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Lost Instructional Days

Black and Hispanic Males
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Council of the
Great City Schools

NAEP Trend Data: 2003-2022

An examination of trends in male student group performance on NAEP, making comparisons
between large city and national public schools.
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National Public vs. Large City

Comparison of Male Student Groups on
Fourth Grade Reading NAEP Performance: 2003-2022
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National Public vs. Large City

Comparison of Male Student Groups on
Eighth Grade Reading NAEP Performance: 2003-2022
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National Public Comparison of Male Student Groups
on Fourth Grade Mathematics NAEP Performance: 2003-2022
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Large City Comparison of Male Student Groups on
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Comparison of Male Student Groups on
Fourth Grade Mathematics NAEP Performance: 2003-2022
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Comparison of Male Student Groups on
Eighth Grade Mathematics NAEP Performance: 2003-2022
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