Enterprise City, AL

Math Performance, Grades 3-8, 2009-2024
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Reading Performance, Grades 3-8, 2009-2024
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Absenteeism, Grades 3-8, 2009-2024
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Average Math Scores and Trends in Scores

in Grade Level Equivalents Relative to the 2019
National Average

2019 Average 0.03
2022 Average 0.47
2024 Average 0.99
2019-2022 Change +0.43
2022-2024 Change +0.53
Since 2019 +0.96

Average Reading Scores and Trends in Scores

in Grade Level Equivalents Relative to the 2019
National Average

2019 Average 0.39
2022 Average 0.45
2024 Average 0.49
2019-2022 Change +0.07
2022-2024 Change +0.03
Since 2019 +0.10
Absenteeism
2019-2023 Change +0.02
Since 2009 N/A

Absenteeism data courtesy of Nat Malkus, American
Enterprise Institute
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Enterprise City, AL

Math Performance in Enterprise City vs. Alabama and Similar Districts, .
Grades 3-8, 2019-2024
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Reading Performance in Enterprise City vs. Alabama and Similar
Districts, Grades 3-8, 2019-2024
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Enterprise City, AL
Math Performance by Subgroup, Grades 3-8, 2019-2024 °
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Enterprise City, AL

Change in Math Performance in Alabama Districts vs. Percent .
Free/Reduced-Price Lunch, Grades 3-8, 2019-2024

. 2019-2022 Change 2022-2024 Change 2019-2024 Change

®

>

3 o

[}

O

S ) 2.0
e o

§ 1.5

O )

%

e o) 1.0
= O 0.5

° O

&

o 0.0

>

<

c -0.5

)

(@)

& 1.0
e

O

-1.5
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100% 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100% 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
Percent Free/Reduced-Price Lunch
AL Average (O Enterprise City Other AL districts

Change in Reading Performance in Alabama Districts vs. Percent
Free/Reduced-Price Lunch, Grades 3-8, 2019-2024
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Alabama

Math Performance, Grades 3-8, 2009-2024
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Reading Performance, Grades 3-8, 2009-2024
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Absenteeism, Grades 3-8, 2009-2024
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Alabama

Math Performance by Subgroup, Grades 3-8, 2019-2024
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Change in Math Achievement (Grade Levels)

Change In Reading Achievement (Grade Levels)
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Change In Math Achievement 2019-2022
by Percent FRPL in Alabama Districts
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Change In Math Achievement 2022-2024
by Percent FRPL in Alabama Districts
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Change Iin Reading Achievement 2022-2024
by Percent FRPL In Alabama Districts
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Change In Math Achievement 2019-2024
by Percent FRPL in Alabama Districts
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Change In Reading Achievement 2019-2024
by Percent FRPL In Alabama Districts

_ ®Hoover City
L%
QO
S
% Dekalb
© A%burn City
C©
=
&
GE, 00=--------p-""""""""“""“" " "~V F—— o - - - - - - - - - - - —%uﬂmaﬁ ———————————————————————————
.03 o Lee o
-
O Huntsville Cit ‘ -
< @helby é}y Slate Average @Db”e Birmingha,_r?(:ity
tEj) Elmore fferson
O
(C Baldwin
k= —-0.4= — T%caloosa
2

= Madison City @ Autauga e.
= 4 Madison St Clair Tuscaloosa’ City
= 4 Montgomery
-
© -

—(0.8= Dothan City

| | | | |
0 29 50 75 100

Percent Free/Reduced—-Price Lunch
Source: Education Recovery Scorecard, by Harvard CEPR and Stanford SEDA. For detalls on the methodology see https://edopportunity.org/methods.



Change In Math Achievement
by Percent FRPL In Alabama Districts
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Change In Chronic Absenteeism 2019-2023
by Percent FRPL in Alabama Districts
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