Elkton-Pigeon-Bay Port Laker Schools, MI

Math Performance, Grades 3-8, 2009-2024 °
&> 1.0 Average Math Scores and Trends in Scores
‘g in Grade Level Equivalents Relative to the 2019
< ° National Average
c
S 05
O
= o
5 . s 2019 Average -0.06
QA
2 o0 S
® ¢ *.. 2022 Average -0.45
§ ° ° e, . » 2024 Average -0.31
(%) @
= -0.5 Y
I 2019-2022 Change -0.39
©
=
I§' 2022-2024 Change +0.14
L 10 i
g 2009 2011 2013 2015 2017 2019 2021 2023 Since 2019 -0.25

PANDEMIC DATA GAP

Reading Performance, Grades 3-8, 2009-2024

S 1.0 Average Reading Scores and Trends in Scores
©
§ e in Grade Level Equivalents Relative to the 2019
< National Average
e
8 05 ® ®
= o °
@ ® () o [ J °
Q pe p ‘e, 2019 Average 0.33
() [ J
e 00
o) 2022 Average 0.02
>
©
L 2024 Average -0.32
£ -05
o 2019-2022 Change -0.31
©
=
Uéj— 2022-2024 Change -0.34
L 1.0 i
® 2009 2011 2013 2015 2017 2019 2021 2023 Since 2019 -0.65
O}
PANDEMIC DATA GAP
Absenteeism, Grades 3-8, 2009-2024
30% Absenteeism

=
3
_2 .
> ® 2019-2023 Change -0.07
?«3 20% e
= Since 2009 N/A
= e
O
[72]
Y= )
3 Absenteeism data courtesy of Nat Malkus, American
2 10% Enterprise Institute
N ®
©
=
(O]
o
(O]
(o

0%

2009 20M 2013 2015 2017 2019 2021 2023

PANDEMIC DATA GAP

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://www.aei.org/education/the-latest-chronic-absenteeism-numbers/
https://www.aei.org/education/the-latest-chronic-absenteeism-numbers/
https://edopportunity.org/recovery/explorer/?pdf=2613090/#/map/none/districts/mth2224/frl/all/8/43.852/-83.196/2613090,43.852,-83.196
https://educationrecoveryscorecard.org

Elkton-Pigeon-Bay Port Laker Schools, MI

Math Performance in Elkton-Pigeon-Bay Port Laker Schools vs. Michigan °
and Similar Districts, Grades 3-8, 2019-2024

Average Math Scores and Trends in Scores

L 0.0 in Grade Level Equivalents Relative to the 2019

o -0.39 -0.46 :

5 National Average

>

<

2

o o o (] v \g \a

= - O O O v v v

3 049 QP I ISP 48 a8 S8

=Z O w O w O w ~ < v < N <

. v v v (S O o O o

S A A4 4 A4 ‘\/6@ ‘1/§ ‘\/6@

o\

S Elkton-Pigeon-Bay

E +0.14 . Port Laker Schools, -0.06 -0.45 -0.31 ¥ -0.39 4 014 ¥ -0.25

= Mi

g) +0.03

0 - ) )

2 Michigan -0.26 -0.75 -0.66 ¥ -0.49 4 0.09 ¥ -0.40

: |

(qv] . . . . .

2 Similar Districts* in

=1 o Michigan -0.06 -0.52 -0.48 ¥ -0.46 4 0.03 ¥ -0.42

LIJ L]

Q

O

o

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

-1.0
Elkton-Pigeon-Bay Port Michigan Average Among Similar
Laker Schools, Ml Districts* in Ml

(Ovid-Elsie Area Schools, Mason County
Central Schools, Pinconning Area Schools,
Millington Community Schools, Mcbain
Rural Agricultural Schools)

Reading Performance in Elkton-Pigeon-Bay Port Laker Schools vs.
Michigan and Similar Districts, Grades 3-8, 2019-2024

Average Reading Scores and Trends in Scores

L 10 in Grade Level Equivalents Relative to the 2019

© .

,q;) National Average

<

s

o ] o ) v \g \a

= [ [ & v v v

5 o5 QP I IS FS a8 58

= P ¥ 8 S§5 S5 &8

o) -0.31 A\ 4 A4 A4 v § v (}Q v C?

®)

Y -0.67

2 Elkton-Pigeon-Bay

2 046 Port Laker Schools, 0.33 0.02 -0.32 -0.31 ¥ -0.34 ¥ -0.65

= 0.0 :

© Mi

[0}

o

" . i i i i i i

£ Michigan 0.05 -0.51 -0.81 ¥ -0.46 ¥ -0.30 ¥ -0.76

© -0.34 .. . . .

= v Similar Districts* in ) ) ) ) )

3 -0.5 Michigan 017 -049 -0.82 ¥ -0.67 ¥ -0.33 ¥ -0.99

0]

o

o

O] *Comparison districts are the nearest matches within the same
-0.30 -0.33 state Ft))ased on socioeconomic status, demographics, and size.

-1.0
Elkton-Pigeon-Bay Port Michigan Average Among Similar
Laker Schools, M Districts* in M

(Ovid-Elsie Area Schools, Mason County
Central Schools, Pinconning Area Schools,
Millington Community Schools, Mcbain
Rural Agricultural Schools)

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=2613090/#/map/none/districts/mth2224/frl/all/8/43.852/-83.196/2613090,43.852,-83.196
https://educationrecoveryscorecard.org

Elkton-Pigeon-Bay Port Laker Schools, MI
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Change In Math 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 In Chronic Absenteeism 2019-2023
by Percent FRPL in Michigan Districts
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