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IDENTIFYING US K-12 PUBLIC SCHOOLS WITH DELIBERATE 
SEX SEGREGATION 

By 

Sue Klein, Jennifer Lee, Paige McKinsey, and Charmaine Archer 
 with assistance from Ponta Abadi, Makhfi Azizi, Ishmael Bishop, Talia Cowen, Beth Feldstein,  

Tamara Stein, and Kathleen Wilson  

Feminist Majority Foundation (FMF) 
 

OVERVIEW AND SUMMARY 

Background:  Why the Identification of US Public School Sex Segregation is 
now an Especially Important Challenge? 

 
There are four key reasons why the identification of public school sex segregation is an 
especially timely and important challenge. 
 
1. Deliberate sex-segregated public education has increased to over 1000 public schools 

since the Bush Administration amended the Title IX regulation in 20061 to lift the 
general ban on single-sex public education. Previously, under the 1975 Title IX 
regulation, only very limited federally-funded sex-segregated education was allowed -- 
primarily for affirmative purposes to decrease sex discriminatory outcomes such as 
gender gaps favoring males in areas like engineering.2 Under this 2006 US Department of 
Education (ED) Title IX regulation, sex segregation is allowed for additional vague 
purposes sucƘ ŀǎΥ άόмύ ǘƻ ƛƳǇǊƻǾŜ ŜŘǳŎŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŀŎƘƛŜǾŜƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ƛǘǎ ǎǘǳŘŜƴǘǎΣ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ŀƴ 
established policy to provide diverse educational opportunities; or (2) meet the 
ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊΣ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦƛŜŘ ŜŘǳŎŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ƴŜŜŘǎ ƻŦ ƛǘǎ ǎǘǳŘŜƴǘǎΦέ CaC ŀƴŘ ƻǘƘŜǊ ƎŜƴŘŜǊ Ŝǉǳƛǘȅ 
advocates have requested that this regulation be rescinded, but instead ED has said that 
it will issue guidance to better describe equity standards to prohibit sex discrimination 
under Title IX, the US Constitution, and other federal civil rights laws. 3 On Dec. 1, 2014 

                                                           
1
For links to this regulation and 2002 and 2004 notices of it, see Office for Civil Rights (OCR) (2006) in the reference 
ƭƛǎǘ ƻǊ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ CaC ά¢ƛǘƭŜ L· 5ŜŦƛƴŜŘέ ǿŜō ǇŀƎŜ http://www.feminist.org/education/pdfs/2006TitleIX.pdf) 
2
 FMF hopes that promised OCR guidance on single-sex education will reaffirm that the purpose for allowing 

deliberate sex-segregation in education should be for affirmative outcomes to decrease sex discrimination -- the 
sole purpose of Title IX. This principle of equitable impact was also a focus of the October 1, 2014 OCR guidance on 
ά9ƴǎǳǊƛƴƎ {ǘǳŘŜƴǘǎ IŀǾŜ 9ǉǳŀƭ !ŎŎŜǎǎ ǘƻ 9ŘǳŎŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ wŜǎƻǳǊŎŜǎ Without Regard to Race, Color, or National 
hǊƛƎƛƴέΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ƎǳƛŘŀƴŎŜ ǎŀƛŘ ǘƘŀǘ ŘƛǎǇǊƻǇƻǊǘƛƻƴŀƭ ǊŜǎƻǳǊŎŜ ǇƻƭƛŎƛŜǎ ŀǊŜ ǇǊƻƘƛōƛǘŜŘ ǳƴƭŜǎǎ ǘƘŜȅ ŀǊŜ άŜŘǳŎŀǘƛƻƴŀƭƭȅ 
necessary and there are no comparably effective alternatives that can achieve the same goals with less adverse 
ŜŦŦŜŎǘΦέ ό.ǳƭƭŜǘ о ƻƴ ǇΦ м ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŀōƻǾŜ ŦŀŎǘ ǎƘŜŜǘΦύ http://www.feminist.org/education/pdfs/factsheet-
resourcecomp-201410.pdf.  
3
 Objections to many aspects of the 2006 ED Title IX regulation are detailed in letters to OCR from the National 

Coalition for Women and Girls in Education and others (see www.ncwge.org). The FMF report on the State of 
Public School Sex Segregation in the United States 2007-2010 (referred to as FMF 2007-10 in this report and 
available from www.feminist.org/education/sexsegregation/asp ) provides evidence on how equity and non-

http://www.feminist.org/education/pdfs/2006TitleIX.pdf
http://www.feminist.org/education/pdfs/factsheet-resourcecomp-201410.pdf
http://www.feminist.org/education/pdfs/factsheet-resourcecomp-201410.pdf
http://www.ncwge.org/
http://www.feminist.org/education/sexsegregation/asp
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ED OCR ǊŜƭŜŀǎŜŘ ǘƘƛǎ ƎǳƛŘŀƴŎŜ ŀǎ άvǳŜǎǘƛƻƴǎ ŀƴŘ !ƴǎǿŜǊǎ ƻƴ ¢ƛǘƭŜ L· ŀƴŘ {ƛƴƎƭŜ-Sex 
9ƭŜƳŜƴǘŀǊȅ ŀƴŘ {ŜŎƻƴŘŀǊȅ /ƭŀǎǎŜǎ ŀƴŘ 9ȄǘǊŀŎǳǊǊƛŎǳƭŀǊ !ŎǘƛǾƛǘƛŜǎέ4. The guidance, which 
focuses on Title IX, is congruent with many of the insights and recommendations in this 
and our previous FMF reports. If well implemented, this new guidance should help all 
stakeholders end unjustified sex segregated public education.  
 

2. Gender equity advocates have compiled mounting evidence that K-12 public school sex 
segregation is not justifiable either educationally, or legally.5 For example: 
¶ Most of this deliberate sex segregation increases sex-stereotypes and is not justifiable as 

an instructional strategy, i.e. there is no evidence that girls and boys (as a group) learn 
differently, need to be taught differently, or need to be educated in separate classes.6 

 
¶ Sex-segregated girls and boys are rarely treated equitablyτseparate is not equal when 

considering race or sex. 7 
 

¶ Students in sex-segregated classes do not have better educational outcomes than 
comparable students in equitably resourced co-educational classes.8  

 
¶ Sex-segregated education generally costs more than coeducation due to additional 

administrative procedures, duplicate services, facilities and staff, additional specialized 
teacher training, increased evaluation requirements, and the need for legal services. 

 
¶ Exclusionary sex discrimination generally violates Title IX, the US Constitution, and 

some state Equal Rights Amendments, as well as specific laws that protect against 
race and sex segregation and discrimination related to LGBT status (sexual 
orientation) and gender identity.9   

 
                                                                                                                                                                                           
discrimination principles were violated by many schools with sex-segregated education which in this report 
includes coed schools with single-sex academic classes and entire single-sex public schools.  
4
 http://www.feminist.org/education/pdfs/faqs-title-ix-single-sex-201412.pdf 

5
 wŜŀǎƻƴǎ ŀƴŘ ǊŜŦŜǊŜƴŎŜǎ ǘƻ ŜǾƛŘŜƴŎŜ ǊŀƴƎƛƴƎ ŦǊƻƳ {ǳǎŀƴ .ŀƛƭŜȅΩǎ Cŀƭƭ нлмо Ms ŀǊǘƛŎƭŜ άCŀƛƭƛƴƎ ƻǳǊ ƪƛŘǎΥ 5ŜǎǇƛǘŜ 

pseudoscience to the contrary, sex segregation in public schools creates problems---ƴƻǘ ǎƻƭǳǘƛƻƴǎέ ǘƻ ŀŎŀŘŜƳƛŎ 
meta-analyses of research studies on single-sex education are on our FMF sex segregation web page 
www.feminist.org/education/sexsegregation/asp and many are cited in the reference list of this report.  
6
 There are more individual differences within groups of girls or of boys than between groups of girls and boys. 

7
 The Oct. 2014 OCR guidance on equitable resources noted in footnote 2 provides many examples of education 

resource inequities ranging from qualifications of teachers to physical facilities. 
8
 If a school has rigorous evidence that their sex segregation is more effective in producing significantly better 

outcomes than comparable quality coeducation, they might be able to justify their sex separation using the 
exception in Title IX that allows single-sex education if it advances gender equitable outcomes. For example, sex 
separation is allowed in contact sports if it increases the participation of girls in athletic teams, but there are 
thousands of Title IX athletic complaints because the separate teams rarely benefit from equal facilities and 
support.  
9
 Since there are so many individual differences it is hard to justify excluding a person just because of their location 

on the biological sex or gender identity continuum even in areas such as contact sports where Title IX allows 
different sex teams.  

https://email.feminist.org/owa/redir.aspx?C=TNeXF2kM1kqHfEhALJ4KbKyNSe4A4tEIurciSvYidWPrzGo-00ZP8-iHWSoFrvwgN7T74qvQNns.&URL=http%3a%2f%2fwww.feminist.org%2feducation%2fpdfs%2ffaqs-title-ix-single-sex-201412.pdf
http://www.feminist.org/education/sexsegregation/asp
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¶ When the sex-segregated public education is deliberate, such as policies (and official 
approvals) allowing single-sex classes and schools, should require an evidence-based 
justification that this segregation will improve the studentsΩ educational outcomes as 
they pertain to increasing gender equality.10 

 
3. Although there has been progress in identifying US K-12 public schools with deliberate 

single-sex education, stakeholders who care about advancing educational equity need to 
build on this progress to better understand the current extent and nature of this 
questionable education practice.  Most national information on the extent of single-sex 
education in the US in this FMF report is based on responses from the mandatory universal 
2011-12 Civil Rights Data Collection (CRDC) from the ED Office for Civil Rights (OCR). New 
CRDC responses are being collected for 2013-14. Additional insights come from comparing 
the 2011-12 data in this report with the three part FMF 2007-мл ǊŜǇƻǊǘ ǘƛǘƭŜŘ ά{ǘŀǘŜ ƻŦ 
Public School Sex Segregation in the United States 2007-млέ and from checking current 
school websites. (See http://feminist.org/education/SexSegregation.asp .)  
 
The American Civil Liberties Union (ACLU) lawsuits and Title IX complaints have been helpful 
in understanding the nature of illegal sex discrimination and sex-stereotyping that are often 
associated with this deliberate sex segregation. Stakeholders, such as parents, equity 
advocates, Title IX coordinators, OCR, and other governmental officials need to understand 
the current status of sex-segregated public education at the local, state, and national levels. 
Parents especially need more timely, detailed, information on the nature of single-sex 
education in their local public schools. This FMF report can help concerned stakeholders 
start their efforts to learn more by providing lists of single-sex public schools as well as coed 
public schools that indicated having single-sex academic classes in their 2011-12 CRDC 
responses.  
 

4. The more that stakeholders, ranging from federal government staff to individual public 
schools, Title IX coordinators, other equity advocates, and parents, know about the US 
K-12 public schools with deliberate sex segregation, the better equipped they will be to 
make informed decisions. They will also be able to recommend procedures to identify 
and monitor these schools to ensure that single-sex education does not increase sex and 
race discrimination. This and other equity principles are discussed in questions 16-20 on 
voluntariness and questions 23-28 on evaluations in the December 2014 OCR guidance 
on single-sex education. 
 

                                                           
10

 Permissible improved outcomes under the remedial or affirmative exception to allow single-sex education in the 
1975 Title IX regulation should show decreased sex discrimination. This is not clearly required in the ED 2006 Title 
IX regulation even though outcomes that increase stereotyping are not allowed. However, an amicus brief from 
DOJ and ED in the Vermilion Parish case says that each school must provide an evidence-based justification for 
single-sex classes in each subject such as 8

th
 grade English in each school. This class by class justification would 

make it difficult to justify sex segregating almost all classes as in schools operating like dual academies. This 
principle is reinforced in the discussion of questions 8 & 9 in the Dec. 2014 OCR guidance. 

http://feminist.org/education/SexSegregation.asp
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The ED 2006 Title IX regulation (that weakened some protections against sex 
discrimination) still requires that the assignment of a student to a single-sex class be 
completely voluntary. This means that schools should obtain informed consent from the 
parents to help them decide if they want to enroll their students in specific single-sex 
classes or environments with single-sex practices. However, in preparing this report, the 
authors found that schools rarely used their websites or other methods to provide 
parents or students with this informed choice. For example, we rarely found any 
information on the nature of, justifications for, and comparative effectiveness of a 
ǎŎƘƻƻƭΩǎ single-sex education on school websites. Although schools  should easily be able 
to describe what classes are single-sex and criteria for students to enroll in these classes, 
we rarely found any of this information in the schools own websites or in the school 
rating websites suŎƘ ŀǎ άDǊŜŀǘ {ŎƘƻƻƭǎΦŎƻƳέ. From our related research, it appears that 
few schools with deliberate single-sex education have any of these educational or legal 
compliance based justifications available to put on their websites. The few justifications 
that may exist are generally prepared while seeking approval for this sex segregation by a 
local school board or charter school authority. Many of these justifications are based on 
sex stereotypes.  We have not seen justifications for continuing single-sex education 
based on evaluation evidence that the sex segregation complies with non-discrimination 
provisions under Title IX and other civil rights laws or that it is educationally more 
effective than comparably well-resourced coeducation. In a recent webinar on helping 
African-American boys11, Pedro Noguera pointed out that the schools for boys that he 
studied had no theory of instruction for only serving boys.  
 

!ǎ ŘƛǎŎǳǎǎŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǊŜŎƻƳƳŜƴŘŀǘƛƻƴǎ ǎŜŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ǊŜǇƻǊǘΣ 95Ωǎ h/w Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ helping with 
the initial identification of schools with deliberate single-sex education through its CRDC. 
Since OCR has now issued guidance and recommendations on how schools should provide 
public justifications and evaluations to determine if the planned single-sex education should 
be allowed to start or continue, it should be much easier for all stakeholders to identify 
schools with unjustifiable single-sex education. 

 

Key Findings and Recommendations 

Key Findings: The key findings from this 2014 report show the numbers of specifically identified 
public schools with sex segregation increased from 646 in 2007-10 to 805 in 2011-12 for a 24% 
growth rate. The 805 includes the both coed schools with single-sex academic classes, as well as 
the fully single-sex schools. (See Table 1A green columns).  

We found that the CRDC 2011-12 results on coed schools with single-sex academic classes had 
fewer errors than the 2006 and 2010 CRDC results -- where as indicated in Table 1B, we 
eliminated the erroneous responses from Florida, and in 2010 from New York City12. However, 

                                                           
11

 Nov. 10, 2014 from Stanford University School of Education. Lessons from Single-sex schools. Featuring Pedro 
Noguera with introduction from Linda Darling Hammond. 
12

 We learned that Florida had high numbers because they counted classes in 15 minute periods. New York City 
reported 882 coed schools with single-sex academic classes, but we were never able to verify this number. 
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FMF believes that our lists of specifically identified and partially verified schools with sex 
segregation in this report are not totally accurate even for 2011-12 (and they are not current 
for today). In the 2011-12 CRDC there were indicators of underreporting by some of the 95,635 
schools that responded άNoέ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴ ŀōƻǳǘ ǿƘŜǘƘŜǊ ǘƘŜȅ were coed schools with 
single-sex academic classes.13 CƻǊ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜΣ {ƻǳǘƘ /ŀǊƻƭƛƴŀΩǎ ƻǿƴ ƭƛǎǘ ƻŦ ǎŎƘƻƻƭǎ ǿƛǘƘ άǎƛƴƎƭŜ-
ƎŜƴŘŜǊέ ŎƭŀǎǎŜǎ ŦƻǊ нлмм-12 included more schools than the CRDC responses from South 
Carolina.  

FMF found that the patterns of public K-12 schools in this 20мп ǊŜǇƻǊǘ ǿŜǊŜ ǎƛƳƛƭŀǊ ǘƻ CaCΩǎ 
previous findings for 2007-10 FMF report. This makes sense because many of the same schools 
were included in both the 646 green 2007-10 column total and the 805 green 2011-12 column 
total in Table 1A and because not much time had passed between both studies. Our 
observations about the following patterns are based on the information on our specifically 
identified schools in FMF 2007-мл ŀƴŘ ǘƘƛǎ нлмп ǎǘǳŘȅ ŀƴŘ ƴƻǘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ άǊŀǿέ ƛƴƛǘƛŀƭ Řŀǘŀ ŦǊƻƳ 
the 2011-12 CRDC responses. For the purpose of this report, we eliminated schools from the 
άǊŀǿέ Řŀǘŀ ƛŦ ǘƘŜȅ ƘŀŘ ƭŜǎǎ ǘƘŀƴ млл ǎǘǳŘŜƴǘǎΣ ƛŦ ǘƘŜȅ ǿŜǊŜ ŀ ƧǳǾŜƴƛƭŜ ƧǳǎǘƛŎŜ ŦŀŎƛƭƛǘȅΣ ŀƴŘ ƛŦ they 
were no longer operating. The schools remaining after applying these criteria can be found in 
Lists 1, 2, 3 and 4.  

We found: 

¶ Increases in numbers of public coed schools with single-sex academic classes and fully 
single-sex schools. Although we had somewhat different data sources to identify 
specific coed schools with single-sex academic classes and the fully single-sex schools, 
we found increases in each over the short time span between our FMF studies. As 
shown in Table 1A, we found 564 specifically identified coed schools with single-sex 
classes in our 2007-10 study and 699 in our 2011-14 study. This is a 24% increase over 
this short time span. However, some of the increase in 2011-12 may be attributed to the 
larger universe of total CRDC respondents. The 2007-10 FMF study was based in part on 
a survey of significantly fewer schools (72,000) than the universal sample response 
(96,454) for the 2011-12 CRDC. Using the same definitions of single-sex schools, we 
identified 82 single-sex schools in the 2007-10 study and 106 in our current 2011-14 
study or a 29% increase.  This increase is especially impressive since this 2014 FMF study 
only included single-sex schools that had an enrollment of at least 100 students.   
 

¶ Looking at the regional patterns, we found that most of the schools with sex 
segregation are in the southern states. As in the 2007-10 FMF study, most of these 
2011-12 schools with deliberate sex segregation are in the Southeast and Southwest US. 
South Carolina, Florida, Texas, and North Carolina have the most coed schools with 

                                                           
13 Both FMF and the CRDC defined single-sex academic classes as not permitting both male and female students to 

attend the class togetherτάƻƴƭȅ ƳŀƭŜ ǎǘǳŘŜƴǘǎ ƻǊ ƻƴƭȅ ŦŜƳŀƭŜ ǎǘǳŘŜƴǘǎ ŀǊŜ ǇŜǊƳƛǘǘŜŘ ǘƻ ǘŀƪŜ ǘƘŜ ŎƭŀǎǎΦέ όSee 

CRDC questions in Appendix A). 
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single-sex classes. New York and Texas have the most same-sex schools. Nationwide, 
most single-sex schools are located in large cities, especially New York City. 

Following are two US maps showing the geographical distribution of the 805 partially 
verified public K-12 schools with deliberate sex segregation. The first map shows the 
state totals for 699 coed public K-12 schools which reported single-sex academic classes 
in the 2011-12 CRDC. The second map shows the state totals for 106 single-sex all-girl or 
all-boy public schools. Similar digital interactive maps (pages 38 and 39) are provided in 
this report with direct links to websites of individual schools.  
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¶ Most of the schools with sex segregation are middle and high schools. Although there 
are more elementary than middle or high schools nationwide, more of the coed schools 
that offer single-sex classes and totally single-sex schools are middle or high schools. In 
the current study we counted 300 middle schools and 293 high schools with single-sex 
classes. (See Table 2: US Public Schools with Single-sex Classes by School Level and State 
for 2007-10 and 2011-12.) 
 

¶ More of the fully single-sex schools are for girls, but more of the single-sex classes in 
coed schools are for boys. In both FMF studies (2007-10 and 2011-12), more of the 
single-sex public schools were for girls than boys, with 67 schools for girls and 39 schools 
for boys (see Lists 3 and 4). Our 2014 findings indicate that the schools for girls are often 
larger than the schools for boys (see Lists 3 and 4). However, more of the single-sex 
classes in coed schools were for boys than for girls, with 52% of them for boys and 48% 
of them for girls (see List 2). The CRDC report counted classes in Algebra, Other Math, 
Science, English, and Other. The largest discrepancy between class numbers for boys 
and girls was in the Algebra. 
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¶ There is an unknown but probably substantial number of coed schools operating much 
like dual academies where most of the academic classes are sex segregated. At one 
end of the continuum a coed school would have only one single-sex sex class. Toward 
the other end of the continuum a coed school may have all of their academic classes 
and most of their activities completely single-sex for both girls and boys, thus qualifying 
ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ άǳƴƻŦŦƛŎƛŀƭέ ƭŀōŜƭ ƻŦ Řǳŀƭ ŀŎŀŘŜƳȅΦ Our 106 totally single-sex schools are at the 
extreme end of the continuum. Single-sex schools are usually in a separate physical 
location and have separate administrators and different teachers for the girls and boys. 
WƘƛƭŜ ǘƘŜȅ Ƴŀȅ ƘŀǾŜ ǎƻƳŜ ƛƴǘŜǊŀŎǘƛƻƴ ǿƛǘƘ ŀ ǎŜǇŀǊŀǘŜ άǎƛǎǘŜǊέ ƻǊ άōǊƻǘƘŜǊέ single-sex 
school these all-girl and all-boy public schools are classified as separate schools by their 
school district. A coed dual academy may become separate single-sex schools when the 
enrollment grows so they need more space and administrators and they split into an all-
girl or all-boy school. 
 

There are probably many more coed schools that function much like dual academies 
than we have been able to identify. Some of these coed schools may also separate their 
boys and girls in different sections or floors of the building. One coed Indiana high 
school even had sex-segregated school buses and an earlier start time for the girls than 
the boys even though the school had some coed after-school activities. These coed dual 
academy type schools usually have one overall school name -- such as Morningside 
Middle School in Charleston, SC. A few may also have a άǎŎƘƻƻƭ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ŀ ǎŎƘƻƻƭέ name 
for the boys (in this case, Arms Academy at Morningside Middle School) and for the girls 
(Excel Academy at Morningside Middle School).  
 
!ƴ ŜȄŀƳƛƴŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ά[ƛǎǘ нΥ /ƻŜŘ tǳōƭƛŎ {ŎƘƻƻƭǎ ǿƛǘƘ ¢ȅǇŜǎ ƻŦ {ƛƴƎƭŜ-Sex Academic 
Classes for 2011-14 sorted by Stateέ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜǎ ǎƻƳŜ ƛƴǎƛƎƘǘǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ŜȄǘŜƴǘ ƻŦ ǎŜȄ 
segregated classes in the specific coed schools from their responses to the 2011-12 
/w5/Φ Lƴ ǘƘƛǎ ƭƛǎǘΣ ǘƘŜ ǎǘŀǘŜΩǎ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ǎŎƘƻƻƭǎ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ƘƛƎƘŜǎǘ ǘƻǘŀƭ number of single-sex 
classes come first.  It is likely that schools that have fairly equal numbers of girls and 
boys classes in the appropriate subject areas14 ƻǇŜǊŀǘŜ ƳǳŎƘ ƭƛƪŜ άŘǳŀƭ ŀŎŀŘŜƳƛŜǎέΦ ²Ŝ 
counted 82 coed schools in list 2 that reported over 20 single-sex academic classes that 
were fairly evenly distributed for girls and boys15. However, we did not know the 
number of coed classes in each school, so we could not determine if almost all of the 
ǎŎƘƻƻƭΩǎ ŎƭŀǎǎŜǎ ǿŜǊŜ ǎŜȄ-segregated or if there are also coed classes in the same subject 
areas. 
 
The Dec. 2014 OCR guidance on question 21 indicates that a recipient must offer a 
substantially equal coeducational option for every single-sex class. Question 32 
discusses why even dual academy type coed schools with mostly separate classes for 

                                                           
14

 We would not expect elementary schools to have algebra classes, one of the CRDC class type categories. 
15

In the methodology section we noted that, as in past years, some CRDC 2011-12 respondents reporting over 100 
total single-sex classes were probably counting numbers of students in a class instead of a one class as requested.  
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girls and boys should comply with non-discrimination criteria such as providing 
substantially equal coed options, as specified in question 21.  
 

¶ Many of the 2011-12 coed schools with single-sex classes and almost all of the single-
sex public schools serve mostly African American and Latino/a  students. According to 
the 2014 results, 43% of the coed schools with single-sex academic classes have a 
majority African American and Latino/a population. All but three of the single-sex public 
schools serve an overwhelming majority of African American and Latino/a  students. 
This is particularly concerning because African American and Latino/a youth are already 
often victims of combined racial and sex stereotyping and resource discrimination, 
which hinders their education.16 As sex-segregation can also further promote sex and 
racial stereotyping, this can cause greater harm to the education of minority students, 
who are over represented in the single-sex schools and single-sex classes in coed schools 
found in this report. 
 

¶ Our estimate of over 1000 K-12 public schools with deliberate sex segregation is 
maintained for 2012. As shown in Table 1A, there were increases in both our lists of 
specifically identified coed schools with single-sex classes and in the fully single-sex 
schools lists from 2010 to 2012. However, as in the FMF 2007-10 study, we have reason 
to believe that our Lists 1, 3 and 4 of specifically identified coed schools and single-sex 
schools are not totally inclusive. Thus, instead of concluding that there were only 805 
public schools with sex segregation for 2011-12, we estimate that as in the 2007-10 FMF 
study there were over 1000 K-12 public schools with deliberate sex segregation in 2011-
12. This renewed estimate is also based on indications that the 2011-12 CRDC did not 
obtain correct responses from all public schools with sex segregation. This finding of 
missing information in the CRDC 2011-12 data on public schools with sex segregation is 
disappointing because there were improvements in the CRDC 2011-12 data from 
previous CRDC results and because the 2011-12 CRDC results were based on a 
mandatory universal survey which was not used in the previous CRDCs which relied on 
large samples of schools. This over 1000 estimate would be even higher if it included 
juvenile justice facilities which routinely practice sex segregation. 
 

¶ It is very hard to find and verify information on public schools with sex segregation. 
Even when we can obtain leads on schools that self-report intentional single-sex 
education on the mandatory universal CRDC and when there are websites available on 
most public schools, we were not able to find website information on whether the 
school had single-sex education. For example, school mission statements even for dual 
academies rarely mentioned a focus on boys and girls, one school just mentioned their 
single-sex approaches under frequently asked questions, and for another school the 

                                                           
16

 ¢ƘŜ bŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ²ƻƳŜƴΩǎ [ŀǿ /ŜƴǘŜǊΩǎ нлмп ǊŜǇƻǊǘ ŘƛǎŎǳǎǎŜǎ ǘƘŜ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊ ŎƘŀƭƭŜƴƎŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ !ŦǊƛŎŀƴ !ƳŜǊƛŎŀƴ ȅƻǳǘƘ 
face in our educational system, from issues such as racial discrimination to lack of resources. See reference list and 
http://www.naacpldf.org/files/publications/Unlocking%20Opportunity%20for%20African%20American%20Girls_0.
pdf 
 

http://www.naacpldf.org/files/publications/Unlocking%20Opportunity%20for%20African%20American%20Girls_0.pdf
http://www.naacpldf.org/files/publications/Unlocking%20Opportunity%20for%20African%20American%20Girls_0.pdf
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only mention of ǘƘŜ ǎŎƘƻƻƭΩǎ ǎŜȄ ǎŜƎǊŜƎŀǘƛƻƴ ǇǊŀŎǘƛŎŜǎ ǿŀǎ ƛƴ ŀ ǎŎƘƻƻƭ ǊŀǘƛƴƎ ǎƛǘŜ ǿƘŜǊŜ 
a parent commented that this was a negative aspect of the school.  Even web 
information on the fully single-sex schools rarely included the purpose or justification 
for limiting their students to one biological sex. Similarly, we did not find any required 
evaluation reports17 to justify the effectiveness of sex segregation as a strategy to 
decrease sex discriminatory outcomes or achieve any other desirable student outcomes 
compared to comparable well-resourced coeducation. This lack of publicly accessible 
information and justification for the sex-segregated instruction indicates that most 
parents and students who participate in these single-sex classes do not do so on a 
completely voluntary basis as required by the ED 2006 Title IX regulation.  Not only do 
they not understand their options, but it is likely that (as we found in the FMF 2007-10 
study) they are not asked to sign an informed consent form to opt into a single-sex class. 
The Dec. 2014 OCR guidance question 17 recommends that this be done. 
 

In summary, the sustained estimate that there were over 1000 coed and single-sex public K-12 
schools with deliberate sex segregation in 2011-12, based on our FMF 2007-10 and current FMF 
2014 results, is a major concern. This concern is increased by the evidence that almost all of the 
single-sex schools and a large proportion of the coed schools with single-sex academic classes 
are attended by African American and Latino/a students in urban areas and that over 80 of 
these coed schools probably have unjustified sex segregation for almost all of their academic 
classes. While we are grateful that the ED is working to help identify public schools with 
deliberate sex segregation via the CRDC, these efforts need to be improved.  

The Dec. 2014 OCR guidance on non-discriminatory single-sex education and its additional 
expected detailed guidance on the roles of Title IX coordinators should influence more 
educators and communities to stop the current sex segregation that cannot be fully justified. 
For sex segregation to be in compliance with Title IX, or for that matter -- in compliance with 
other civil rights measures, it must decrease, rather than increase, sex discrimination and other 
forms of discrimination. Moreover, such justification should show it is more effective in 
increasing academic achievement than comparable quality coeducation.  

Recommendations: This FMF sex segregation report concludes with the following four 
recommendations for key stakeholders ranging from responsible federal, state, school district 
and school authorities including their Title IX coordinators to equity advocates such as 
researchers, ǿƻƳŜƴΩǎ ŀƴŘ ŎƛǾƛƭ ǊƛƎƘǘǎ ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊŀǘƛƻƴǎΣ community activists, parents, teachers, and 
students.  

1. Responsible authorities should make information on public schools that practice sex 
segregation transparent and available to all stakeholders in multiple ways including 
mandatory reporting on school and school district websites. This public information should 
describe the nature and extent of the single-sex education in the school and the evidence-

                                                           
17

 The ED 2006 Title IX Regulation required these evaluation reports and the Dec. 2014 OCR guidance (questions 
23-28) provide recommendations on acceptable evaluations that include both process and outcome indicators of 
non-discrimination and effectiveness.  
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based justification for why each use is likely to improve student outcomes without 
contributing to inequities in the distribution of education resources or reinforcing sex and 
race stereotypes. 
 

2. Title IX coordinators and other responsible authorities such as state education agencies, 
school boards, leaders of school districts, and schools should play a major role in identifying 
schools with sex segregation and in ending it if it is unjustified and increases sex 
discrimination and stereotyping. 
 

3. Equity advocate stakeholders outside the chain of responsible authorities within 
governmental and education agencies should also play a major role in identifying schools 
that are now using sex segregation and in ending it if it is unjustified and increases sex 
discrimination and stereotyping. 

 

4.  Federal agencies, especially OCR in ED, should continue to improve their efforts to identify 
and stop sex discriminatory sex-segregated K-12 public education. 

 

Overview of Methodology 

This 2014 FMF report is utilizing recently provided results from the 2011-12 ED OCR CRDC 
universal survey of 96,454 K-12 public schools. Since 2006, the CRDC has provided information 
on responses to questions about whether public K-12 schools have single-sex academic classes. 
As in past CRDC reports, the CRDC 2011-12 information on single-sex education continues to 
include the names of schools and their school districts.  

The core databases for this report are four lists of public schools. List 1: Coed Public Schools 
with Single-sex Academic Classes for 2011-12, Sorted by State. List 2: Coed Public Schools with 
Types of Single-sex Academic Classes for 2011-12, Sorted by State, List 3: All-girl Public Schools 
Identified in 2011-2014, Organized by State. List 4: All-boy Public Schools Identified in 2011-
2014, Organized by State. 
  
LƴǎǘŜŀŘ ƻŦ ǳǎƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ άǊŀǿέ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ /w5/ ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴ ƻƴ ŎƻŜŘ ǎŎƘƻƻƭǎ ǿƛǘƘ ǎƛƴƎƭŜ-sex 
academic classes or on enrollment of only girls or boys to identify single-sex schools, FMF 
partially verified and supplemented the 2011-12 CRDC results. In doing so, we omitted listing 
schools that failed to meet our inclusion criteria and we added racial demographic and school 
level information from school websites. While compiling our 2011-12 information on 699 public 
coed schools with single-sex classes (List 1) and 67 all-girl public schools (List 3) and 39 all-boy  
schools (Lists 4), we reviewed over 800 school websites to partially verify, augment, and update 
the CRDC 2011-12 information on 805 public schools with sex segregation as of November 
201418.  

                                                           
18

 Most schools did not provide information on their single-ǎŜȄ ŎƭŀǎǎŜǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜƛǊ ǿŜō ǇŀƎŜǎ ǎƻ ǿŜ ŘƛŘƴΩǘ ƻōǘŀƛƴ 
systematic information to verify the 2011-12 CRDC responses or on the continuation of single-sex-classes for 2013-
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We used the following criteria to determine whether or not to include a school on our lists. We 
eliminated all single-sex schools that had enrollment numbers under 100. This was done 
because many of the schools with low enrollment numbers seemed to be single-sex not by 
design but by accident, or because they appeared to be a small unit or program within a larger 
institution. We moved eight schools which were misclassified as coed schools to the single-sex 
school Lists 3 and 4. We did not include seven schools that had closed by 2014. We also 
removed all juvenile justice, behavioral treatment, or residential care centers, but we retained 
alternative schools which were clearly part of the school district. The coed and single-sex 
juvenile justice, behavioral treatment, and residential care centers were excluded because they 
were often quite different from regular public schools and not part of the school district. They 
often had few students (below 100); had short term students who may only stay a few weeks; 
were often programs within prisons or mental health facilities, and were often run by entities 
with tangential arrangements with school districts like the 18 Pace schools for girls in Florida. 
However, we included the eight schools for pregnant and parenting students. While their 
enrollment may be all girls, these alternative schools for pregnant and parenting students and 
even some of the public single-sex schools for boys or girls may not require sex segregation.  It 
is also worth noting that the single-sex schools for pregnant and parenting youth are much 
more like regular public schools than are most of the juvenile justice facilities and programs 
which were excluded from our lists. 

Despite checking school websites, we were not able to identify whether most of the coed 
schools continued their single-sex academic classes in 2013-14 or 2014-15 or if they planned to 
do so in the future because this information was not provided on their websites or in related 
ǎŎƘƻƻƭ ǊŀǘƛƴƎ ǿŜōǎƛǘŜǎ ǎǳŎƘ ŀǎ άDǊŜŀǘ {ŎƘƻƻƭǎέ. Also, we did not obtain information to help us 
add other coed schools that instituted single-sex classes after 2012 or to eliminate those that 
stopped their single-sex academic classes.  

Our verification of Lists 3 and 4 of fully single-sex schools is more accurate and up-to-date than 
our List 1 of coed schools reporting single-sex classes in the 2011-12 CRDC. It is possible that 
some of these coed schools may have ended their single-sex classes by 2014. Similarly, coed 
schools that said they had no single-sex academic classes in 2011-12 may have them today in 
2014-15. Our 2014 website visits to the fully single-sex schools and some phone calls enabled 
us to confirm if they were still operating as single-sex schools. If not, we removed them from 
our lists. However, as for the coed schools with single-sex classes, we had no other 
comprehensive lists of single-sex public schools to use to augment our Lists 3 and 4. 

Sources of Data for this Report 
 
As just described, the core school data for this 2014 FMF report is based on recently released 
responses to the 2011-12 Civil Rights Data Collection (CRDC), related information from websites 
on the schools identified in the CRDC responses, and other FMF research.  

                                                                                                                                                                                           
4. Appendix E shows that South Carolina contacted schools to learn if they planned to continue their single-sex 
classes for the 2014-15 school year. 
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Additionally, this report builds on, and compares, ŦƛƴŘƛƴƎǎ ǿƛǘƘ CaCΩǎ more detailed ά{ǘŀǘŜ ƻŦ 
Public School Sex Segregation in the US 2007-10έ ǊŜǇƻǊǘ (FMF 2007-10), which discussed 
problems with the CRDC 2006 and CRDC 2010 data and provided many examples of how 
schools that used deliberate sex segregation violated equity principles from Title IX, the US 
Constitution, and other civil rights laws.19 

The identification and verification process for schools with sex segregation in the FMF 2007-10 
report was more extensive than in this FMF 2014 study. The lists of identified schools with sex 
segregation in FMF 2007-10 were compiled over several years from FMF developed state 
profiles, which included names of their public schools with single-sex classes as well as all-girl 
and all-boy public schools. Some of the schools were identified by an exploratory study20 where 
we called schools from 20 states that responded they had single-sex classes in the 2006 CRDC. 
Schools were also identified and verified by FMF requests to state Title IX coordinators, ACLU 
reports, the website of the National Association of Single Sex Public Education (NASSPE), news 
stories, and web searches including checking school websites and calling individual schools as 
needed.  The FMF 2007-10 report included sample state profiles. Profiles of schools in all states 
were used to provide information on data totals on various characteristics of the schools. 
However, this FMF 2007-10 report did not include a full state-by-state listing of these 646 
schools by name as in Lists 1, 2, 3 and 4 in this 2014 report. 

In this 2014 FMF report we relied more heavily on the CRDC results than in the FMF 2007-10 
report, where we used multiple strategies to identify public schools with sex segregation. We 
initially examined the CRDC 2011-12 responses from 819 schools that reported they were coed 
schools with single-sex academic classes. (See Appendix A, Questions 19 and 20.) We also used 
CRDC 2011-12 school enrollment data to supplement other information to help identify totally 
single-sex public schools.  

Due to past experience with problems with the 2006 and the 2010 CRDC results, we tried to 
examine and verify the CRDC 2011-12 responses to arrive at as accurate and useful updated 
lists of public schools with deliberate sex segregation as possible. Since the CRDC provided 
names of schools and school districts, we were able to check school websites and sometimes 
we called the school. In this process we also eliminated some schools that were not categorized 
appropriately or that had closed. 

We consider our 2014 findings, especially about the coed schools reporting single-sex classes in 
2011-12 CRDC responses, άǇŀǊǘƛŀƭƭȅ ǾŜǊƛŦƛŜŘέ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ, although these specifically identified 
schools reported practicing sex segregation for the 2011-2012 school year, we were not able to 

                                                           
19

 Violated principles include: 1. Lack of adequate approved justifications and specific plans for single-sex education 
that are based on scientific evidence that sex separation is needed to achieve desired educational outcomes for 
girls and boys. 2. No evidence that separate but equal education can be justified. 3. Lack of evidence of voluntary, 
ǿŜƭƭ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŜŘΣ άƻǇǘ-ƛƴέ participation in single-sex education. Governmental accountability is critical and it requires 
rigorous scientific evaluation evidence (See pages 3 and 4 of FMF 2007-10). 
20

 What are we learning from the 2006-7 Office for Civil Rights Survey question about public schools with single-sex 
academic classes?  An  Exploratory Study.  (Klein, S. and Sesma, E. 2011, Feminist Majority Foundation available 
from sklein@feminist.org) 
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verify that they actually did so or that this practice was continued in 2012-13, 2013-14 or that it 
is continuing now in 2014-15.  

In summary, unlike the FMF 2007-10 report, this 2014 report includes named (or specifically 
identified) coed schools that reported having single-sex academic classes in 2011-12. (See List 
1). Both FMF reports included lists of fully single-sex all-girls and all-boys public schools. (See 
Lists 3 and 4 in this report and Appendix D in the 2007-9 FMF report). We verified that the 
single-sex schools in Lists 3 and 4 are still operating by visiting their websites and if needed, by 
calling them. 

The detailed findings section discusses the challenges in distinguishing between coed schools 
that segregate boys and girls for most of their classes and activities such as dual academies and 
fully single-sex schools. It also describes how we used CRDC enrollment data to augment our 
FMF 2007-10 total of 82 fully single-sex schools to arrive at the 106 total in Lists 3 and 4.  

 

DETAILED FINDINGS: PUBLIC K-12 CO-EDUCATIONAL SCHOOLS WITH SINGLE-SEX 
ACADEMIC CLASSES AND ALL-BOY AND ALL-GIRL PUBLIC SCHOOLS 

Overview of Information to Identify US K-12 Coed Public Schools with Deliberate 
Single-Sex Academic Classes 

¶  Likely Changes in Numbers of Schools with Deliberate Sex Segregation from 2007-10 and 
2011-12 
 
Table 1A: Comparison of Public Coed and Single-sex Schools with Single-sex Academic 
Classes by State in 2007-10 and 2011-2012 provides side-by-side total numbers of these 
schools for each state. It also provides similar state totals from FMF 2007-10 to facilitate 
comparison with our current FMF findings. The green columns show the combined totals of 
the yellow columns, (specifically identified coed schools with single-sex classes and the 
purple columns (specifically identified all-boys and all-girls public schools). The state by 
state totals for 2007-10 are from Table 1 in that FMF report and Lists 1, 3 and 4 in this 2014 
report).  

To employ full disclosure, even though it may add to confusion, we are also including state 
by state άrawέ CRDC information on responses to the question about single-sex education 
for 2006, 2010 and for 2011-12 in Table 1B. These άrawέ CRDC totals are larger than totals 
for the specifically identified coed schools with single-sex classes for these years. But unlike 
the increase in the totals for the yellow column coed schools with single-sex classes, the 
white columns of the άrawέ CRDC totals show a decrease in numbers of schools with sex 
segregation over the years since 2006. The άrawέ CRDC total for the 2006 responses (which 
did not exclude single-sex schools) was 1365. It was 1003 for 2010 and 819 for 2011-12. We 
attribute this decline to more accurate school responses to this CRDC question. For 
example, in the 2006 responses 6518 schools answered yes to the initial question that they 
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had single-sex classes, but only 2885 schools provided information on any single-sex class.21 
The 2011-12 CRDC results show a discrepancy on only 22 schools. 

¶ State and Regional Patterns of Sex-Segregation in Public Schools 2007-10 and 2011-2014 

In the FMF 2007-10 study, (Klein, 2012), FMF divided states into four regions; Northeast, 
Midwest, West, and South (Southeast and Southwest combined). The interactive map in 
this report (page 39) color codes the school markers for the four geographical regions to 
show coed public schools with single-sex classes in 2011-14. A parallel interactive map 
(page 40) shows all-boy and all-girl public schools in 2011-14. When using a digital version 
of these maps, a user can find the name and location of each specifically identified school. 
Similar static maps are included in the Overview and Summary. Table 1A provides state 
totals of coed K-12 public schools with single-sex academic classes and of all-girl and all-boy 
public K-12 US single-sex schools identified from our FMF 2007-10 report and supplemented 
by our web verifications of additional 2011-12 school enrollment information from federal 
Common Core Data (CCD) and CRDC sources. 

Unless otherwise noted, the following regional summary information is based primarily on 
Table 1A totals and the interactive maps showing the location of the 699 coed schools with 
single-sex classes and the 106 single-sex schools (for a total of 805 sex-segregated public 
schools) for 2011-14. In discussing the regional patterns of coed and single-sex schools, we 
compared the 2011-12 results with the results from our FMF 2007-10 report.  

The South: As in the FMF 2007-10 report, the South had the most coed public schools with 
single-sex academic classes, with a total of 410 coed schools with single-sex classes and 41 
single-sex schools, for a total of 451 sex-segregated schools, out of the national total of 805 
sex-segregated schools.  

In the FMF reports the South includes the following states: Alabama, Arkansas, the District 
of Columbia, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, Louisiana, Maryland, Mississippi, North Carolina, 
Oklahoma, South Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, Virginia, and West Virginia for a total of 16 
states. As discussed in detail in the 2007-10 FMF report and the South Carolina (SC) case 
stuŘȅ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ άaƛǎǎƛƴƎ LƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴέ section of this report as well as in Appendix C, SC was 
the only state to establish a program to encourage coed schools to create single-gender 
classes. As a result of the single-ƎŜƴŘŜǊ ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳΣ {/Ωǎ уп coed public schools with single-
gender classes composed the largest number of such schools in any state. We did not find 
any single-sex public schools in SC although we found two coeŘ ǎŎƘƻƻƭǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǿŜǊŜ άŘǳŀƭ 
ŀŎŀŘŜƳƛŜǎέΦ  

The other southern states with the most public schools with deliberate sex segregation 
included Florida with 78 schools (including 8 single-sex schools), Texas with 74 schools 

                                                           
21

 ! ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜ ŜȄǇƭŀƴŀǘƛƻƴ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ƘƛƎƘ ƴǳƳōŜǊ ƻŦ άȅŜǎέ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜǎ ǿŀǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǎƛƴƎƭŜ-sex education was being 
encouraged by the Bush Administration, which issued a 2004 proposed Title IX regulation and then a similar final 
Title IX regulation in Nov. 2006 which weakened protections against sex discrimination in sex-segregated 
education.  
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(including 14 single-sex schools) and North Carolina with 58 schools (including 2 single-sex  
schools). Texas now has the second most single-sex public schools of any state. Of the 14, 9 
are for girls and 5 for boys. 

The FMF 2007-10 study also found a majority of sex-segregated public schools in the South. 
The current study found 451 schools, which is similar to the earlier results of 455 sex-
segregated schools in the South out of the national total of 646. Since 2007-10, the number 
of sex-segregated public schools in South Carolina has decreased significantly from 216 in 
FMF 2007-10 list to 84 in 2011-12. At the same time, Texas experienced a sharp rise in the 
number of sex-segregated public schools from 15 to 74. (See Table 1A). 

The Northeast: As in the FMF 2007-10 study, the Northeast was the geographical area with 
the fewest coed schools with single-sex academic classes in this 2014 study. The Northeast 
had a total of 65 sex-segregated schools out of the national total of 805. Out of these 65, 36 
were coed schools with single-sex academic classes and 29 were single-sex schools.  

The Northeast is composed of 10 states -- Connecticut, Delaware, Massachusetts, Maine, 
New Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, and Vermont. The 
current FMF 2014 study found that, of the ten states in the Northeast region, Vermont and 
Rhode Island reported no single-sex public education and Maine and New Hampshire each 
reported only one coed public school with single-sex classes. In contrast, New York had the 
most sex-segregated public schools at 34 schools (including 24 single-sex schools), and 
Pennsylvania had the second most sex-segregated public schools with 13 schools (including 
three single-sex schools).  

Currently, New York leads the nation in the total number of single-sex schools for both girls 
and boys with 16 all-girls schools serving over 4,400 girls and 8 all-boys schools serving over 
2,300 boys. New York City alone has 14 single-sex schools (9 all-girls schools and 5 all-boys 
schools) accounting for the majority of single-sex schools within the state. The NY total of 
24 single-sex schools is larger than in the previous FMF report in 2007-10 when New York 
had 18 single-sex schools. 

While the Northeast has consistently had the fewest sex-segregated schools of the regions, 
with only 40 in the 2007-10 study and 65 in the current study, the numbers have risen in 
proportion along with much of the country. With 65 sex-segregated schools in this study 
compared to 40 in 2007-10, the number of Northeast sex-segregated schools has risen 62 
percent. 

The Midwest: As in the 2007-10 FMF study, the Midwest had the second-highest number of 
sex-segregated schools in the current 2011-14 FMF study, with 174 schools total. Out of 
these 174 schools, 147 of them were coed schools with single-sex academic classes and 27 
of them were single-sex schools.  

The Midwest is composed of Iowa, Illinois, Indiana, Kansas, Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, 
North Dakota, Nebraska, Ohio, South Dakota, and Wisconsin. Of these 12 Midwest states, 
Michigan (with 31 schools including two single-sex schools), Wisconsin (with 25 schools, 
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including one single-sex school), Missouri (with 21 schools), and Minnesota (with 23 schools 
including 4 single-sex schools) made up the majority of the sex-segregated public schools. In 
contrast, Iowa had no sex-segregated public schools and Nebraska only had one. Ohio had 
the highest number of sex-segregated public schools in the region, with 30 in the FMF 2007-
10 study. Ohio had 24 (including 15 single-sex schools) in the current study. The Midwest 
had 101, the second-highest number of sex-segregated schools in the FMF 2007-10 study 
and also the second highest in this study at 174. This means that, since the 2007-10 study, 
the number of sex-segregated public schools in the Midwest has risen 72 percent. 

The West: As in the 2007-10 FMF study showing 50 schools with sex segregation, the 
current study still shows the West with the second-lowest number (114) sex-segregated 
schools among the four regions. Out of these 114 schools, 103 of them are coed schools 
that offer single-sex classes and nine of them are single-sex schools.  

The West is composed of 13 states -- Alaska, Arizona, California, Colorado, Hawaii, Idaho, 
Montana, New Mexico, Nevada, Oregon, Utah, Washington, and Wyoming. Of these states, 
Hawaii is the only one to have no sex-segregated public schools. However, Utah, Alaska, 
Washington, and Wyoming only had two sex-segregated public schools each. FMF identified 
California and Colorado as having the greatest number of sex-segregated public schools, 
with 39 and 29 schools, respectively. These totals include four single-sex schools in 
California and two in Colorado. The only other states in the West where we identified 
single-sex public schools were New Mexico and Idaho. These findings are similar to those of 
the 2007-10 study however, in the 2007-10 study, there were only 50 sex-segregated 
schools in the West. Since that study, this number has risen over 100 percent, to 114 
schools. 

Comparison of Distribution by Geographic Regions in the Current and Previous FMF 
Studies:  In general, the geographic patterns of sex-segregation in public schools that were 
found in the 2007-10 FMF study have remained stable in these 2014 study results. The 
South still holds the greatest number of sex-segregated public schools, while the Northeast 
holds the fewest sex-segregated public schools. Since the 2007-10 study, the number of our 
partially verified sex-segregated schools has increased 24 percent overall, from 646 to 805 
schools. While there was a slight, but barely discernable, decrease in the number of sex-
segregated schools in the South, the rest of the regions have experienced sharp increases. 
The Northeast experienced an increase of 62 percent, the Midwest experienced an increase 
of 72 percent, and the West experienced an increase of over 100 percent.  

Summary Information on Public K-12 Coed Schools with Single-sex Classes 

¶ Identification of Coed Public Schools with Single-Sex Academic Classes 

Using the 2011-12 CRDC as the basis, in July 2014 we found 819 schools that self-identified 
as being coed schools with single-sex academic classes. From this list, we first removed all 
schools that self-identified as being a juvenile justice facility. Then after checking the school 
websites we removed other schools that were justice facilities, behavioral treatment and 



Page 18 
 

residential care centers22, and schools that were clearly only for girls or only for boys that 
had been mistakenly included in the 2011-12 CRDC coed schools list. As appropriate, we 
included these single-sex public schools in our lists of all-boy and all-girl schools.23 We also 
removed seven schools that had closed by July 2014. As reported earlier, this resulted in 
699 coed schools with single-sex academic classes.  

Our 699 total does not include additional schools that we learned likely had single-sex 
ŎƭŀǎǎŜǎ ǎǳŎƘ ŀǎ ǎŎƘƻƻƭǎ ŘƛǎŎǳǎǎŜŘ ƭŀǘŜǊ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǎŜŎǘƛƻƴ ƻƴ άaƛǎǎƛƴƎ LƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻƴ tǳōƭƛŎ 
{ŎƘƻƻƭǎ ǿƛǘƘ {ŜȄ {ŜƎǊŜƎŀǘƛƻƴΦέ24 The school websites visited in July 2014 rarely provided 
information on their single-sex academic classes so we were unable to identify whether the 
school continued the single-sex classes that they reported in the 2011-12 CRDC. 

List 1 contains our detailed 2011-14 list of 699 coed schools with single-sex academic 
classes organized by state. It also includes information on: school level (elementary, middle 
and high school); city location; racial composition of the student body and school website 
ǳǊƭΩs. List 1 is our primary database on the coed schools with single-sex academic classes. It 
contains school websites and city locations so that State Title IX coordinators and other 
equity advocates can use this information as the starting point to identify schools that 
reported deliberate sex segregation in 2011-12 and to learn if the single-sex instruction is 
being continued. This list may be updated to reflect changes and to add additional schools 
as needed. (See Recommendations).  

List 2 provides additional information on the 699 coed schools in List 1 by including parallel 
2011-12 CRDC responses on numbers of single-sex academic classes in math, English, 
science, etc. However, there is no CRDC information on the availability of comparable coed 
academic classes or if the student/teacher ratios and other resources for the classes for 
boys and girls or for single-sex and coed classes were similar.  

As noted in the previous άYŜȅ CƛƴŘƛƴƎǎέ discussion of the continuum of schools with single-
sex classes, the CRDC responses on List 2: US Coed Public Schools with Types of Single-sex 
Academic Classes were not sufficiently detailed to reveal if most of the students ƛƴ ŀ άŎƻŜŘέ 
school attended single-sex academic classes or even if the school operated like a dual 
academy where girls and boys attended almost all of their classes and activities separately.  

When we called the 13 schools that we had identified as being like dual academies in the 
FMF 2007-10 report (See Appendix B), we only found four that are operating in this fashion 
as of Nov. 2014. For example, the Minneapolis Academy, a charter middle school, no longer 

                                                           
 
23

 The single-sex schools that we removed from the CRDC responses to the question that was to be answered only 
by coed schools include: Boys Republic High School in Chino, CA; Ferrell Middle School for girls and its companion, 
Franklin Middle School for boys, both in Tampa, FL; Just for Girls in Manatee, FL; Ivy High School for Girls in 
Norcross, GA, Bronx Global Learning Institute for Girls Charter School, NY; Teenage Parenting Program, Westbury 
NY; and Girls Leadership Academy, Chattanooga, TN. These schools were moved to single-sex schools Lists 3 and 4.  
24

 We did not include missing coed schools that we identified as having single-sex classes in 2011-12 because we 
did not have systematic parallel information on them to add to List 1 and did not want to create confusion as we 
discussed CRDC response totals. 
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operates as a dual academy but it has single-sex classes for remedial or skill building in math 
and English. Some of these former dual academies have closed. Others have stopped all 
single-sex classes and some have continued only a few single-sex classes. The dual academy 
type public coed schools continuing in 2014-15 are: James Irwin Charter Middle School in 
Colorado Springs, Southwest Leadership Academy Charter School in Philadelphia, Langston 
Charter Middle School in Greenville, SC and Morningside Middle School in Charleston, SC.  

In examining the coed schools on List 2 that had 20 or more single-sex academic classes in 
all of the appropriate subject areas, we found 82 schools that may be operating much like 
dual academies. But this dual academy structure was not apparent from the web 
information we reviewed or from the school names. 

At the middle and high school levels, it is likely that teachers in coed schools on the 
continuum toward dual academies teach boys and girls in separate subject classes. But in 
schools with elementary grades it is more likely that a teacher will have a grade level class 
for boys or girls covering all subjects. !ǎ ƴƻǘŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ άYŜȅ CƛƴŘƛƴƎǎέ ŘƛǎŎǳǎǎƛƻƴ and in the 
Dec. 2014 OCR guidance, it is unlikely that schools that separate their students by sex for 
most classes can adequately justify this sex segregation. 

¶ Total Increase in Coed Schools with Single-sex Academic Classes 

Table 1A shows an increase in the number of coed schools with single-sex academic classes 
from the 2007-10 totals to the current 2011-12 totals. The green columns of Table 1A show the 
total number of schools identified with single-sex education. In the 2007-10 report, FMF 
identified 646 coed schools practicing deliberate sex segregation. In the current report, FMF 
identified 805 coed schools practicing deliberate sex segregation. 

¶ Grade Levels of Coed Schools Reporting Single-sex Academic Classes  

Table 2 shows the numbers of coed and single-sex schools by state and school grade level for 
2007-10 and 2011-1225. With the exception of the increased number of single-sex high schools 
in the 2011-12 lists from 106 in 2007-10 to 264 in 2011-12, the totals of coed and single-sex 
elementary and middle schools were similar for each time period26. For example, in the 2007-10 
time period, we identified 304 middle schools with single-sex classes and for 2011-12 we 
identified 294. The parallel totals for elementary schools were 236 in 2007-10 and 247 for 2011-
12. There were increases of at least 10 high schools from 2007-10 to 2011-12 in AR, CA, KS, MI, 
MO, NC, and TX.  

                                                           
25

 For consistency we are describing the results as 2007-10 but the actual counts of identified coed schools with 
single-sex classes were from the state profiles updated to 2009 in the FMF 2007-10 report and were not based on 
άǊŀǿέ /w5/ нлмл ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜǎΦ IƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǘŀƭƭȅ ǎƛƴƎƭŜ-sex schools lists in the 2007-10 report were updated to 
2010 from various sources. The same was true for the totally single-sex schools in the FMF 2014 report.  
26

 As in the 2007-мл CaC ǊŜǇƻǊǘΣ CaC ǳǎŜŘ ƎǳƛŘŀƴŎŜ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ǎŎƘƻƻƭ ƴŀƳŜ όά·έ aƛŘŘƭŜ {ŎƘƻƻƭύ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƳƳƻƴ 
definitions to categorize schools by elementary, (Pre-K to 6); middle (grades 4-8); and high school (grades 8-12). In 
both studies, when schools did not fit neatly into one of these categories, FMF selected the level which had the 
single-sex classes or the lower level if there was no information. 
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¶ Disparities by Sex in Coed Schools Reporting Single-sex Academic Classes 

More of the single-sex academic classes in coed schools were for boys than girls. As previously 
described, List 2 includes details on 699 identified coed schools with single-sex academic classes 
for 2011-12, sorted by state. It includes numbers of classes in the requested subject areas such 
ŀǎ ŀƭƎŜōǊŀΣ ƻǘƘŜǊ ƳŀǘƘΣ ǎŎƛŜƴŎŜΣ 9ƴƎƭƛǎƘ ŀƴŘ άƻǘƘŜǊέ ǎǳōƧŜŎǘǎ ŦƻǊ ƎƛǊƭǎ ŀƴŘ ōƻys.  

From examining patterns in both FMF studies using these CRDC- based tables it is clear that 
there were more classes reported for males than females in all subjects ranging from algebra to 
English in both the 201027 and the 2011-12 CRDC results. In an additional analysis of List 2 
results, we also found that more of the 699 coed schools only provided single-sex classes for 
boys than for girls, but most of the 699 coed schools provided single-sex classes for both girls 
and boys.  

The largest disparity in the number of single-sex classes offered to boys and girls for 2011-12 
was Algebra, in which boys received 58% of the classes and girls received 42%. The second 
highest disparity was in English, were boys received 53% of the classes and girls received 47%. 
hǘƘŜǊ aŀǘƘ ŎƭŀǎǎŜǎ ŀƴŘ άhǘƘŜǊέ ŎƭŀǎǎŜǎ ƘŀŘ Ŝǉǳŀƭ ǊŀǘƛƻǎΣ ǿƘŜǊŜ ōƻȅǎ ǊŜŎŜƛǾŜŘ рн҈ ƻŦ ƻŦŦŜǊŜŘ 
classes and girls received 48%. Science classes had the lowest disparity, where boys were 
offered 51% of classes and girls were offered 49%. 

¶ Disparities by Race in Coed Schools Reporting Single-sex Academic Classes 

The racial composition of the student bodies of these 699 coed schools with single-sex classes 
appear to be representative of their urban, suburban and rural locations. We were able to find 
the racial composition for all but seven schools, so the following percentages are based on 691 
schools rather than 69928 (See List 1). Forty-three percent, or 295, of these schools have a 
majority (51% or above) minority population. The minority populations in these schools were 
most commonly African American or Latino/a, but we found one school that served an Asian 
majority and several that served a Native American majority.  There were 76 schools with at 
least 75% Black student bodies. Only 35% of the 691 schools, or 243, have an overwhelming 
majority (75%) of white students. Many of these schools have diverse student bodies, but we 
do not have information on the distribution of minority students within the single-sex academic 
classes. Most of this racial composition inŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ŎŀƳŜ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ άƎǊŜŀǘǎŎƘƻƻƭǎΦŎƻƳέ 
information on the school. 

Summary Information on Public K-12 Single-sex Schools 

¶ Identification of Single-sex All-girl and All-boy Public Schools 

We used multiple data sources to provide a more definitive list of the all-boy and all-girl schools 
for 2011-14. (See List 3:  All-girl Public Schools Identified in 2011-14, Organized by State, and 
List 4: All-boy Public Schools Identified in 2011-14, Organized by State.) Since the single-sex 
                                                           
27

 See Table 3 in FMF 2007-млΣ άнлмл /w5/ {ƛƴƎƭŜ-sex Academic Classes by State όaƛƴǳǎ CƭƻǊƛŘŀ ϧ b¸/ύέΦ 
28

 In addition to the actual school or school district website, we also used the Great Schools and School Digger 
websites which had systematic information on racial composition of the students. 
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questions in the CRDCs for 2009-10 and 2011-12 explicitly requested responses only from coed 
schools, we had to use other strategies to identify the all-boy and all-girl public K-12 schools. 
We used three strategies: (1) We looked at the enrollment data for all schools in the 2011-12 
CRDC and identified those schools that only had one sex enrolled and that had over 100 
students29. (2) We updated our previous lists of single-sex public schools (See the list in 
Appendix B) of all-girl and all-boy public schools and dual academies identified during 2007-10 
from our FMF 2007-10 report (Part 1, Appendix D). We also updated the more recent FMF work 
of Carley Towne and Abby Weingarten in identifying these single-sex public schools. (3) We 
checked the websites of (and about) the schools (including Great Schools websites) to learn if 
the schools were still in operation, still single-sex, and if they should be categorized as a coed 
dual academy. We did not do a broader search or have a chance to systematically ask state and 
other Title IX coordinators to identify additional public single-sex schools that we may have 
missed. 

As we did in preparing our List 1 of coed schools with single-sex academic classes and in the 
2007-10 FMF report, we did not include coed and single-sex schools that were established to 
serve adjudicated students in the juvenile justice system or schools which focused on students 
with behavioral/drug/mental health problems such as the chain of 18 Pace schools for girls in 
Florida. We did not include single-sex schools where the CRDC enrollment data showed less 
than 100 students.  And as previously discussed, we counted the dual academies each as one 
coed school, not as two single-sex schools.30 Similarly, as with the 2007-10 FMF study we did 
not count small single-sex schools within larger coed schools. Instead, we included dual 
academies and schools within schools in List 1 as coed schools with single-sex academic classes. 
CRDC appeared to do the same.  So did school districts. 

In New York City we found that some single-sex schools even in the same building may be called 
separate schools if they separately serve elementary or middle school students. For our 
reporting purposes we counted schools such as the NY 9ȄŎŜƭƭŜƴŎŜ DƛǊƭΩǎ /ƘŀǊǘŜǊ 9ƭŜƳŜƴǘŀǊȅ 
School (K-пύ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ 9ȄŎŜƭƭŜƴŎŜ DƛǊƭΩǎ /ƘŀǊǘŜǊ aƛŘŘƭŜ !ŎŀŘŜƳȅ ŀǎ ǘǿƻ ǎŜǇŀǊŀǘŜ ǎŎƘƻƻƭǎ ŜǾŜƴ ƛŦ 
they are in the same building.31 

Lists 3 and 4 provide detailed lists of all-girl and all-boy schools identified in 2011-14. These 
single-sex schools are organized by state, much like List 1 lists of coed schools with single-sex   
classes. The identification of these 106 single-sex schools was difficult due to problems with the 
enrollment information from the CRDC and other federal sources such as the Common Core 

                                                           
29

 We and previous FMF research by Carley Towne found many schools with enrollments of no girls or boys to be 
ǾŜǊȅ ǎƳŀƭƭ ǎŎƘƻƻƭǎΣ ƻŦǘŜƴ ǎŜǊǾƛƴƎ ŦŜǿŜǊ ǘƘŀƴ мл ǎǘǳŘŜƴǘǎΦ {ƻƳŜ ǿŜǊŜ ǎƳŀƭƭ άǎŎƘƻƻƭǎέ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ŀ ƭŀǊƎŜǊ ǎŎƘƻƻƭ ƻǊ 
prison. Thus, since we were interested in general single-sex public schools we eliminated these small enrollment 
schools by setting our cutoff as 100 students. 
30

 The ED 2006 Title IX regulation and the OCR Dec. 2014 guidance also use this distinction of needing separate 
administrators to classify as two single-sex schools rather than one coed school with single-sex classes. The four 
dual academies in List 1 are: James Irwin Charter Middle School in Colorado Springs; Southwest Leadership 
Academy Charter School (Elementary and Middle) in Philadelphia; Morningside Middle School in Charleston, SC; 
and Langston Charter (Middle School) in Geenville, SC.  With the exception of Langston Charter Middle School, 
these dual academies have mostly African American and Latino/a student populations. 
31

 The NYC Department of Education also counted them as separate schools. 
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Data as described in more detail in the methodological challenges section of this report. It 
would have been much easier if the CRDC had requested information on the status of single-sex 
public schools instead of explicitly excluding them from its question as was done in the two 
/w5/Ωǎ όнл09-10 & 2011-12) but not in the 2006 CRDC which first asked a question about  
single-sex classes. 
 

¶ Findings for Single-sex All-girl and All-boy Public Schools 

Totally Single-sex Schools: We found 106 single-sex public schools currently in operation 
serving approximately 21,758 students (see Lists 3 and 4). The numbers have increased since 
our FMF 2007-10 report, when we counted 82 single-sex public schools (see Table 1A). The 
girlsΩ schools have increased from 47 to 67 while the FMF 2007-10 report showed 35 all-boy 
schools, our current 2011-14 list has 39 all-boy schools. The maps show how the same-sex 
public schools are primarily in the east and Midwest regions of the US and the urban areas. 

Comparison of All-boy and All-girl Schools: Currently, there are more all-girls schools in 
operation with 67 schools throughout the nation serving approximately 11,817 girls (See List 4), 
while there are only 39 all-boys schools in operation serving approximately 9,941 boys (See List 
3).  

The enrollment totals for girlsΩ schools are higher than for boysΩ schools. The single-sex school 
with the highest enrollment was the long-established32 Philadelphia High School for Girls with 
an enrollment of 994.33 The Frederick Law Olmsted Academy North in Louisville, Kentucky at 
759 had the highest enrollment for boys. The average enrollment for the girlsΩ schools was 321 
and for boys, 284. 
 
Eight of the all-girls schools focused on the needs of pregnant and parenting students. 
However, it should be noted that when we first looked at the enrollment data from the 2011-12 
CRDC, there were more all-boys schools than all-girls schools, but the number quickly 
decreased when we took out juvenile justice centers. This is largely due to the fact that there 
are far more all-boys juvenile justice centers (270) than all-girls juvenile justice centers (41) as 
reported by the 2011-12 CRDC enrollment data. If we had excluded the 8 public schools for 
pregnant and parenting teens and included the juvenile justice centers, the numbers of single-
sex schools/centers for boys compared to single-sex schools for girls would have increased 
significantly. 
 
Racial Composition of Single-sex Public Schools: The majority of single-sex public schools 
currently in operation serve mostly Latino/a and African American middle school and high 
school students and are predominately located in urban areas. In single-sex schools where we 
were able to acquire information on the racial composition of the student body, we found that 
the vast majority (all but three), serve primarily African American and Latino/a students (see 

                                                           
32

 This and a few other single-sex public schools established before Title IX in 1972 were allowed to continue. 
33

 We understand that boys are allowed to attend this academic high school, but have not enrolled. The 
Pennsylvania ERA was used to allow girls to attend the previous parallel academic high school for boys. 
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Lists 3 and 4). Some are college preparatory academies while others focus on areas such as 
business or leadership. Many of the early single-sex public education facilities served African 
American boys who were having trouble in school, but now it is likely that these alternative 
schools are mostly male, but coed. 

Grade Levels: While these single-sex schools serve students K-12, the majority (67 out of 106) 
serve middle and high school students (See Lists 3 and 4). Many of these single-sex schools have 
a large span of grades, often serving grades 6-12. Thus, we counted them as Middle/High 
Schools. The same pattern is true for coed schools offering single-sex classes with 410 schools 
out of the 646 total schools identified serving middle and high school students in 2007-10 and 
an even higher total of 593 out of 699 coed schools in 2011-12 serving middle and high school 
students (See Table 2). These patterns are consistent with our 2007-10 FMF report in which 56 
out of 82 total single-sex schools served middle or high school students. 

Missing Information on Sex-segregated Public Education 

We do not know how many schools accurately report that they have single-sex academic 
classes. An analysis of additional information from our case study of South Carolina (SC) helps 
us understand some of the limits of the information we have reported (see Appendix D). For 
example, this analysis suggests that the CRDC reports of SC schools with single-gender34 classes 
for 2011-12 represent a substantial under-reporting ǿƘŜƴ ŎƻƳǇŀǊŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ {/Ωǎ ƻǿƴ ƭƛǎǘ ƻŦ 
schools offering single-gender classes in 2011-12 (Appendix D). It also appears that schools can 
be encouraged or discouraged from implementing sex segregation by their state education 
agency. For example, the more recent SC information on coed schools with single-sex academic 
classes for 2012-3 and the current information on the schoolsΩ plans for this segregation for the 
2014-5 school year indicate substantial decreases (see Appendix E). 

The following sections of this report will provide more details on what we have learned from 
South Carolina, recent ACLU Title IX complaints in Florida, ŀƴŘ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻƴ bŜǿ ¸ƻǊƪ /ƛǘȅΩǎ 
schools, which show an undercount of these schools reporting single-sex education on their 
2011-12 CRDC responses. 

¶ Highlights of the Case Study:  Single-gender Education in South Carolina  

SC has been the most active state in promoting single-sex ƻǊ όŀǎ ǘƘŜȅ Ŏŀƭƭ ƛǘύ άǎƛƴƎƭŜ-ƎŜƴŘŜǊέ 
education. This case study of single-gender education in South Carolina in Appendix C provides 
more insights on what is happening in SC related to single-gender education and helps identify 
missing SC information in the 2011-12 CRDC on public K-12 coed schools with deliberate single-
sex academic classes. It also provides examples of how we categorized dual academies as coed 
public schools with single-sex academic classes. 

                                                           
34

 The term single-gender, rather that single-sex, is often used by advocates of sex-segregated education.  The 
State Education Agency in South Carolina has had a program supporting single-gender education which has 
focused on single-sex classes in coed public schools. 
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South Carolina has been the only state to self-report on the status of single-sex education in its 
public schools and to have an office in its State Education Department that encouraged and 
assisted schools to create single-sex classes by providing a website, teacher training, a 
newsletter, and technical assistance. This office published yearly lists of its coed public schools 
that provided single-gender classes on its website. In the 2008-9 school year it reported 216 
coed schools with single-gender classesτthe most from any state, any year.  

We used the SC annual reports listing public schools offering single-gender classes to help verify 
the CRDC results and learn more about decreases in these schools over the years. Appendix D 
lists 106 SC schools with single-gender classes for 2011-12, the same year as the CRDC 
responses from coed schools with single-sex academic classes. We found that three of the SC 
schools in the CRDC 2011-12 list of 84 SC schools in List 1 were not on SC own list of 106 άSC 
Schools offering Single-Gender Classes 2011-мнέ ό!ǇǇŜƴŘƛȄ 5). However, we also found more 
extensive under-reporting on the 2011-12 CRDC of SC coed schools with single-sex academic 
classes. It appears that based on the SC listing in Appendix D of 106 schools and the CRDC listing 
of 84 schools that 22 SC schools with single-sex classes may have failed to report to the CRDC 
that they were coed schools with single-sex academic classes. However, upon closer 
examination of Appendix D, we found that seven of these 22 schools were correctly not 
included in the CRDC list. Four of them listed physical education as their only single-gender 
classes and one of them oƴƭȅ ƭƛǎǘŜŘ άŀŘǾƛǎƻǊȅέ.35 Additionally, two other schools on this SC list 
of 106 schools were Willow Lane DJJ grade 6-12 juvenile justice facility for girls and Birchwood 
High DJJ grade 6-12 juvenile justice facility for boys. (FMF excluded juvenile justice facilities 
from our lists of specifically identified schools with sex segregation.) The CRDC requested 
information only on academic classes in coed schools. We did not add the remaining 15 
undercounted SC coed schools with single-gender classes in List 1.  

In addition to this insight on under-reporting of coed schools with single-sex classes in the 
2011-12 CRDC, an examination of subsequent SC annual reports on their schools with single-
gender classes shows decreases in schools with single-sex classes. The SC report in 2012-13 
showed 69 schools with single-gender classes and the initial information on the 2014-15 school 
year in Appendix E indicated only 26 schools. 

The South Carolina case study has also been useful in clarifying how we count dual academy 
schools as one coed school with single-sex classes, rather than as two  schoolsτone for girls, 
and one for boys. The Langston Charter Middle School for Boys and for Girls in Greenville was 
counted as one coed dual academy school in the SC list and in the FMF Table 1 list. Likewise, in 
Charleston, Morningside Middle School (Arms Academy at Morningside Middle School for 363 
boys and the sister Excel Academy at Morningside Middle School for 319 girls) was counted as 
one dual academy in the FMF Table 1 list of 699 schools and in the SC 2011-12 list of schools 
with single-gender classes (Appendix D). The Morningside dual academy middle school has 
separate classes for boys and girls and while they eat in the cafeteria at the same time, the girls 
sit in the front of the room and the boys in the back.  Langston Charter and Morningside Middle 
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 This was probably a single-sex home room period. 
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Schools have one principal for the girls and boys, share the same building, and are classified as 
coed schools with single-gender classes by South Carolina. See Appendix B. 

As part of the case study of SC, in July 2014, we examined the websites of each of the 69 
ǎŎƘƻƻƭǎ ƭƛǎǘŜŘ ƻƴ {ƻǳǘƘ /ŀǊƻƭƛƴŀΩǎ нлмн-2013 list of schools with single-gender classes to see if 
they described their single-gender programs. We found that only 10 schools out of the 69 
listed, made it clear that they had single-gender classes. Even the dual academy schools we just 
discussed failed to justify or explain their single-sex practices. 

¶ Additional Evidence of Missing Information in Florida and New York City 

Florida: FMF obtained information on schools with sex-segregated education from the detailed 
American Civil Liberties Union (ACLU) investigations of schools which had potentially sex 
discriminatory sex segregation. Examples of sex discrimination and sex stereotyping in many of 
ǘƘŜǎŜ ǎŎƘƻƻƭǎ ǿŜǊŜ ŘŜǎŎǊƛōŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ !/[¦ ²ƻƳŜƴΩǎ wƛƎƘǘǎ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ aŀȅ нлмп ¢ƛǘƭŜ L· ŎƻƳǇƭŀƛƴǘǎ 
in Florida36. However, ACLU did not try to identify all Florida schools with single-sex education.  
Only six of the eleven coed schools in Hillsborough County identified in this ACLU complaint (of 
schools approved to operate single-sex classes in 2013-14) were included in our list of 699 coed 
schools with single-sex classes in List 1. It is possible that two of the elementary schools that 
intended to conduct sex-segregated classes decided not to do so, but it is also likely that the 
Florida 2011-12 CRDC-based totals of coed schools with single-sex classes should have been 
larger. For example, three Hillsborough County elementary schools (Just Elementary School; 
Lanier Elementary School, and Philip Shore Elementary School) should have been included in 
the 2011-12 CRDC response as having single-sex classes unless these classes started in 
subsequent years. The Title IX coordinator in Florida has been summarizing the recent school 
district equity reports which contain information on schools with single-sex education.  

New York City: Another example of under-reporting for single-sex classes is New York City 
(NYC). Out of all 588 public schools in New York City that responded to the 2011-12 CRDC, none 
reported that they had single-sex academic classes. This did not seem likely since NYC had the 
largest number of fully single-sex public schools and there were no explicit policies that 
prohibited single-sex academic classes in coed schools. Additionally, we learned of a school 
ŎŀƭƭŜŘ bŜǎǘҌa ǘƘŀǘ Ƙŀǎ άǎƛƴƎƭŜ-ƎŜƴŘŜǊέ ƳŀǘƘ ŎƭŀǎǎŜǎ ƛƴ ƎǊŀŘŜǎ с-8 and physics classes in grade 
9. They choose to offer these classes when they have comparable boy-to-girl ratios. Though we 
have not been able to verify that they provided these classes for the 2011-2012 school year, 
they mention both classes on their website clearly and we confirmed that they are providing 
single-sex physics for the 2014-15 school year at least. 37 

                                                           
36 American Civil Liberties Union (ACLU) (2014). Complaints about violations of Title IX and Teach kids, not 

stereotypes.  https://www.aclu.org/womens-rights/teach-kids-not-stereotypes;  
American Civil Liberties Union (ACLU, May 13, 2014) Complaint to Hillsborough County Public Schools.  
https://www.aclu.org/files/assets/aclu_-_hcps_complaint_05.13.14.pdf 

37
 We spoke to Stephanie Glasgall, the guidance counselor for grades 9 and 11, on October 28

th
, 2014. She 

confirmed the presence of single-gender physics classes for 9
th
 grade students for the 2013-14 year. She was not 

able to verify whether they were implemented for the 2011-12 year. 

https://www.aclu.org/womens-rights/teach-kids-not-stereotypes
https://www.aclu.org/files/assets/aclu_-_hcps_complaint_05.13.14.pdf
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¶ Implications of Missing Information 

These examples of under-reporting highlight the importance of using better ways to keep track 
of schools practicing deliberate sex segregation so that an accurate understanding of the 
problem can be reached. In the 2010 CRDC results on coed schools, New York City reported 882 
schools with single-sex academic classes. This number was an extremely high outlier compared 
to the other totals. Because we never received any explanation or verification of this number, 
we did not include New York City in our New York State totals in the FMF 2007-10 report. If 
cities and states kept track of the schools with deliberate sex segregation, then the CRDC 
results could be checked against those lists for accuracy, enabling stakeholders access to 
accurate information. 

It is likely that under-ǊŜǇƻǊǘƛƴƎ ƻŦ ǎƻƳŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ фрΣсмо ǎŎƘƻƻƭǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜŘ άƴƻέ ǘƻ ǘƘe CRDC 
2011-12 guiding question regarding single-sex classes38 is not limited to the 15 missing South 
Carolina schools, the schools ACLU has been investigating in Florida, and only one school in 
NYC.  

METHODOLOGICAL CHALLENGES  

This section reviews methodological challenges in identifying, categorizing, and verifying 
findings for all US public K-12 schools that practice single-sex education. Previous sections have 
provided the context for these concerns and examples of how one of our major data bases, the 
CRDC, a responsibility of the Office for Civil Rights in ED, has improved. This section discusses 
these improvements as well as continued methodological challenges in identifying deliberate 
sex-segregated public education. 

Improved CRDC Data on Coed Schools with Single-sex Academic Classes 

The 2009-10 CRDC was based on a large sample (72,000) schools but there were numerous 
problems with the responses to the single-sex class questions especially in Florida and New 
York City. The same questions on single-sex academic classes were used in the 2009-10 and the 
2011-12 CRDC39 but in the FMF 2007-10 report we eliminated the totals from Florida and New 
York City because they were too large to be accurate. Some of these response flaws appear to 
have been corrected in the 2011-12 CRDC results, but NYC probably still has problems since 
going from 882 coed schools reporting single-sex academic classes in its 2010 CRDC responses 
to 0 in the 2011-12 CRDC is unrealistic.40 

The OCR reports a 99.2% school response rate for the 2011-12 mandatory universal CRDC and a 
98.4% school district response rate. There were 22 schools that did not answer the single-sex 
ƎǳƛŘƛƴƎ ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴ άDoes this school have single-sex classes in a co-educational school? Yes/ No.έ 
However, 819 schools answered that they were coed schools with single-sex classes (and 

                                                           
38

  See Appendix A on information on 2011-12 CRDC respondents. 
39

 See Appendix A, Table Layout for Civil Rights Data Collection (CRDC) Questions on Single-sex Academic Classes in 
2009-10, 2011-12, 2013-14 and 2015-16  
40

 See Table 1B in this report. 
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provided data on their single-sex academic classes.) The remaining 95,смо ǎŎƘƻƻƭǎ ǎŀƛŘ άƴƻέ ǘƻ 
the question about whether they had single-sex classes. This is a major improvement for the 
άȅŜǎέ ǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜǊǎΦ  ¢he first 2006 CRDC to ask this question resulted in 6518 schools answering 
άyesέ they had single-sex classes, but only 2885 of these schools reported any information on 
any specific single-sex class in response to the follow-up question asking if they had classes for 
girls and boys in different subject areas.41 

We also found improvements in the CRDC 2011-12 responses on numbers of single-sex classes 
as reported in List 2. The FMF 2007-10 study found that many schools counted numbers of 
students rather than numbers of classes. Thus, the totals were inflated. In the List 2: Coed 
Public Schools with  Academic Classes for 2011-14, Sorted by State, there were only a few 
schools that reported unreasonably high numbers of single-sex academic classes, such as the 
ннр άhǘƘŜǊ ŎƭŀǎǎŜǎέ ŦƻǊ ƳŀƭŜǎ ŦƻǊ /ƘƛƭƭƛŎƻǘƘŜ aƛŘŘƭŜ {ŎƘƻƻƭ ƛƴ ahΦ Lƴ ǘƘƛǎ ŀƴŘ ŀ ŦŜǿ ƻǘƘŜǊ ŎŀǎŜǎΣ 
it is likely that students, rather than classes, were counted. The instructions on counting only 
classes, not students, were clearer in the 2011-мн /w5/ ǘƘŀƴ ƛƴ нлмлΦ ¢ƘŜȅ ǎŀƛŘ ά9ƴǘŜǊ ǘƘŜ 
number of single-sex academic classes in each subject area. Count classes, not courses, or 
ǎǘǳŘŜƴǘǎΦέό!ǇǇŜƴŘƛȄ !ύΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ƛǎ ǇǊƻōŀōƭȅ ŀ ƪŜȅ ǊŜŀǎƻƴ ǿƘȅ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǘŀƭ ǊŜǇƻǊǘǎ ƻŦ ǎƛƴƎƭŜ-sex 
academic classes were so much lower in the 2011-12 CRDC results than in the 2010 CRDC 
results.   
 
The totals of reported classes in the various subjects for 2011-14 were about half of the 
previous CRDC 2010 totals even though the data for CRDC 2010 survey included 100342 schools 
compared to the 699 used in the FMF List 2. This reduction in reported total classes applied to 
ŀƭƭ ŎƭŀǎǎŜǎ ŜȄŎŜǇǘ άƻǘƘŜǊέ ŎƭŀǎǎŜǎ ŦƻǊ ŦŜƳŀƭŜǎΦ We note the highest numbers of classes for both 
ōƻȅǎ ŀƴŘ ƎƛǊƭǎ ǿŀǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƛƴŀŘŜǉǳŀǘŜƭȅ ŘŜŦƛƴŜŘ άhǘƘŜǊέ classes category. We assume that these 
CRDC responders excluded physical education classes from their reporting as directed, but do 
ƴƻǘ ƪƴƻǿ ǿƘŀǘ ǘȅǇŜǎ ƻŦ άƻǘƘŜǊέ ŎƭŀǎǎŜǎ ǿŜǊŜ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜŘΦ Similarly, there is still room for 
improvement on the CRDC questions about types of single-sex academic classes. For example, 
some elementary schools have entire grades that are sex-segregated43 and there were no 
ƛƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴǎ ƻƴ Ƙƻǿ ŀ ŦƛǊǎǘ ƎǊŀŘŜ Ŏƭŀǎǎ ŦƻǊ ƎƛǊƭǎ ƻǊ ōƻȅǎ ǿŀǎ ǎǳǇǇƻǎŜŘ ǘƻ Ŏƻǳƴǘ ǘƘŜƛǊ άhǘƘŜǊ 
ƳŀǘƘέΣ ά9ƴƎƭƛǎƘέΣ ά{ŎƛŜƴŎŜέ ƻǊ άhǘƘŜǊέ ŎƭŀǎǎŜǎΦ .ŜǘǘŜǊ ƛƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴǎ ƻƴ ǘƘƛǎ ŀǊŜ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 
single-sex questions in the 2013-14 and 2015-16 CRDC. (See Appendix A). 
  
In summary, the improvements to CRDC responses to questions about single-sex education are 
encouraging. The lower total numbers of reported single-sex academic classes in CRDC 2011-12 
increase our confidence in the responses because it is likely that this drop in total numbers of 
single-sex classes was due to more appropriate reporting of classes in the 2011-12 results than 
in the earlier years.  

However, despite the high response rate reported by OCR for the 2011-12 CRDC for the single-
sex questions and evidence of more accurate responses, we found some problems with the raw 
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 See FMF 2007-10 Part I, List 1. 
42

 See FMF 2007-10 Part I, Table 3. 
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 See Appendix D, South Carolina list of its schools with single-gender classes in 2011-12. 
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CRDC results which we addressed in our partial verification efforts and in drawing conclusions 
about coed schools with single-sex classes and all-boy and all-girl single-sex schools.  

Identification and Categorization Challenges 
 

As discussed previously, it is difficult to tabulate even deliberate public school single-sex 
education activities because of the wide variety of these strategies, schools, and the lack of 
clear CRDC definitions of schools.  In addressing these challenges we describe our 
categorization decisions related to the: 
  

¶ Inclusion of Co-Educational Schools With an Academic Focus  
 
In developing our List 1 of specifically identified coed schools with single-sex classes, we 
excluded 38 schools that self-identified as juvenile justice schools on the 2011-12 CRDC. We 
also excluded 7 schools that closed by 2014. Although the CRDC asked for self-identification of 
juvenile justice schools, we found that some CRDC respondents did not identify themselves as 
juvenile justice schools (even ƛŦ ǘƘŜȅ ƘŀŘ ŀ ƴŀƳŜ ƭƛƪŜ άǇǊƛǎƻƴ ŜŘǳŎŀǘƛƻƴέ). Thus, we also 
excluded these juvenile justice schools and behavioral treatment schools from the list of 819 
coed schools that reported having single-sex classes. We also excluded eight all-girl schools or 
all-boy schools that mistakenly responded to the single-sex classes question in the 2011-12 
CRDC which was only for coed schools. Instead, we added them to the list of 106 single-sex 
schools in the List 3 and 4, Lists of All-girl and All-boy Public Schools Identified in 2011-12, 
Organized by State.  
 
To obtain more accurate data on all public schools with single-sex classes, we have 
recommended to OCR that they stop excluding the totally single-sex schools in CRDC from 
survey questions about single-sex education. However, OCR is continuing to request 
information only on coed schools with single-sex classes in the 2013-14 and 2015-16 CRDC.  
(See http://www2.ed.gov/about/offices/list/ocr/data.html?src=rt/ or Appendix A: CRDC 
Questions about Single-sex Academic Classes for 2009-10, 2011-12, & 2013-14, 2015-16.) 
 

¶ Identification of All-boy and All-girl Schools from Enrollment Data  
As discussed in the identification of single-ǎŜȄ ǎŎƘƻƻƭǎ ǎŜŎǘƛƻƴ ǳƴŘŜǊ ά5ŜǘŀƛƭŜŘ CƛƴŘƛƴƎǎέΣ ǎince 
the CRDC did not request information on single-sex (all-girl or all-boy) public schools, the OCR 
staff suggested that we might be able to identify these schools from ED data bases by finding 
schools that had zero male or zero female students enrolled. In previous FMF research, Klein 
and Towne tried to identify single-sex public schools in the US by using the enrollment 
information from the Common Core of Data (CCD) collected by the ED National Center for 
Education Statistics. This school enrollment data was reported by student sex and submitted by 
the states. However, there were two major categorization challenges with this approach. One 
was that the school might not be purposefully excluding the other sex.  The other larger 
problem was that the definition of a school was too broad to be useful. Many schools reporting 
only male or female students had fewer than 10 students enrolled in the whole school. When 
we checked on similar school enrollment data in the 2011-12 CRDC we found the same 

http://www2.ed.gov/about/offices/list/ocr/data.html?src=rt/
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definitional challenge and decided to use a total school enrollment of at least 100 students 
before including the school in the lists of single-sex schools, Lists 3 and 4. We also checked 
websites to ascertain that the school had not closed or changed into a coed school.  
 

¶ Counting Similar Schools Such as Dual Academies 
Another categorization challenge is whether we should count single-sex dual academy type 
schools in the same building as one or more schools (See earlier discussion under key findings.) 
As in the FMF 2007-10 report, we counted dual academies that mostly served boys and girls 
separately, but had the same administrators and often the same building, as one coed school 
with single-sex classes. Thus, although different names may suggest two separate single-sex 
public schools, we included the Charleston, South Carolina Excel and Arms Academies at 
Morningside in the List 1 each as one coed school with single-sex classes (rather than as four 
single-sex schools) because each had one building address with the same administration. 
 
However, we counted an all-girl elementary school and an all-girl middle school in the same 
New York City building as two separate schools since they were counted as separate schools by 
the NYC Department of Education. We counted single-sex schools in different locations but 
operated by the same management company as multiple single-sex schools. 

Verification Challenges 

Although we are reporting our results for 2011-12, our specific identification process focused 
on eliminating schools reporting single-sex classes that did not have an academic focus.  
Additionally, in the lists of single-sex schools we excluded schools with fewer than 100 
students. We did not have the resources to systematically identify and add coed schools 
identified in other ways such as from South Carolina or ACLU lists. However, as appropriate, we 
included single-sex schools that we identified in previous FMF reports such as schools in 
Appendix B. As noted previously, our verification process of checking current websites of the 
listed coed schools helped us eliminate schools that no longer existed or that were juvenile 
justice or behavioral treatment centers. The websites of the listed coed schools rarely had 
information on their single-sex classes44, thus we were not able to confirm that they were 
continuing this practice in 2014 or if they plan to do so in 2014-15. 

¶ Lack of Other Lists of Public Schools With Single-sex Education 
We used previous FMF reports and files on schools with single-sex education as the basis of our 
information but have not been able to find other recent national lists of public schools with 
single-sex academic classes to help us verify this information. The former National Association 
for Single Sex Public Education (NASSPE) used to publish such a list (of its clients and contacts) 
but discontinued this practice when they learned that organizations, such as the ACLU, used 
their information to identify schools that may have been violating Title IX. Although we have 
requested information on schools with single-sex classes and single-sex schools from charter 
school associations, these associations have not provided this information. Even in looking at 
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 This was even true for the South Carolina list of its 2012-13 schools with single-gender classes as found in the 
July 2014 South Carolina Case Study summarized earlier and included in Appendix C. 
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websites, it was often difficult to distinguish a public charter from other public schools. It is 
likely that there is an under-reporting of charter and magnet school in Lists, 1, 3, and 4. 
 
FMF plans to share information from this report with Title IX coordinators in all the states and 
ask them to verify and update the lists of coed schools with single-sex classes and the all-boy 
and all-girl public schools in their state. 

¶ Lack of Sufficient Information on  Education on School Websites  
Names of schools and school districts (and states) were provided in the CRDC responses. This 
helped us identify the school websites which we used to learn more about the schools such as 
whether it was an elementary, middle, or high school. However, sometimes the school names 
changed or different versions of the name were used so the matching with an appropriate 
website, if the website existed, was a challenge. The school or school district websites or 
related websites describing the school such as the άDǊŜŀǘ {ŎƘƻƻƭǎέ websites often provided 
information on racial demographics of the students attending the school and school ratings. 
However, none of the Great Schools websites and few of the schoolsΩ own websites provided 
any information on their single-sex classes or justifications for establishing single-sex classes or 
schools. Similarly, there was little information on the continuation or ending of single-sex 
classes on school or school district websites. 

 

DETAILED RECOMMENDATIONS 

This 2014 FMF analysis looked at the challenges in identifying public schools that have 
deliberate sex-segregated education. Other analyses including the FMF 2007-10 sex segregation 
report (Klein 2012 especially Parts II and III), ACLU reports (ACLU, 2014) and academic studies 
(Halpern, et. al, 2011; Pahlke, et. al., 2014) have documented why this sex segregation is often 
illegal and unjustified in terms of educational practices and outcomes, as well as costly. These 
recommendations focus on how these schools can be better identified as the first step in 
learning if the sex segregation should be allowed to continue. Since one of the early 
justifications for single-sex schools was to allow parents and students more choice in their 
education options, it is disappointing that so little publicly available information on these 
schools is available from Internet searches. It is also surprising that websites of coed schools 
offering single-sex classes rarely even mention the availability of their single-sex classes. 

All stakeholders concerned with improving education and gender equality should have a role in 
implementing the following four recommendations although some are focused on the 
responsibilities of specified stakeholders such as federal agencies. Key stakeholders include 
responsible federal, state, school district and school authorities especially Title IX coordinators.  
They also include other equity advocates ǎǳŎƘ ŀǎ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘŜǊǎΣ ǿƻƳŜƴΩǎ ŀƴŘ ŎƛǾƛƭ ǊƛƎƘǘǎ 
organizations, community activists, parents, teachers, and students.  

1. Responsible authorities should make information on public schools that practice sex 
segregation transparent and available to all stakeholders in multiple ways, including 
mandatory reporting on school and school district websites. This public information 
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should describe the nature and extent of the single-sex education in the school and the 
evidence-based justification for why each use is likely to improve student outcomes 
without contributing to inequities in the distribution of education resources or reinforcing 
sex and race stereotypes.  
 

This report and past experience has revealed that very few public schools provide any 
information on their websites about their single- sex education practices.  All stakeholders 
should be able to find helpful, detailed, easily accessible and verified information on the 
existence of, and justification for, deliberate sex segregation in public K-12 education on district 
and school websites. This information should be used to make informed decisions about 
whether the sex segregation should be allowed. It should also be used by parents and students 
to decide if they want to participate in any single-sex classes or activities or attend a single-sex 
school. An important part of this information should be the evaluation evidence showing that 
the sex segregation is not sex discriminatory and that it is more effective in increasing student 
achievement than comparable coeducation. The websites should also include information on 
who approved the single-sex education and who is responsible for monitoring its compliance 
with Title IX and other laws and equity policies. The web information should also be dated and 
include names and contact information for Title IX coordinators and other responsible decision-
makers as well as decision dates on allowing the single-sex education to continue. Some of 
these strategies are included in the December 2014 OCR single-sex guidance. Others might be 
considered best practices. 

 
2. Title IX coordinators and other responsible authorities such as state education agencies, 

school boards, leaders of school districts, and schools should play a major role in 
identifying schools with sex segregation and in ending it if it is unjustified and increases 
sex discrimination and stereotyping. 

!ƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ 95Ωǎ h/w ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ƛǘǎ /w5/ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǊŜǉǳŜǎǘƛƴƎ ŎƻƴǘŀŎǘ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻƴ ǎŎƘƻƻƭ ŘƛǎǘǊƛŎǘ 
Title IX and other equity coordinators in its 2013-14 CRDC, many school districts and schools 
have neglected appointing required Title IX coordinators and supporting their work in 
implementing Title IX. With proper information and support Title IX coordinators can play an 
important role in identifying sex discriminatory sex segregation in our public schools. Often 
state Title IX coordinators can provide substantial assistance to district Title IX coordinators, 
who in turn can help school Title IX coordinators. However, since Title IX coordinators are 
employees of the education institution, they need the support of these leaders and decision 
makers. 

2.1  School districts and schools should appoint required Title IX coordinators with the 
qualifications, time, and resources to identify and stop sex discrimination. These Title IX 
coordinators should be informed about the need to give special attention to identifying sex 
discrimination that may be associated with school policies and activities involving single-sex 
education.45 School Boards and district and school administrators should require a report from 
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 Hopefully this will include following useful guidance from the ED OCR on avoiding sex discriminatory single-sex 
education. 
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the Title IX coordinator on policies or practices that allow single-sex activities such as single-sex 
classes. If single-sex practices are identified, they should be described on the district and school 
websites following recommendation 1. 

2.2  Title IX coordinators or other stakeholders in the responsible agencies should use the lists of 
805 schools in this report as a starting point to determine if schools in their jurisdictions are 
continuing their sex segregation in 2014-15. Also, they should identify other schools that are 
implementing sex-segregated education in 2014-15 or plan to do so in the near future but were 
not included in the FMF lists of 805 specifically identified schools. This additional identification 
effort is essential because we found that our lists, based in part on CRDC 2011-12 responses, 
missed some schools with single-sex classes and we know that schools change their single-sex 
education practices from year to year. 

2.3  Title IX coordinators should determine if public schools using any sex segregation strategy 
are doing so in full compliance with Title IX, the US Constitution, and other civil rights laws. 
Organizations such as FMF (Klein, 2013), ACLU (2014) and the National Coalition for Women 
and Girls in Education (NCWGE, 2012) have provided some guidance on how to identify sex 
discriminatory sex segregation, and OCR is expected to provide this guidance soon. The Title IX 
coordinators should be required to sign-off on any continuing or new single-sex education after 
examining the justifications, plans, and evaluations to ensure that they are in full compliance 
with legal and educational standards such as outlined in our FMF 2013 Suggestions for 
9Ǿŀƭǳŀǘƛƻƴ DǳƛŘŜƭƛƴŜǎ ŦƻǊ {ŎƘƻƻƭǎ /ƻƴǘŜƳǇƭŀǘƛƴƎ ƻǊ ¦ǎƛƴƎ {ƛƴƎƭŜπ{ŜȄ 9ŘǳŎŀǘƛƻƴ 
http://www.feminist.org/education/pdfs/SuggestedEvaluationGuidanceSingleSexEd.pdf 

In connection with the above review, Title IX coordinators should be required to issue evidence-
based annual reports on how the single-sex education is or is not in full compliance with these 
laws to support their decisions to approve or disapprove the deliberate sex segregation. This 
and other information on approvals or disapprovals by appropriate decision-makers should be 
ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǎŎƘƻƻƭΩǎ ǿŜōǎƛǘŜΦ  

2.4  If there is some promising, but still inadequate evidence of full-compliance with Title IX and 
other civil rights laws to justify the sex segregation, Title IX coordinators should work with other 
responsible authorities to mend it or end it. In doing so, they may provide a short time frame for 
the school to provide adequate evidence that the sex segregation is non-discriminatory, more 
effective than comparable coeducation, and in compliance with all other procedural guidance, 
such as making sure that it is completely voluntary and that there are truly equally accessible 
comparable quality coed alternatives. 

2.5 Schools and school districts should ensure that they are responding to CRDC and other 
questions about their deliberate sex segregation with full and prompt reporting. One way to do 
this is to have the Title IX coordinators sign off on all responses to questions about sex 
segregation. Much of the missing information on coed schools with single-sex academic classes 
discussed in this FMF report probably resulted from the person who filled out the CRDC not 
knowing about single-sex classes in their schools.  

http://www.feminist.org/education/pdfs/SuggestedEvaluationGuidanceSingleSexEd.pdf


Page 33 
 

Question 28 in the Dec. 2014 OCR guidance describes the Title IX Coordinators role in 
conducting evaluations, but these additional proactive roles described here would also help the 
Title IX Coordinators stop sex discriminatory sex segregation. 

3. Equity advocate stakeholders outside the chain of responsible authorities within 
governmental and education agencies should also play a major role in identifying schools 
that are now using sex segregation and in ending it if it is unjustified and increases sex 
discrimination and stereotyping. 
 

More equity advocates are learning about the problems with deliberate sex-segregated public 
education as discussed in the background information in this report. While they are also aware 
that they can file Title IX complaints or lawsuits, many would prefer to educate and negotiate 
with their school officials to end deliberate sex segregation (which often leads to sex 
discrimination) before it is approved to start or continue. The following recommendations are 
intended to involve equity advocates (generally outside the education institution46) who range 
from researchers to community and organizational activists, to parents.  

3.1  Local and national gender equity organizations with chapters and members across the 
country should form teams to update and expand the FMF list of public schools with sex 
segregation in their areas. When feasible, these teams should work in partnership with Title IX 
coordinators, retired educators, or others familiar with the public schools. For guidance on 
ways to obtain and submit information on sex segregation practices, visit the Feminist Majority 
Foundation website: www.feminist.org/education/sexsegregation.asp  

An early step would be to find and contact Title IX coordinators and other education leaders in 
their local schools to obtain help in identifying any deliberate sex segregation in their local 
schools since it is unlikely that they will find this information on school websites. Even calling 
the school office may not result in accurate information ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ǎŎƘƻƻƭΩǎ ǎŜȄ ǎŜƎǊŜƎŀǘƛƻƴ 
practices. (For information on the important roles of Title IX coordinators and a list of state Title 
IX coordinators, see www.feminist.org/education/TitleIXcoordinatorsNetwork.asp .) To 
reinforce recommendation 1 about the importance of listing district and school level Title IX 
coordinators on their websites, it is important to know that the US Department of Education 
(ED) plans to provide a list of school district Title IX coordinators obtained from responses to a 
question in the 2013-14 CRDC47.  In addition to helping equity advocates identify deliberate sex 
segregation, the Title IX coordinators should benefit from the external gender equity advocates 
interest in their work. 

3.2  If parents, community members, and members of equity organizations believe their schooƭΩǎ 
sex segregation practices are out of compliance with civil rights laws, they can use the resources 

                                                           
46

 Equity advocates may serve as powerful partners within the institution. For example, they may be Union leaders, 
or Title IX or other Equity coordinators or directors.  
47

 ED plans to provide a web listing of Title IX coordinators in postsecondary institutions as promised on page 17 in 
the www.notalone.gov report in the next year. 

http://www.feminist.org/education/sexsegregation.asp
http://www.feminist.org/education/TitleIXcoordinatorsNetwork.asp
http://www.notalone.gov/
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recommended in 2.3 for the Title IX coordinators and other responsible school officials. They can 
also contact ACLU for potential help in filing a sex discrimination complaint or lawsuit.48  

3.3 Equity advocates, especially foundations committed to advancing social justice, should fund 
research and action activities to determine if the sex-segregated public education is 
discriminatory. If it is, they should support follow-up activities to not only end it in the specific 
school, but to use the information to discourage others from related sex-segregated practices. 

4. Federal agencies, especially OCR in ED, should improve their efforts to identify and stop sex 
discriminatory sex-segregated K-12 public education. 

OCR in ED has taken a necessary first step in identifying schools with sex-segregated education. 
This report shows improvements in 2011-12 based on more consistent responses to the CRDC 
questions about single-sex classes in coed schools. We recommend that OCR continue to 
improve their efforts to obtain helpful information on deliberate single-sex public education 
and guidance on improving compliance with Title IX and other civil rights laws related to non-
discriminatory single-sex education and responsibilities of Title IX coordinators. 
 
4.1  We recommend that OCR should continue to improve the CRDC questions about single-sex 
education. h/wΩǎ /w5/ ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴǎ ƻƴ single-sex classes have helped identify many, but not all, 
schools that practice deliberate sex segregation. 49 

The detailed discussion of methodological challenges in this 2014 report leads to the following 
recommendations. 

o Ask explicit questions about whether a school is a single-sex school or a coed 
school with the majority of its academic classes sex segregated without 
comparable coed options and define each. In asking these questions it is 
important to be able to distinguish between single-sex schools which have 
different administrators and often different locations and coed schools with 
extensive sex segregation50.  It would also be helpful to know if the school 
district or charter school authority counts the school as one coed school or two 
single-sex schools.   

o Improve definitions of schools and single-sex schools in particular. (The current 
information on schools and their enrollment of boys or girls only was not a 
totally useful way to identify or verify single-sex public schools. It would also be 
helpful to know if the school has a public policy allowing or excluding students of 
either sex.) 
 

                                                           
48

 Instructions on how to inform ACLU of sex discrimination in sex-separated classes or school may be found on 
https://www.aclu.org/secure/single-sex-education-based-gender-stereotypes 
49 The likelihood of improvements in the next surveys is not high. OCR has already received approval from the 

Office of Budget and Management to use basically the same 2011-12 CRDC questions about single-sex academic 
classes in coed schools in the 2013-14 and 2015-16 CRDC surveys. These questions are in Appendix A.  
50

 Lǘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ƴŜŎŜǎǎŀǊȅ ǘƻ ŘŜŦƛƴŜ ǘƘŜ ǳƴƻŦŦƛŎƛŀƭ ǘŜǊƳ ά5ǳŀƭ !ŎŀŘŜƳȅέ ƛƴ ƳŀƪƛƴƎ ǘƘƛǎ ƛmportant distinction. 
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o For both single-sex schools and coed schools with single sex classes provide 
instructions on whether special student facilities should be counted as schools or 
other facilities, which focus more on student needs related to rehabilitation for 
health, behavioral, or juvenile justice purposes than on academics. Also provide 
instructions on when to count άŀ ǎŎƘƻƻƭ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ŀ ǎŎƘƻƻƭ ƻǊ ƻǘƘŜǊ ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴέ ŀǎ ŀ 
school.  

o Have elementary coed schools designate if they have a single-sex grades for all 
subjects. Then, for example, ask how many of the schools 2nd grade classes with 
the same teacher for all academic subjects are just for girls and just for boys. 
How many are coed?  

o Ask if schools with single-sex classes provide a comparable coed option and if the 
number of students in boysΩ classes, girlsΩ classes and coed classes are the same 
size (within two students) Other aspects of comparable coed options should also 
be defined.  For example, some schools have coed classes for special education 
students or scheduled at less convenient times than the regular or gifted single-
sex class. 

o Obtain information to determine if special needs students are more likely to be 
in single-sex classes or schools than in comparable coed classes or schools. 

o Obtain information to determine if African American students are more likely to 
be in single-sex-classes or schools than in comparable coed classes or schools. 

o Obtain information to determine if Latino/a students are more likely to be in 
single-sex-classes or schools than in comparable coed classes or schools. 

 
4.2 Release the results in a more timely way. Stakeholders concerned with potential sex 
discrimination in segregated education should not have to wait a couple of years for these 
schools to be identified online. This is what currently happens with the release of the CRDC 
responses to school questions about single-sex classes. 

4.3 OCR should use a variety of strategies to build on the CRDC information to determine 
whether or not coed schools with single-sex academic classes or single-sex schools are practicing 
illegal sex discrimination. OCR should  use multiple strategies, such as providing technical 
assistance, publishing complaint resolutions, conducting compliance reviews, and working with 
other government offices to ensure that no federal funding is used for any programs that allow 
potentially sex discriminatory sex segregation.  

4.4 Now that OCR has released its anticipated guidance on using safeguards to avoid sex 
discriminatory sex segregation, it should use multiple collaborative strategies to make it 
available to the general education public. This could be accomplished by using television, 
webinars and other outreach strategies with a special focus on Title IX coordinators and school 
decision makers in cooperation with equity organizations. 
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FMF Follow-up 

In summary, FMF plans to follow-up on this report by obtaining and sharing information on 
public schools with deliberate sex segregation during the 2014-5 school year and by 
encouraging and conducting research on the nature and impact of publicly supported sex 
segregation in education. More specifically we hope: 

1.  To request that all state Title IX coordinators with K-12 responsibilities examine the 
information on the 805 schools in this report for their state and request if there are  any changes 
or additions for 2014-15. Additionally, FMF will ask if and how the state Title IX coordinator or 
designees will investigate compliance with Title IX in schools in their state that plan to start or 
continue their sex segregation. 

2.  To obtain information to verify whether or not the 805 specifically identified schools will be 
using sex segregation in 2014-15. The respondents will also be asked to provide information on 
any other public schools with sex segregation. 

3.  To update lists of the schools with sex segregation (Lists 1, 3, and 4) with information we 
obtain on the status of their sex segregation during 2014-15. If possible, this update will include 
additional information on the nature and extent of the sex segregation within a school and 
information on why schools stopped or continued this segregation. 

4. To post updated information on schools that have purposeful sex segregation on the FMF 
website and encourage stakeholders and equity advocates to use this information to ensure that 
any schools with sex segregation are doing so in full compliance with Title IX and other relevant 
laws. It will also encourage other research and analyses of sex-segregated education. 
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Interactive Map of Coed Schools in the US 
 with Single-sex Classes by Region 2011-14 

 
 

FMF used Google Maps Engine to map the geographic dispersion of coed schools in the US with 
single- sex class offerings. The map, in its interactive form, can be viewed at 
http://bit.ly/SexSegregatedRegion . Every marker on this map can be clicked on to view the city, 
state, and name of each school.   

 

*It is important to note that in our State and Regional 
Totals, the Southwest and Southeast were combined 
ǘƻ ōŜ ǘƘŜ ά{ƻǳǘƘέΦ   

Color Region 

Red West 

Blue Midwest 

Yellow Southwest (South)* 

Orange Southeast (South)* 

Green Northeast 

http://bit.ly/SexSegregatedRegion
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Interactive Map of Single-sex Public Schools in the US 2011-14 

 
 

FMF used Google Maps Engine to map the geographic dispersion of single-sex public schools in 
the US. The purple markers denote girls-only schools (65 total) and the green markers denote 
boys-only schools (39 total).  The map, in its interactive form, can be viewed at 
http://bit.ly/SingleSexPublic. Every marker on this map can be clicked on to view the city, state, 
and name of each school.   
 

Marker Sex 

Purple Teardrop Girls-Only Schools 

Green Diamond Boys-Only Schools 

  

http://bit.ly/SingleSexPublic
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Table 1A: Comparison of Public Coed and Single-Sex Schools with Single-Sex Academic Classes 
by State in 2007-10 and 2011-2012 

Yellow: Coed Schools with Single-Sex Academic Classes          Purple: Single-Sex Schools                                                                                                                    
Green: Total Coed and Single-Sex Schools with Sex Segregation 

State 

2007-10 FMF 
Identified Coed 

Schools with 
Single-Sex Classes 

2007-10 FMF 
Identified Single-

Sex Schools 

2007-10 FMF 
Identified Coed and 
Single-Sex Schools 

2011-2012 FMF 
Identified Coed 

Schools with Single-
Sex Classes 

 
2011-2014 FMF 

Identified Single--
Sex Schools 

2011-2012 FMF 
Identified Coed 
and Single-Sex 

Schools 

AK 1 0 1 2 0 2 

AL 25 0 25 5 0 5 

AR 0 2 2 17 0 17 

AZ 7 0 7 14 0 14 

CA 10 1 11 35 4 39 

CO 2 0 2 27 2 29 

CT 2 0 2 3 0 3 

DC 8 3 11 3 1 4 

DE 0 1 1 1 2 3 

FL 42 6 48 70 8 78 

GA 14 3 17 20 8 28 

HI 0 0 0 0 0 0 

IA 1 0 1 0 0 0 

ID 1 1 2 4 1 5 

IL 14 2 16 11 3 14 

IN 10 5 15 14 2 16 

KS 2 0 2 13 0 13 

KY 16 2 18 7 2 9 

LA 1 3 4 8 1 9 

MA 2 0 2 4 0 4 

MD 11 3 14 21 2 23 

ME 2 0 2 1 0 1 

MI 12 3 15 29 2 31 

MN 7 0 7 19 4 23 

MO 4 0 4 21 0 21 

MS 13 0 13 8 1 9 

MT 0 0 0 5 0 5 

NC 39 2 41 56 2 58 

ND 0 0 0 2 0 2 

NE 0 0 0 1 0 1 

NH 0 0 0 1 0 1 

NJ 1 0 1 6 0 6 

NM 1 0 1 5 1 6 

NV 14 0 14 4 0 4 

NY 4 18 22 10 24 34 

OH 19 11 30 9 15 24 

OK 2 0 2 30 0 30 

OR 3 1 4 4 0 4 

PA 5 4 9 10 3 13 

RI 0 0 0 0 0 0 

SC 216 0 216 84 0 84 

SD 0 0 0 4 0 4 

TN 10 0 10 16 2 18 

TX 8 7 15 60 14 74 

UT 1 1 2 1 1 2 

VA 14 0 14 5 0 5 

VT 1 0 1 0 0 0 

WA 6 0 6 2 0 2 

WI 8 3 11 24 1 25 

WV 5 0 5 1 0 1 

WY 0 0 0 2 0 2 

Total 564 82 646 699 106 805 
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Table 1B: Raw CRDC Totals of Coed Schools Reporting Single-Sex Academic Classes 

State CRDC 2006 CRDC 2010 CRDC 2011-12* 

AK 2 0  

AL 76 11  

AR 7 12  

AZ 58 8  

CA 153 55  

CO 23 13  

CT 6 6  

DC 7 2  

DE 0 3  

FL 1520 3700  

GA 176 46  

HI 0 0  

IA 6 2  

ID 5 7  

IL 26 63  

IN 13 12  

KS 9 3  

KY 32 20  

LA 21 15  

MA 5 3  

MD 7 21  

ME 3 4  

MI 177 106  

MN 28 15  

MO 21 24  

MS 20 15  

MT 4 5  

NC 21 65  

ND 3 0  

NE 4 2  

NH 0 0  

NJ 6 1  

NM 8 6  

NV 28 17  

NY 8 882   3**   

OH 14 21  

OK 30 21  

OR 59 6  

PA 10 3  

RI 1 1  

SC 52 120  

SD 5 1  

TN 17 83  

TX 142 116  

UT 9 2  

VA 14 51  

VT 1 0  

WA 9 7  

WI 21 13  

WV 7 8  

WY 11 0  

Total 1365 1003 819 
*  Raw data for CRDC was not tabulated for each state. 
** Does not include New York City totals. 
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Table 2: US Coed and Single-sex Public Schools by School Level and  
State for 2007-10 and 2011-2012 

 

State 

Total Schools w/ Sex 
Segregation Elementary Schools Middle Schools High Schools  

Ωлт-Ψлф Ωмм-Ψмн Ωлт-Ψлф Ωмм-Ψмн Ωлт-Ψлф Ωмм-Ψмн Ωлт-Ψлф Ωмм-Ψмн 

AK 1 2 0 1 1 1 0 0 

AL 25 5 10 2 14 3 1 0 

AR 2 17 0 4 2 (M, F) 2 0 11 

AZ 7 14 1 2 4 4 2 8 

CA 11 39 3 2 5 11 3 (F) 26 (F-4) 

CO 2 29 0 3 1 10 (F) 1 16 (F) 

CT 2 3 1 1 1 1 0 1 

DC 11 4 8 2 (F) 2 2 1 0 

DE 1 3 0 1 (F) 1(M) 1 (M) 0 1 

FL 48 78 21 (M) 37 (F, M) 18 27 (F-4, M) 9 (F-3, M-2) 14 (M) 

GA 17 28 5 8 (F, M) 10(F-2, M) 16 (F-2, M-2) 2 4 (F, M) 

HI 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

IA 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 

ID 2 5 1 1 0 2 1 (F) 2 (F) 

IL 16 14 4 2 7 6 (F) 5 (F, M) 6 (M-2) 

IN 15 16 7 (F-2, M-2) 4 (M) 8 (M) 10 (F) 0 2 

KS 2 13 2 1 0 4 0 8 

KY 18 9 5 2 9 (F, M) 4 (F, M) 4 3 

LA 4 9 0 1 1 4 (M) 3 (F, M-2) 4 

MA 2 4 0 2 2 2 0 0 

MD 14 23 5 3 4 (F, M) 11 (F) 5 (F) 9 (F) 

ME 2 1 1 1 0 0 1 0 

MI 15 31 3 8 (F) 9 13 (M) 3 (F-2, M) 10 

MN 7 23 1 4 (M) 5 12 (F-3) 1 7 

MO 4 21 3 3 1 5 0 13 

MS 13 9 4 3 0 4 (M) 0 2 
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Table 2, cont.: US Coed and Single-sex Public Schools by School Level and State for 2007-2010 and 2011-2012 

State 

Total Schools w/ Sex 
Segregation Elementary Schools Middle Schools High Schools 

Ωлт-Ψлф Ωмм-Ψмн Ωлт-Ψлф Ωмм-Ψмн Ωлт-Ψлф Ωмм-Ψмн Ωлт-Ψлф Ωмм-Ψмн 

MT 0 5 0 1 7 1 2 3 

NC 41 58 17 15 15 9 9 (F, M) 34 (F, M) 

ND 0 2 0 0 0 1 0 1 

NE 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 

NH 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 

NJ 1 6 0 2 1 3 0 1 

NM 1 6 0 0 1 4 (F-1) 0 2 

NV 14 4 8 4 5 0 1 0 

NY 22 34 7 (F-4,M-2) 10 (F-5, M-3) 9 (F-6) 18 (F-8, M-4) 6 ( F, M-5) 6 (F-3, M) 

OH 30 24 14 (F-4,M-4) 11 (F-4, M-5) 12 (F,M) 9 (F-3, M-2) 4 (M) 4 (M) 

OK 2 30 0 18 2 6 0 6 

OR 4 4 0 1 2 (F) 0 2 3 

PA 9 13 4 5 1 4 (F) 4 (F-2, M-2) 4 (F, M) 

RI 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

SC 216 83 87 47 109 32 20 5 

SD 0 4 0 0 0 2 0 2 

TN 10 18 3 3 5 7 (F, M) 2 8 

TX 15 74 1 27(F, M) 11(F-4, M-3) 30 (F-7, M) 3 17 (F-2, M-2) 

UT 2 2 0 0 1 1 1 (F) 1 (F) 

VA 14 5 5 1 8 1 1 3 

VT 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 

WA 6 2 3 0 1 1 2 1 

WI 11 25 0 3 4 8 (F) 7 (F-3) 14 

WV 5 1 1 0 4 1 0 0 

WY 0 2 0 0 0 1 0 1 

Total 646 805 236 247 304 294 106 264 

Female and Male single-sex schools are designated after the totals by parentheses.  If there are 2 or 
more Female (F) or Male (M) schools in that state, the number would be indicated by F-2 meaning 2 all- 
female schools at that school level. 
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List 1: Coed Public Schools with Single-sex Academic Classes for 2011-2012, Sorted by State 

(Colors not significant) 

State School Name Type of 
School 

E/M/H City Race URL 

AK GEORGE H GILSON JR. H.S.   M Valdez 80% White, 15% 
American Indian 

http://www.edline.net/pages/George_H_Gilson_MS 

AK JIMMY HUNTINGTON 
SCHOOL 

  E/M/H Fairbanks 95% Native 
American/Alaska 
Native 

http://www.yksd.com/domain/34 

AL HUFFMAN MIDDLE SCH   M Birmingham 95% black http://www.bhamcityschools.org/Domain/21 

AL FOLEY INTERMEDIATE SCH   M Foley 57% white, 21% 
black, 16% 
Hispanic 

http://www.bcbe.org/foleyim 

AL ESCAMBIA CO MIDDLE 
SCH 

  M Atmore 74% black http://escambiacountymiddle.al.ecm.schoolinsites.com/ 

AL CENTRAL PARK ELEM SCH   E Birmingham 95% Black http://www.bhamcityschools.org/domain/1677 

AL GLEN IRIS   E Birmingham 75% Black, 23% 
Hispanic 

http:/ /www.bhamcityschools.org/gleniris 

AR SOUTHSIDE ELEMENTARY 
SCHOOL 

  E Siloam Springs 64% White http://southside.siloamschools.com/ 

AR MOUNTAINBURG 
ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

  E Mountainburg 94% white http://dragonpride.mountainburg.org/ 

AR DELBERT 'PETE' & PAT 
ALLEN ELE 

  E Siloam Springs 62% white, 27% 
Hispanic 

no website 

AR HARTFORD HIGH SCHOOL   H Hartford 89% White http://www.hartfordhustlers.net/hscho.htm 

AR EL DORADO HIGH SCHOOL   H El Dorado 49% Black, 46% 
White 

http://www.edline.net/pages/ElDorado_HS 

AR DEWITT HIGH SCHOOL   H Dewitt 78% white http://www.dewittschooldistrict.net/ 

AR JASPER HIGH SCHOOL   H Jasper 97% white http://jasper.k12.ar.us/index.php 

AR BENTON HIGH SCHOOL   H Benton 85% white http://www.edline.net/pages/Benton_High_School 

AR BARTON JR. HIGH SCHOOL   M El Dorado 53% Black, 40% 
White 

http://www.edline.net/pages/barton 

AR DIERKS HIGH SCHOOL   H Dierks 94% White https://www.edline.net/InterstitialLogin.page 

AR AHLF JUNIOR HIGH 
SCHOOL 

  M Searcy 78% White http://ajhs.searcyschools.org/ 

AR SHIRLEY HIGH SCHOOL   H Shirley 93% White http://shirleyhigh.ar.ssh.schoolinsites.com/ 

AR MARMADUKE HIGH 
SCHOOL 

  H Marmaduke 81% White, 9% 
Asian 

http://www.edline.net/pages/marmaduke_high_school 

AR NEVADA HIGH  SCHOOL   H Rosston 55% white, 39% 
black 

http://nevadaschooldistrict.net/High%20School.html 

http://www.edline.net/pages/George_H_Gilson_MS
http://www.yksd.com/domain/34
http://www.bhamcityschools.org/Domain/21
http://www.bcbe.org/foleyim
http://escambiacountymiddle.al.ecm.schoolinsites.com/
http://www.bhamcityschools.org/domain/1677
http://www.bhamcityschools.org/gleniris
http://southside.siloamschools.com/
http://dragonpride.mountainburg.org/
http://www.hartfordhustlers.net/hscho.htm
http://www.edline.net/pages/ElDorado_HS
http://www.dewittschooldistrict.net/
http://jasper.k12.ar.us/index.php
http://www.edline.net/pages/Benton_High_School
http://www.edline.net/pages/barton
https://www.edline.net/InterstitialLogin.page
http://ajhs.searcyschools.org/
http://shirleyhigh.ar.ssh.schoolinsites.com/
http://www.edline.net/pages/marmaduke_high_school
http://nevadaschooldistrict.net/High%20School.html
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State School Name Type of 
School 

E/M/H City Race URL 

AR DES ARC HIGH SCHOOL   H Des Arc 88% white http://desarc.wmsc.k12.ar.us/ 

AR FAIRVIEW ELEMENTARY 
SCHOOL 

  E Fort Smith 53% White, 23% 
Hispanic 

http://www.fortsmithschools.org/fairview/Home.aspx 

AR HERMITAGE HIGH 
SCHOOL 

  H Rogers 56% white, 38% 
Hispanic 

http://hhs.rogersschools.net/ 

AZ JOHN M ANDERSEN JR 
HIGH SCHOOL 

  M Chandler 43% Hispanic, 
39% White 

http://www.cusd80.com/Page/27971 

AZ HUACHUCA CITY SCHOOL   E Huachuca 53% White, 33% 
Hispanic 

http://www.huachucacity.tombstoneschools.org/  

AZ MOHAVE ACCELERATED 
LEARNING CENTER 

Charter M/H Bullhead City 69% white http://mohavelearning.org/ 

AZ CAREER SUCCESS SCHOOL 
-- SAGE CAMPUS 

Charter E/M Phoenix 67% Hispanic http://csschools.com/domain/55 

AZ TUCSON PREPARATORY 
SCHOOL 

charter  H Temple 68% hispanic, 
21% white 

http://tucsonprepschool.org/ 

AZ GILILLAND MIDDLE 
SCHOOL 

  M Temple 62% hispanic, 
17% black 

http://gililland.tempeschools.org/ 

AZ SUNRISE MIDDLE SCHOOL   M Scottsdale 70% White, 19% 
Hispanic 

https://sites.google.com/a/pvlearners.net/sunms/ 

AZ NORTH CANYON HIGH 
SCHOOL 

  H Phoenix 49% White, 37% 
Hispanic 

http://www.pvschools.net/Page/85 

AZ HORIZON HIGH SCHOOL   H Scottsdale 84% White, 8% 
Hispanic 

http://www.pvschools.net/Domain/45 

AZ CAMP VERDE HIGH 
SCHOOL 

  H Camp Verde 69% white, 20% 
Hispanic 

http://campverdeschools.org/camp-verde-high-school/ 

AZ GLOBE HIGH SCHOOL   H Globe 43% white, 31% 
hispanic, 24% 
American Indian 

http://www.globehstigers.com/ 

AZ SHADOW MOUNTAIN 
HIGH SCHOOL 

  H Phoenix 67% White http://www.pvschools.net/smhs/ 

AZ PINNACLE HIGH SCHOOL   H Phoenix 82% White http://www.pvschools.net/site/default.aspx?PageType=19 

AZ PIMA HIGH SCHOOL   H Pima 86% White http://www.pimaschools.org/index.cfm?pID=1329 

CA QUAIL VALLEY MIDDLE   M Phelan 47% Hispanic and 
36% white 

http://www.snowlineschools.com/ 

CA CANYON HIGH   H Anaheim Hills 55% White, 23% 
Asian, 17% 
Hispanic 

http://www.orangeusd.k12.ca.us/canyon/mission_statement.asp 

CA CALABASAS HIGH   H Calabasas 81% White http://www.calabasashigh.net/index.php?option=com_content 
&view=article&id=151&Itemid=1188 

CA SAN CLEMENTE HIGH   H San Clemente 66% white, 25% 
Hispanic 

http://www.sctritons.com/ 

CA ALISO NIGUEL HIGH   H Aliso Viejo 63% white, 
hispanic 15%, 
asian 15% 

http://anhs-capousd-ca.schoolloop.com/ 

CA SAN JUAN HILLS HIGH   H San Juan 
Capistrano 

56% White http://www.sjhhs.org/ 

http://desarc.wmsc.k12.ar.us/
http://www.fortsmithschools.org/fairview/Home.aspx
http://hhs.rogersschools.net/
http://www.cusd80.com/Page/27971
http://www.huachucacity.tombstoneschools.org/
http://mohavelearning.org/
http://csschools.com/domain/55
http://tucsonprepschool.org/
http://gililland.tempeschools.org/
https://sites.google.com/a/pvlearners.net/sunms/
http://www.pvschools.net/Page/85
http://www.pvschools.net/Domain/45
http://campverdeschools.org/camp-verde-high-school/
http://www.globehstigers.com/
http://www.pvschools.net/smhs/
http://www.pvschools.net/site/default.aspx?PageType=19
http://www.pimaschools.org/index.cfm?pID=1329
http://www.snowlineschools.com/
http://www.orangeusd.k12.ca.us/canyon/mission_statement.asp
http://www.calabasashigh.net/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=151&Itemid=1188
http://www.calabasashigh.net/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=151&Itemid=1188
http://www.sctritons.com/
http://anhs-capousd-ca.schoolloop.com/
http://www.sjhhs.org/
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State School Name Type of 
School 

E/M/H City Race URL 

CA LEADERSHIP ACADEMY ς 
MAGNET 

Magnet M San Jacinto 56% hispanic, 
32% white 

http://www.sanjacinto.k12.ca.us/ 

CA CAPISTRANO VALLEY HIGH   H Mission Viejo 59% white, 28% 
Hispanic 

http://www.cvhs.com/ 

CA EL MODENA HIGH   H Orange 55% hispanic, 
33% white 

 
http://www.orangeusd.k12.ca.us/schools/high/elmodena/ 
index.asp 

CA DANA HILLS HIGH   H Dana Point 64% White, 24% 
Hispanic 

http://www.dhhs.net/  

CA TESORO HIGH   H Las Flores 74% White http://www.tesorohighschool.com/ 

CA ORANGE HIGH   H Orange 80% Hispanic, 
11% White, 6% 
Asian/Pacific 
Islander 

http://www.orangeusd.k12.ca.us/ohs/# 

CA WEST VALLEY HIGH   H Cottonwood 77% White, 12% 
Hispanic 

http://www.wveagles.net/?PageName=bc&n=77408 

CA VANDENBERG MIDDLE   M Vandenberg 
Air Force Base 

44% hispanic, 
40% white 

http://www.lusd.org/site/Default.aspx?PageID=1763 

CA MADISON MIDDLE   M Oakland 50% Hispanic, 
50% Black 

http://www.ousd.k12.ca.us/madison 

CA UNIVERSITY 
PREPARATORY 

charter M/H Redding 77% white http://www.uprep.net/  

CA CHABOYA MIDDLE   M San Jose 66% Asian, 16% 
Hispanic, 15% 
White 

https://chaboyams.schoolloop.com/ 

CA SOUTHRIDGE MIDDLE   M Fontana 83% Hispanic http://www.fusdweb.com/sites/middle/Southridge/default.aspx 

CA FOOTHILL HIGH   H Santa Ana 54% White, 36% 
Hispanic 

http://www.tustin.k12.ca.us/foothillhs 

CA CHINO HILLS HIGH   H Chino Hills 39% Hispanic, 
32% White, 19% 
Asian 

http://www.chino.k12.ca.us/Domain/38 

CA MEADOWBROOK MIDDLE   M Poway 49% White, 23% 
Asian, 19% 
Hispanic 

http://www.powayusd.com/pusdmbms/ 

CA ADAMS MIDDLE   M Redondo 
Beach 

38% White, 32% 
Hispanic 

http://amd-rbusd-ca.schoolloop.com/ 

CA RAMONA JUNIOR HIGH   H Chino 78% Hispanic http://www.chino.k12.ca.us/Ramona 

CA RUBEN S. AYALA HIGH   H Chino Hills 33% White, 31% 
Hispanic, 30% 
Asian 

Website under construction 

CA ORMONDALE 
ELEMENTARY 

  E Portola Valley 72% White http://www.pvsd.net/domain/16 

CA CENTRAL HIGH 
(CONTINUATION) 

  H Morgan Hills 73% Hispanic, 
20% white 

http://webschoolpro.com/ca43695834334488/ 

CA JUNIPERO SERRA HIGH   H San Juan 
Capistrano 

54% Hispanic, 
39% White 

http://serra.capousd.ca.schoolloop.com/ 

CA ANDERSON HEIGHTS 
ELEMENTARY 

  E Anderson 68% white, 16% 
Hispanic 

http://ah.cuesd.com/ 

http://www.sanjacinto.k12.ca.us/
http://www.cvhs.com/
http://www.orangeusd.k12.ca.us/schools/high/elmodena/index.asp
http://www.orangeusd.k12.ca.us/schools/high/elmodena/index.asp
http://www.dhhs.net/
http://www.tesorohighschool.com/
http://www.orangeusd.k12.ca.us/ohs/
http://www.wveagles.net/?PageName=bc&n=77408
http://www.lusd.org/site/Default.aspx?PageID=1763
http://www.ousd.k12.ca.us/madison
http://www.uprep.net/
https://chaboyams.schoolloop.com/
http://www.fusdweb.com/sites/middle/Southridge/default.aspx
http://www.tustin.k12.ca.us/foothillhs
http://www.chino.k12.ca.us/Domain/38
http://www.powayusd.com/pusdmbms/
http://amd-rbusd-ca.schoolloop.com/
http://www.chino.k12.ca.us/Ramona
http://www.pvsd.net/domain/16
http://webschoolpro.com/ca43695834334488/
http://serra.capousd.ca.schoolloop.com/
http://ah.cuesd.com/
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State School Name Type of 
School 

E/M/H City Race URL 

CA WOODCREST JUNIOR 
HIGH 

  M Ontario 74% Hispanic, 
12% white 

http://woodcrest.groupfusion.net/ 

CA CANYON HILLS JUNIOR 
HIGH 

  M Chino Hills 33% Asain, 32 
Hispanic, 26 
White 

http://chino.k12.ca.us/Domain/30 

CA LINCOLN HIGH 
CONTINUATION 

  H Garden Grove 78% Hispanic http://lhs.ggusd.us/ 

CA INDIAN HILLS 
CONTINUATION HIGH 

  H Agoura Hills 67% White, 26% 
Hispanic 

http://www.indianhillshs.net/ 

CA JAMES LOGAN HIGH   H Union City 44% Asian, 32% 
Hispanic 

http://loganweb.nhusd.k12.ca.us/ 

CA DEWEY ACADEMY   H Oakland 56% black, 31% 
Hispanic 

http://dewey.ousd.k12.ca.us/default.htm 

CA SUTTER UNION HIGH 
SCHOOL 

  H Sutter 76% white http://www.edline.net/pages/sutter_high 

CO JAMES IRWIN CHARTER 
MIDDLE SCHOOL 

 Dual 
Academy 

M Colorado 
Springs 

43% white, 39% 
Hispanic, 10% 
black 

http://www.jamesirwin.org 

CO ARAPAHOE HIGH SCHOOL   H Centennial 85% white http://arapahoe.littletonpublicschools.net/Default.aspx? 
tabid=11819 

CO CAMPUS MIDDLE SCHOOL   M Greenwood 
Village 

71% white http://campus.cherrycreekschools.org/Pages/default.aspx 

CO THOMAS MACLAREN 
STATE CHARTER SCHOOL 

Charter M/H Colorado 
Springs 

70% white, 17% 
Hispanic 

http://www.maclarenschool.org/ 

CO JACK SWIGERT 
AEROSPACE ACADEMY 

  M Colorado 
Springs 

52% hispanic, 
26% white, 16% 
Black 

http://d11.org/SiteMaps/Pages/Students.aspx 

CO EATON HIGH SCHOOL   H Eaton 85% White, 12% 
Hispanic 

https://sites.google.com/a/eaton.k12.co.us/ehs/ 

CO EVERGREEN HIGH SCHOOL   H Evergreen 92% White http://www.evergreencougars.net/ 

CO OBERON MIDDLE SCHOOL   M Arvada 76% White, 16% 
Hispanic 

https://sites.google.com/a/jeffcoschools.us/oberon-ms/ 

CO STANDLEY LAKE HIGH 
SCHOOL 

  H Westminster 68% White, 18% 
Hispanic, 8% 
Asian 

http://standley-web.jeffco.k12.co.us/standley/html/index.htm 

CO LOVELAND HIGH SCHOOL   H Loveland 78% White, 16% 
Hispanic 

http://thompson.k12.co.us/loveland 

CO RUSSELL MIDDLE SCHOOL Performing 
Arts and 
Science 

M Colorado 
Springs 

57% White, 26% 
Hispanic 

http://russell.d11.org/Pages/default.aspx 

CO GOLDEN HIGH SCHOOL   H Golden 81% White https://sites.google.com/a/jeffcoschools.us/golden-hs-home/ 

CO SECREST ELEMENTARY 
SCHOOL 

  E Arvada 52% White, 38% 
Hispanic 

https://sites.google.com/a/jeffcoschools.us/secrest-es/ 

CO CHATFIELD HIGH SCHOOL   H Littleton 83% White https://sites.google.com/a/jeffcoschools.us/chargerpride/ 

CO DAKOTA RIDGE SENIOR 
HIGH SCHOOL 

  H Littleton 80% White https://sites.google.com/a/jeffcoschools.us/dakota-hs/ 

CO RALSTON VALLEY HIGH 
SCHOOL 

  H Arvada 83% White https://sites.google.com/a/jeffcoschools.us/ralston-valley- 
high-school/home 

http://woodcrest.groupfusion.net/
http://chino.k12.ca.us/Domain/30
http://lhs.ggusd.us/
http://www.indianhillshs.net/
http://loganweb.nhusd.k12.ca.us/
http://dewey.ousd.k12.ca.us/default.htm
http://www.edline.net/pages/sutter_high
http://www.jamesirwin.org/
http://arapahoe.littletonpublicschools.net/Default.aspx?tabid=11819
http://arapahoe.littletonpublicschools.net/Default.aspx?tabid=11819
http://campus.cherrycreekschools.org/Pages/default.aspx
http://www.maclarenschool.org/
http://d11.org/SiteMaps/Pages/Students.aspx
https://sites.google.com/a/eaton.k12.co.us/ehs/
http://www.evergreencougars.net/
https://sites.google.com/a/jeffcoschools.us/oberon-ms/
http://standley-web.jeffco.k12.co.us/standley/html/index.htm
http://thompson.k12.co.us/loveland
http://russell.d11.org/Pages/default.aspx
https://sites.google.com/a/jeffcoschools.us/golden-hs-home/
https://sites.google.com/a/jeffcoschools.us/secrest-es/
https://sites.google.com/a/jeffcoschools.us/chargerpride/
https://sites.google.com/a/jeffcoschools.us/dakota-hs/
https://sites.google.com/a/jeffcoschools.us/ralston-valley-high-school/home
https://sites.google.com/a/jeffcoschools.us/ralston-valley-high-school/home
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State School Name Type of 
School 

E/M/H City Race URL 

CO ARVADA K-8   E/M Arvada 46% White, 45% 
Hispanic 

https://sites.google.com/a/jeffcoschools.us/arvadak8/ 

CO NATURITA ELEMENTARY 
AND MIDDLE SCHOOL 

  E/M Naturita 92% White http://www.westendschools.org/NES/NES_Home.html 

CO CANON CITY HIGH 
SCHOOL 

  H Canon City 83% white  
http://www.canoncityschools.org/education/school/school.php? 
sectionid=2036 

CO FOSSIL RIDGE HIGH 
SCHOOL 

  H Fort Collins 86% white https://frh.psdschools.org/ 

CO CREIGHTON MIDDLE 
SCHOOL 

  M Lakewood 51% white, 37% 
Hispanic 

https://sites.google.com/a/jeffcoschools.us/creightonms/ 

CO EVERGREEN MIDDLE 
SCHOOL 

  M Evergreen 91% white https://sites.google.com/a/jeffcoschools.us/evergreen-ms/ 

CO O'CONNELL MIDDLE 
SCHOOL 

  M Lakewood 72% Hispanic https://sites.google.com/a/jeffcoschools.us/ocms/ 

CO LAMAR HIGH SCHOOL   H Lamar 49% hispanic, 
46% white 

https://sites.google.com/a/lamarschools.org/lamar-high-school/ 

CO BERTHOUD HIGH SCHOOL   H Berthoud 88% white http://thompson.k12.co.us/Domain/35 

CO THOMPSON VALLEY HIGH 
SCHOOL 

  H Loveland 86% white http://www.thompsonschools.org/thompsonvalley 

CO MOUNTAIN VIEW HIGH 
SCHOOL 

  H Loveland 75% white http://tsd.schoolwires.net/mountainview 

CT BEECHER SCHOOL Magnet E/M New Haven 66% black, 17% 
hispanic, 16% 
white 

http://www.newhavenmagnetschools.com/index.php/beecher 

CT CARMEN ARACE MIDDLE 
SCHOOL 

  M Bloomfield 85% Black http://www.bloomfieldschools.org/page.cfm?p=4300 

CT NAUGATUCK HIGH 
SCHOOL 

  H Naugatuck 69% white http://www.naugatuckhigh.naugatuck.k12.ct.us/ 

DC SEED PCS Charter M/H Washington, 
D.C. 

99% Black http://www.seedschooldc.org/podium/default.aspx?t=141237 

DC MERIDIAN PCS charter E/M D.C. 62% black and 
35% Hispanic 

http://www.mpcs-dc.org/ 

DC KIPP DC AIM PCS 
ACADEMY PCS 

charter M DC 95% black http://www.kippdc.org/our-schools/kipp-dc-aim-academy/ 

DE PENN (WILLIAM) HIGH 
SCHOOL 

  H New Castle 49% black, 29% 
white, 18% 
Hispanic 

http://wmpenn.colonial.k12.de.us/ 

FL JEAN RIBAULT MIDDLE 
SCHOOL 

  M Jacksonville 95% Black http://www.duvalschools.org/Page/316 

FL JAMES ELEMENTARY 
SCHOOL 

  E Tampa 82% Black http://james.mysdhc.org/statements 

FL OAKLAND TERRACE SCHL 
FOR VIS 

  E Panama City 44% White, 30% 
Black 

http://www.bayschools.com/ote/VisionMission.aspx 

FL WOODBRIDGE 
ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

  E Tampa 72% Hispanic http://woodbridge.mysdhc.org 

FL WESTSIDE ELEMENTARY 
SCHOOL 

  E Spring Hill 72% White, 14% 
Hispanic 

http://www.edline.net/pages/HCSB_WES 

https://sites.google.com/a/jeffcoschools.us/arvadak8/
http://www.westendschools.org/NES/NES_Home.html
http://www.canoncityschools.org/education/school/school.php?sectionid=2036
http://www.canoncityschools.org/education/school/school.php?sectionid=2036
https://frh.psdschools.org/
https://sites.google.com/a/jeffcoschools.us/creightonms/
https://sites.google.com/a/jeffcoschools.us/evergreen-ms/
https://sites.google.com/a/jeffcoschools.us/ocms/
https://sites.google.com/a/lamarschools.org/lamar-high-school/
http://thompson.k12.co.us/Domain/35
http://www.thompsonschools.org/thompsonvalley
http://tsd.schoolwires.net/mountainview
http://www.newhavenmagnetschools.com/index.php/beecher
http://www.bloomfieldschools.org/page.cfm?p=4300
http://www.naugatuckhigh.naugatuck.k12.ct.us/
http://www.seedschooldc.org/podium/default.aspx?t=141237
http://www.mpcs-dc.org/
http://www.kippdc.org/our-schools/kipp-dc-aim-academy/
http://wmpenn.colonial.k12.de.us/
http://www.duvalschools.org/Page/316
http://james.mysdhc.org/statements
http://www.bayschools.com/ote/VisionMission.aspx
http://woodbridge.mysdhc.org/
http://www.edline.net/pages/HCSB_WES
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State School Name Type of 
School 

E/M/H City Race URL 

FL FELLSMERE ELEMENTARY 
SCHOOL 

  E Fellsmere 85% Hispanic https://www.indianriverschools.org/fes 

FL WOODWARD AVENUE 
ELEM. SCHOOL 

  E West DeLand 63% white, 17% 
black, 15% 
Hispanic 

http://myvolusiaschools.org/school/Woodward/Pages/ 
Single-Gender.aspx 

FL ROBLES ELEMENTARY 
SCHOOL 

  E Tampa 82% black http://robles.mysdhc.org 

FL BOK ACADEMY Charter M Lake Wales 63% white http://bokacademy.org/ 

FL THE CHILES ACADEMY Charter; 
Pregnant 

M/H Daytona Beach 61% black http://www.thechilesacademy.com/ 

FL WALLER ELEMENTARY 
SCHOOL 

  E Youngstown 44% black and 
30% white 

http://www.bayschools.com/wes/Home.aspx 

FL SCHMIDT ELEMENTARY 
SCHOOL 

  E Bradon 39% Hispanic, 
29% white and 
26% Black 

http://schmidt.mysdhc.org/ 

FL MULBERRY MIDDLE 
SCHOOL 

  M Lake Wales 49% white and 
36% Hispanic 

http://schools.polk-fl.net/mms/  

FL JENSEN BEACH HIGH 
SCHOOL 

  H Jenson Beach 78% White http://jbhs.martinschools.org/pages/Jensen_ 
Beach_High_School 

FL FOREST HILLS 
ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

  E West Palm 
Beach 

62% Hispanic, 
19% Black, 13% 
White 

http://foresthills.mysdhc.org/ 

FL DELAND HIGH SCHOOL   H DeLand 66% White, 15% 
Hispanic, 14% 
Black 

http://delandhs.org/home.htm 

FL NEW SMYRNA BEACH 
HIGH SCHOOL 

  H New Smyrna 
Beach 

82% White http://www.nsbhigh.com/ 

FL SPRINGFIELD 
ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

  E Panama City 45% White 41% 
Black 

http://www.bayschools.com/spe/Home.aspx 

FL MERRITT BROWN MIDDLE 
SCHOOL 

  M Panama City 85% white http://www.bayschools.com/bms/Home.aspx 

FL SHORE ELEMENTARY 
MAGNET SCHOOL 

Magnet E Tampa 51% black, 24% 
hispanic, 20% 
white 

http://shore.mysdhc.org/ 

FL MAINLAND HIGH SCHOOL   H Daytona Beach 47% White, 40% 
Black 

http://www.mainlandhighschool.org/ 

FL SPRUCE CREEK HIGH 
SCHOOL 

Magnet H Port Orange 77% White http://www.sprucecreekhigh.com/school_info/about_us.htm 

FL SOUTHWEST MIDDLE 
SCHOOL 

  M Orlando 37% White, 26% 
Black, 25% 
Hispanic 

https://www.ocps.net/lc/southwest/mso/schoolinfo/Pages/ 
mission.aspx 

FL SEBASTIAN ELEMENTARY 
SCHOOL 

  E Sebastian 69% White, 15% 
Black 

https://www.indianriverschools.org/ses 

FL WILDWOOD 
MIDDLE/HIGH SCHOOL 

  M/H Wildwood 48% White, 38% 
Black 

http://wmh.sumter.k12.fl.us/# 

FL ATLANTIC HIGH SCHOOL   H Port Orange 54% Black, 24% 
White, 12% 
Hispanic, 6% 
Asian 

http://www.atlanticsharks.com/ 

https://www.indianriverschools.org/fes
http://myvolusiaschools.org/school/Woodward/Pages/Single-Gender.aspx
http://myvolusiaschools.org/school/Woodward/Pages/Single-Gender.aspx
http://robles.mysdhc.org/
http://bokacademy.org/
http://www.thechilesacademy.com/
http://www.bayschools.com/wes/Home.aspx
http://schmidt.mysdhc.org/
http://schools.polk-fl.net/mms/
http://jbhs.martinschools.org/pages/Jensen_Beach_High_School
http://jbhs.martinschools.org/pages/Jensen_Beach_High_School
http://foresthills.mysdhc.org/
http://delandhs.org/home.htm
http://www.nsbhigh.com/
http://www.bayschools.com/spe/Home.aspx
http://www.bayschools.com/bms/Home.aspx
http://shore.mysdhc.org/
http://www.mainlandhighschool.org/
http://www.sprucecreekhigh.com/school_info/about_us.htm
https://www.ocps.net/lc/southwest/mso/schoolinfo/Pages/mission.aspx
https://www.ocps.net/lc/southwest/mso/schoolinfo/Pages/mission.aspx
https://www.indianriverschools.org/ses
http://wmh.sumter.k12.fl.us/
http://www.atlanticsharks.com/



