LANDSCAPE OF DIVERSITY IN D.C. PUBLIC SCHOOLS

The report intentionally analyzes both racial and ethnic diversity as well as economic diversity to provide
a fuller picture of exposure to students from other groups. However, there are some limitations to inter-
preting economic diversity scores, which are based on the percentage of students who are at-risk. At-risk data
provides the best information on economic status, as the percentage of economically disadvantaged students
(or the percentage of students receiving free or reduced price lunch) is not available for the three-quarters of
schools in D.C. given data complications.*

Key findings

Racial and ethnic diversity is low, even considering the composition of D.C.’s students. The median racial
and ethnic diversity score is ten percent compared to a potential median score of 32 percent, which would
occur if all students were distributed as they are in the overall student body. A median score of ten percent
means that half of schools have one group (usually African American students) representing 90 percent or more
of all enrollment. The most racially and ethnically diverse schools are more likely to have a Latino or white
plurality group (see Executive Summary Figure 2).

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY FIGURE 2. MOST RACIALLY AND ETHNICALLY DIVERSE SCHOOLS

Most diverse schools in terms of race and ethnicity, 2016-17
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41n D.C., almost three-quarters of schools meet the requirements for the Community Eligibility Provision that provides all stu-
dents with free lunches without submitting FARM applications. This means that data on economic disadvantage are limited.
However, estimates are likely to be similar: 92 percent of students who are considered at-risk receive SNAP benefits (Office of
the State Superintendent for Education (OSSE) 2018), which has an income eligibility of 200 percent of the federal poverty level.
This is similar to the income eligibility requirements of reduced lunch, which is 185 percent of the federal poverty level.



