P 4HHH+ SS O+ @

A Higher average score than the nation. # No significant difference between the district and the nation.
W Lower average score than the nation. 1+ Reporting standards not met. Sample size insufficient to permit a reliable estimate.
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Sample 4th-Grade Question in Number
Properties and Operations

More than 60% correct
301 — Austin, Boston, Charlotte, Fresno,
~75 Houston, New York City, San Diego

Between 50% and 60% correct

296 — Baltimore City, Chicago, District of
2;; Columbia (DCPS), Los Angeles,

N Miami-Dade, Milwaukee,
230 Philadelphia

374 Less than 50% correct

— Atlanta, Cleveland, Detroit,
Jefferson County (KY)

CIOICL=
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District Scale Question Description
score
s500
L

Charlotte 245

243 Subtract a two-digit number from a three-digit number
Austin 240
Nation 239
Mew York City 237 Determine a ratio from a diagram
Bcn_stor_u" Houston/ _ } 236
Miami-Dade/San Diego
lefferson County (KY') 233 Determine the value of an unknown in a number sentence
Large city 231

230 Use place value to write a number
228 Determine how many given pieces cover a shape
Atlanta 225

Baltimore City/Chicago/ } 299

Los Angeles/Philadelphia Make a pictograph of the given information

Diistrrct of Columbia {DCPS};’} 290
Milwaukes
N Fresno 219
Basic 214
Cleveland 213
202 Identify an appropriate unit for measuring length
Detroit 200
199 Find the unknown in a whole number sentence
Faty
9 1]
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Scores increase since 2007 for large cities

and two districts
Since 2003  Since 2007
Nation 4N 4h
Large city 4N 4N
Atlanta 4N =
Austin —_ N
Boston 4N >
Charlotte 4N >
Chicago 4N =
Cleveland > L > 4
District of Columbia (DCPS) ¢ © AN Indicates the score was higher in 2000.
Houston 4\ A 4> Indicates no significant change in the score in 2009.
Los Angeles A L [
New York City AN €D | e ciEheaioomi e Bt Somiay Bl A,
San Diego * * E‘Iijlri:rsec:);ﬂlr;led from that district’s TUDA results. DCPS = District of Columbia
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How districts compare to the nation and
large cities

 One district scores
higher than the nation

Nation

Large city

Atlanta

"** Austin

Baltimore City
Boston

Charlotte

Chicago

(leveland

Detroit

District of Columbia (DCPS)
Fresno

Houston

Jefferson County (KY)
Los Angeles
Miami-Dade
Milwaukee

Mew York City
Philadelphia

San Diego

e Five districts score
higher than large cities

e Ten districts score
lower than the nation
and large cities

* Significantly different (p < .05) from large city. 0 230 240 250 260 270 280 90 300 500

** Significantly different (p < .05) from the nation.

Scale score

L ]
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Percentages at or above Basic range from

23 to 75 percent
Basic [0  Advanced
Nation B 39 25 Compared to large city, the
Large city | 6 18 B % at or above Basicis
Austin [ 5| 36 D
Charlotte [ 28 | 39 I
st EEEN 6 BN,
San ieg T 5 IR
Boston TR 23
Miami-Dade i 19
e (0 -_-_ - ““ : not significantly different
Philadelphia B s
cicag ——w B R
Atlanta B ¢
Fresno |5 IR 12
Los Angeles S : lawer
Baltimore City JEl
Cleveland “ 35 I
District of Columbia (DCPS) B 5
Milwaukee B o0 O
Detroit 18 [
100980 70 60 50 40 30 20 10 0 10 20 30 40 50 &0 70 80100

Percent
# Rounds to zero.

® NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding.
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Jurisdiction

Eligible for free/reduced-price
Overall school lunch

MNation

282 266

Large city

Atlanta

Austin

Baltimore City

Boston

Charlotte

Chicago

Cleveland

Detroit

District of Columbia (DCPS)
Fresno

Huouslon

Jefferson County (KY)
Los Angeles
Miami-Dade
Milwaukee

MNew York City
Philadelphia

San Diego

2 AR EREEERERRRES IR
*4Pp A+ 4 4P 44444+ P 4P 44

4 Higher average score than the nation.
W Lower average score than the nation.

E*I'

# Mo significant difference between the district and the nation.
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Sample 8th-Grade Question in Data
Analysis, Statistics, and Probability

More than 70% correct

Mar y hasdﬁ ;eﬁ pe“C“Sal“ green —~ Austin, Boston, Charlotte,
pencils, an ue pencils.

If he picks out one pencil without Houston, Jefferson County (KY),
looking, what is the probability that New York City

the pencil he picks will be green?

Between 60% and 70% correct

M loutof3 — Atlanta, Baltimore City, Cleveland,
| out of 4 Distr .

@© 1outof 15 istrict of Columbia (DCPS),

@ 4outofl5 Miami-Dade, Milwaukee,

Philadelphia, San Diego

Less than 60% correct

— Chicago, Detroit, Fresno,
Los Angeles

L
]
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Highlights of District Profiles

Trend in NAEP mathematics average scores for fourth-graders

in Boston and Massachusetts

Scale score
50[]—5
Ly =
250 947 241 Massachusetts
ig_ D/D/’O”igﬁ s

1 el
2204 229
3 | 220*

'03 05 07 09 Year

Trend in NAEP mathematics average scores for lower-income
fourth-graders in Boston and the nation

Scale score

200
250 -
240 H
230
220
210 4
2/@

ner

221 231 - Boston

Nation
995% 221 228

* Significantly different (p < 05) from 2000,

Trend in NAEP mathematics average scores for fourth-graders

in Boston, by race/ethnicity

Scale score
500 4
2701
260
260 256 255
250 *
= %0 21
" = o
i g?g e
210 215*
0
03 05 07 09
* Significantly different (p < 05) from 2009,

ian/Pacific
slander
White

Hispanic
Black

Year

NOTE: Results are not shown for all race ethnicity categories because of insufficient sample sizes.
Black includes African American, Hispanic includes Lating, and Pacific Islander includes Native

Hawaiian. Race categories exclude Hispanic origin.
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0

03 05 07 09 Year
* Significartly different (p < .05) from 2008,

HOTE: In MAEF, lower-income students are students identified as eligible for the National
School Lunch Program.

Trend in NAEP mathematics achievement-level results for fourth-
graders in Boston

Percent below Basic | Percent at Basic, Proficient, and Advanced

Boston

2003 46 11+ R

2005 50 B
2007 50 B :
2009 50 | % [
Large city

2009 43 B G
Nation

2009 43 I ¢

M EBelow Basic Basic WM Proficient Advanced

* Significantly different (p < 05) from 2009,
NOTE: Detail may not sum to totals because of rounding.



TRIAL URBAN DISTRICT ASSESSMENT

For More Information

http://nationsreportcard.gov
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