Clarkston Community School District, MI

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 1.19
2022 Average 0.59
2024 Average 0.87
2019-2022 Change -0.59
2022-2024 Change +0.28
Since 2019 -0.32

Average Reading Scores and Trends in Scores

in Grade Level Equivalents Relative to the 2019
National Average

2019 Average 1.30
2022 Average 0.95
2024 Average 0.61
2019-2022 Change -0.35
2022-2024 Change -0.34
Since 2019 -0.68

Absenteeism

2019-2023 Change +0.05

Since 2009 N/A

Absenteeism data courtesy of Nat Malkus, American
Enterprise Institute
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Clarkston Community School District, MI

Math Performance in Clarkston Community School District vs. Michigan

o
and Similar Districts, Grades 3-8, 2019-2024
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Clarkston Community School District, MI

Math Performance by Subgroup, Grades 3-8, 2019-2024

Grade Equivalents Relative to 2019 National Average

Reading Performance by Subgroup, Grades 3-8, 2019-2024
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Clarkston Community School District, MI

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

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

®

>

b

[}

©

© o 1.5
e

§ 1.0
O

O

p 05
£ ®

2 0.0
S ® 0.5
> O

<

= -1.0
] ) ’

(@) —~

& - o . 1.5
S

® ® 2.0
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100% 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100% 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
Percent Free/Reduced-Price Lunch
MI Average (O Clarkston Community School District Other Ml districts

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

Math Performance, Grades 3-8, 2009-2024
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Reading Performance, Grades 3-8, 2009-2024
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Michigan
Math Performance by Subgroup, Grades 3-8, 2019-2024
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Change In Math Achievement 2019-2022
by Percent FRPL in Michigan Districts

0.5=
%)
= Forest Hills
g ¢ O |
S 0.0=------------Er - - - - - Po - —— - — s~ 4 i T St
© Travege City Area ;
O |
- / @vanla s
S Plymouth= (@ﬂon ! 3 =
- @ agg/e CESC oWarren @ons |dated
v Troy Far mgton Public _ lggnt sod
o 0.5 - /Q/ . WOO 0
= Walled Lake Con@ldategl tica e State Average - |
2 Rochester - ; "sa’ Dea@rn City
< Chippewa Valley « QR Grand Ranpids
c . - Wayne—Westland D
O 0
S %ortage 0 Kalamazoo
= ' e
v —1.0=
% ANn Artg?
L
> Lansing Publi
ar@ng ublic
] 1 1 1 ]
O 25 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 Iin Reading Achievement 2019-2022
by Percent FRPL In Michigan Districts
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Change In Math Achievement 2022-2024
by Percent FRPL in Michigan Districts
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Change Iin Reading Achievement 2022-2024
by Percent FRPL In Michigan Districts
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Change in Math Achievement (Grade Levels)

Change In Reading Achievement (Grade Levels)

Change In Math Achievement 2019-2024
by Percent FRPL in Michigan Districts
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Change In Reading Achievement 2019-2024
by Percent FRPL In Michigan Districts

s e = - s i i S i i A e i -, i B ---s /il i s e e A e e it B -e-iiin
F%est Hills
_ 0
0 4= i lvonia
Plymouth—(@ton
Walled Lake Cons@idated : .
e _® $° @ Gfraverse City Area on Kalamaz@)
Rochester N — o ®/
Chippewa Vatey Staté Aver 3ge D@born City
_08- Farm|ngt0n Ub“C @J / Warren EOHS dated ®
tica > N % : | |
%&)rtage OLanse Creusg Wayae— S“ag : I‘_ar&%ng Public
Troy@ Ann Arbor ) Kentwood Gr@d Rapids

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