Gmg Community School District, IA

Math Performance, Grades 3-8, 2009-2024

(O]
o 1.0
©
g p——
0.5
i[ ® ) o > o [ ) i\
©
c
.g 0.0
= °
® .05 °
O [ ]
(] [ J
2 -0 S
2 N
— [ ]
] -1.5
6 [ ]
x { ]
%) o
2 -2.0
Q
©
= -2.5
5
O
L
% -3.0
© 2009 20M 2013 2015 2017 2019 2021 2023
o

PANDEMIC DATA GAP

Reading Performance, Grades 3-8, 2009-2024

L 10
S
(O]
o
>
Z ° ® ° ® ®
= 0.5 & ®
5 . .
= ) o ) .
= 0.0
@ [ ]
O .
Al °
S .05 °
1) [ ]
2 °
& o
) -
x 1.0 \
®
C
(O]
™ -15
=
-
O
Ll
9 20
© 2009 2011 2013 2015 2017 2019 2021 2023
O]

PANDEMIC DATA GAP

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 -0.26
2022 Average -1.90
2024 Average -2.16
2019-2022 Change -1.64
2022-2024 Change -0.26
Since 2019 -1.89

Average Reading Scores and Trends in Scores

in Grade Level Equivalents Relative to the 2019
National Average

2019 Average 0.45
2022 Average -0.98
2024 Average -1.13
2019-2022 Change -1.43
2022-2024 Change -0.15
Since 2019 -1.58

Absenteeism

2019-2023 Change +0.04

Since 2009 N/A

Absenteeism data courtesy of Nat Malkus, American
Enterprise Institute
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Math Performance in Gmg Community School District vs. Iowa and
Similar Districts, Grades 3-8, 2019-2024
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Change in Math Performance in Iowa Districts vs. Percent
Free/Reduced-Price Lunch, Grades 3-8, 2019-2024
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Iowa

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 0.08
e, 2022 Average -0.13
\ 2024 Average -0.38

2019-2022 Change -0.20

2022-2024 Change -0.25

2019 2021 2023 Since 2019 -0.45

PANDEMIC DATA GAP

Average Reading Scores and Trends in Scores

in Grade Level Equivalents Relative to the 2019
National Average

\ 2019 Average 0.09
e, \ 2022 Average -0.12
2024 Average -0.29
2019-2022 Change -0.22
2022-2024 Change -0.17
PANDEMIC DATA GAP
Absenteeism
e
o
® 2019-2023 Change +0.11
Since 2009 N/A
°
Absenteeism data courtesy of Nat Malkus, American
Enterprise Institute
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Iowa

Math Performance by Subgroup, Grades 3-8, 2019-2024
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Reading Performance by Subgroup, Grades 3-8, 2019-2024
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Change In Math Achievement 2019-2022
by Percent FRPL in lowa Districts
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Source: Education Recovery Scorecard, by Harvard CEPR and Stanford SEDA. For detalls on the methodology see https://edopportunity.org/methods.

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

Change In Reading Achievement (Grade Levels)

Change In Math Achievement 2022-2024
by Percent FRPL in lowa Districts
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Change In Math Achievement 2019-2024
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Change In Math Achievement
by Percent FRPL in lowa Districts
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Change In Chronic Absenteeism

Change In Chronic Absenteeism 2019-2023
by Percent FRPL in lowa Districts
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