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Reading Performance, Grades 3-8, 2009-2024
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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

0.5=
: éivonia Dearborn@ty
< Tro ADn A F » ]
> A— X . O
ab ", rage ° A n§olldat d Publi
EI_, Forest HYffalled Lake Consdh?é % Q% iﬁ - . ansmg o
Ot s . WA and_ o et

S .0 Roches% Farmiiigfe i _ gﬂalamafoc
9 contwos @
= Plymouth—Canton = Chippewa Valley  L'anse Creuse CHwWoOo and Rapids
O
-
S
o —0.5+
i -
O
<
=
S
=
=
o —1.0=
o>
-
S
i -
O

i i i i i
0 25 50 /5 100
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 2022-2024
by Percent FRPL In Michigan Districts

Lar@ing Public

R e e e e e

%born City
o 0 \ .
Traveée Clty Area . Warren %ons dated L

Stat@ Ayg&ge@ ?@ T gjaW@ZOO |
% @ estland \ Gr@d Rapids

0 < OOb

L|v0n|%

Forést Hills ® Chlppawag‘alre@/
A

—0 4= Rochester g@ Ann' A@;@/ | A ,@
d 4 twood
Ply ﬂ ton @ ~ N
@ /§ Portage 'a%e Creuse %o

Farmington Public

Troy

|
O
0o

|

Change In Reading Achievement (Grade Levels)

| | | | |
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 (Grade Levels)

Change In Reading Achievement (Grade Levels)

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

0.5=
0 @ ¢ |
= % Traverse City Area @ , D@bornQCity
Troy S Fam@gton@ublic e & -
Wall ke Consoédated osgite AY rage Warren Consolidated
—0.5= P uth—@nton . (=—Lanse Creuse ntwood
)@ tica 0 3 % g S
Rochester x D
Chippewa Valle - - “
@ ° Wayﬁe—Weggand
Portc';é @ > : Grand Rapids
n Arbor Kalamazoo
_1.0- ¢
Lansing P%Iic
] ] ] ] ]
O 25 50 /5 100

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