Escambia County, AL

Math Performance, Grades 3-8, 2009-2024 .

S, 0.0 Average Math Scores and Trends in Scores
©

§ in Grade Level Equivalents Relative to the 2019

< National Average

e

O .05

® ®

=

2 @

Q 2019 Average -1.29
2 -0 b

0 2022 Average -1.97
E ® () o -

& | S . 2024 Average 1.47
2 s o =\, o

o . 2019-2022 Change -0.69
S Y R

= . 2022-2024 Change +0.50
[T [ ]

L 20 ¢ _

© 2009 2011 2013 2015 2017 2019 2021 2023 Since 2019 -0.18
A

PANDEMIC DATA GAP

Reading Performance, Grades 3-8, 2009-2024
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Escambia County, AL

Math Performance in Escambia County vs. Alabama and Similar Districts,

Grades 3-8, 2019-2024

o
o

-0.5

-0.12

-1.0 ‘I

-0.69
+0.21

1.5 |‘ +0.40
2.0 v I
+0.50

+0.13

-2.5

Grade Equivalents Relative to 2019 National Average

-3.0

Escambia County, AL Alabama Average Among Similar

Districts* in AL

(Chambers County, Ozark City, Roanoke
City, Daleville City, Thomasville City)

Reading Performance in Escambia County vs. Alabama and Similar
Districts, Grades 3-8, 2019-2024

)
(@)
o
o
>
<
©
C
O
—
©
=
()
Aoy
©)
(QV
o
4
o
P
—
S
[0}
x
(%)
4
(e
Q
©
2
2
O
L
[}
©
©
—_
O

o
o

-0.5
-0.01
v

-0.43 014

+0.37
L

-0.18
-0.29

-2.0

Escambia County, AL Alabama Average Among Similar

Districts* in AL

(Chambers County, Ozark City, Roanoke
City, Daleville City, Thomasville City)

[
Average Math Scores and Trends in Scores
in Grade Level Equivalents Relative to the 2019
National Average
o o o v \4 &
3 S (3 v v v
QP IS I 4S8 a8 o8
vS F ¥ S5 S S5
< < < V § VS VS
Escambia County,
AL oo q20 97 147 069 4 050 ¥ -0.18
Alabama .08 115 -0.94 -0.12 4 0.21 4 0.09

Similar Districts* in

Alabama -2.11 -1.71 -1.58

4 040 4 0.3

*Comparison districts are the nearest matches within the same
state based on socioeconomic status, demographics, and size.

Average Reading Scores and Trends in Scores

in Grade Level Equivalents Relative to the 2019
National Average

o @ o v \g V4
S S (3 v v v
S 5 S v & s S
TE P8 ¥ S5 5§ S5
N N3 T QS VS VS
Escambia County,
AL ' 004 137 166 ¥ -043 ¥ -029 ¥ -0.72
Alabama -0.69 -0.70 -0.84 ¥ -0.01 ¥ -0.14 ¥ -0.14

Similar Districts* in

Alabama -1.54 -1.17 -1.35

4 037 ¥ -018 4 019

*Comparison districts are the nearest matches within the same
state based on socioeconomic status, demographics, and size.

LEARN MORE ABOUT THIS AND OTHER DISTRICTS AT EDOPPORTUNITY.ORG/RECOVERY

FOR DISTRICT SUCCESS STORIES, EXPERT RESOURCES AND STATE PRESS RELEASES, PLEASE
VISIT EDUCATIONRECOVERYSCORECARD.ORG



https://edopportunity.org/recovery/explorer/?pdf=0101350/#/map/none/districts/mth2224/frl/all/8/31.13/-86.893/0101350,31.13,-86.893
https://educationrecoveryscorecard.org

Escambia County, AL

Math Performance by Subgroup, Grades 3-8, 2019-2024
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Escambia County, AL

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