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S 1.0 Average Reading Scores and Trends in Scores
©
§ in Grade Level Equivalents Relative to the 2019
< National Average
c
S 05
O
=
o
Q 2019 Average -0.55
2 o0 rm—
Q ° o . o 2022 Average -0.50
© o
2 o 2024 Average -0.82
2 05 ® () o o
S TR 2019-2022 Change +0.05
©
P
Uéj— 2022-2024 Change -0.32
L 1.0 i
® 2009 2011 2013 2015 2017 2019 2021 2023 Since 2019 -0.27
&
PANDEMIC DATA GAP
Absenteeism, Grades 3-8, 2009-2024
40% Absenteeism

g o
(2}
2 30%
> 2019-2023 Change +0.01
©
Q
S o b Since 2009 N/A
5 ®
O 20%
2
C
3 Absenteeism data courtesy of Nat Malkus, American
53) ® Enterprise Institute
5 10%
c o
)
=
[0}
o

0%

2009 2011 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=2628200/#/map/none/districts/mth2224/frl/all/8/44.065/-85.541/2628200,44.065,-85.541
https://educationrecoveryscorecard.org

Pine River Area Schools, MI

° . ° ° . ° ° .
Math Performance in Pine River Area 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

[qv] .

E National Average

2 -0.49

S

o o o o v \g s
2 ) O oS v v v
5 -os 050 S & I& 88 g8 S8

KN LK v A O @ QO @ O o

o +0.02 Ve < \ 4 v S v S v S
5 % O o o

: |

o +0.09 : ;

=~ A Pine River Area

Qo » +0.17 Schools, MI -0.85 -0.83 -0.67 4 002 4 017 4 0.8
E .

& - Michigan -0.26 -0.75 -0.66 ¥ -0.49 4 0.09 ¥ -0.40
2 +0.05

c

Q Similar Districts* in

S » Michigan 057 116 111 ¥ -0.59 4 0.05 ¥ -0.54
8_ .

LLl

(O]

§e) o "

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

-2.0
Pine River Area Schools, Ml Michigan Average Among Similar

Districts* in Ml
(Montrose Community Schools, Maple
Valley Schools, Carson City-Crystal Area

Schools, Johannesburg-Lewiston Area
Schools, Reading Community Schools)

Reading Performance in Pine River Area Schools vs. Michigan and Similar
Districts, Grades 3-8, 2019-2024

Average Reading Scores and Trends in Scores

L 0.0 -0.46 in Grade Level Equivalents Relative to the 2019
© .
= National Average
>
<
§ \g
2 +0.05 S S S v v v
§ 05 v 066 PP I TP 48 a8 S8
= . 8 §8 8 S5 S5 S5
o) A4 A4 A4 v § v C}Q v C}Q
©)
o\
O . .
= .0.32 -0.30 Pine River Area ) ) ) ) )
g Schools, Ml 0.55 -0.50 -0.82 4 0.05 ¥ -0.32 ¥ -0.27
E .
& Michigan -0.05 -0.51 -0.81 ¥ -046 ¥ -0.30 ¥ -0.76
(%)
C
1S Similar Districts* in
S » Michigan -0.53 -119 -1.48 ¥ -0.66 ¥ -0.30 ¥ -0.95
> -0.30
L
[0)
_8 *Comparison districts are the nearest matches within the same
(B state based on socioeconomic status, demographics, and size.
-2.0
Pine River Area Schools, Ml Michigan Average Among Similar

Districts* in Ml

(Montrose Community Schools, Maple
Valley Schools, Carson City-Crystal Area
Schools, Johannesburg-Lewiston Area
Schools, Reading Community 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=2628200/#/map/none/districts/mth2224/frl/all/8/44.065/-85.541/2628200,44.065,-85.541
https://educationrecoveryscorecard.org

Pine River Area Schools, MI

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

Average Math Scores and Trends in Scores

L 10 in Grade Level Equivalents Relative to the 2019
m .
E) National Average
<
? 0.5 +0.01
o (] (% (] v \a \a
= (o S O v v v
5 | S J& & 88 g8 I8
o 70.27 T A ¢ oL
o 0O : VS V S V S
QV
O .
= White 078 -0.82 -0.64 ¥ -0.04 4 017 4 0.4
.; 05 — +0.07
o e oo I Black N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
= +0.17 v +0.22 Hispanic N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
©
= ) Asian N/A  N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
O
L
) -1.5 I
P 1. -1 -1 : : :
g o6 oor 1.52 1.31 116 4 021 4 016 4 0.37
O
Non-Poor 017 018 046 4 0.01 4 027 4 o0.28
-2.0
White Black Hispanic Asian Poor Non-Poor  Female Male Female -0.90 -0.91 -0.79 * -0.01 f 0.12 f 0.1
Male -0.82 -0.76 -0.54 4 0.07 4 022 4 029
Reading Performance by Subgroup, Grades 3-8, 2019-2024
Average Reading Scores and Trends in Scores
L 10 in Grade Level Equivalents Relative to the 2019
© +0.15 :
S National Average
z t]
‘©
& 05 -0.22
o (] o (] v \a \a
= O S O v v v
: P I I& &8 g8 I8
- FE §¢ &¢ &5 & S5
D +0.00 v v A4 Vv L VL QS
N l
@) .
= oo White 046 -047 -078 ¥ -0.01 ¥ -0.31 ¥ -0.32
2 05 v -0.35
o l Black N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
x
2 -0.31 +0.04 Hispanic N/A  N/A  N/A N/A N/A N/A
2 10 +0.19 A
5 tl Asian N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
O
L -0.34
g 0.31 Poor 135 116 147 4 019 ¥ -0.31 ¥ -0.12
5
Non-Poor 0.66 0.8 059 4 015 ¥ -0.22 ¥ -0.07
-2.0
White Black Hispanic Asian Poor Non-Poor  Female Male Female -0.03 -0.03 -0.38 f 0.00 * -0.35 ’ -0.34
Male 1.01  -0.97 -1.31 4 0.04 ¥ -0.34 ¥ -0.30

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=2628200/#/map/none/districts/mth2224/frl/all/8/44.065/-85.541/2628200,44.065,-85.541
https://educationrecoveryscorecard.org

Pine River Area Schools, MI

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

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

o

>

b

[}

©

© o 1.5
e

$ 1.0
o)

O

%! 0.5
=

®

= O 2 0.0
)

&

O -0.5
>

<

= -1.0
] ) ’

e | > ©

S ® ® -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 Pine River Area Schools Other Ml districts

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

D 2019-2022 Change 2022-2024 Change 2019-2024 Change

>

b

0]

O

©

o) 1.0
o

5 0.5
O

N

o Q 0.0
c

E 5 S

& 0.5
)

3 & % KC ‘ '_ §v "‘.’.)“’{o‘;" |"‘ A it

£ "G o 9o e "o .".\..0.‘(0;.0 8 L -1.5

i

qg)v @ '0. > @ 2.0
©

£

© 2.5

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 Pine River Area Schools Other Ml districts

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

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



https://edopportunity.org/recovery/explorer/?pdf=2628200/#/map/none/districts/mth2224/frl/all/8/44.065/-85.541/2628200,44.065,-85.541
https://educationrecoveryscorecard.org

Michigan

Math Performance, Grades 3-8, 2009-2024

PANDEMIC DATA GAP

Reading 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
- o
(e
.% g - °
o °
g ® ' ® o ® °
— ([
8 . 2019 Average -0.26
2 .05 °
o N 2022 Average -0.75
> .
© .
o °. / 2024 Average -0.66
n
I5 2019-2022 Change -0.49
©
=
o 2022-2024 Change +0.09
LLl
L -0 i
© 2009 2011 2013 2015 2017 2019 2021 2023 Since 2019 -0.40
A

S 1.0 Average Reading Scores and Trends in Scores
©
§ in Grade Level Equivalents Relative to the 2019
< National Average
e
S 05
O
=
@
Q 2019 Average -0.05
° 0.0 o ®
0 - R B .. 2022 Average -0.51
= [
© ‘e
2L .. 2024 Average -0.81
L 05 -
s \ 2019-2022 Change -0.46
©
P
Ué_’l- 2022-2024 Change -0.30
©  -1.0 .
® 2009 2011 2013 2015 2017 2019 2021 2023 Since 2019 -0.76
A
PANDEMIC DATA GAP
Absenteeism, Grades 3-8, 2009-2024
40% py Absenteeism

c
)
g o
< 30% ®
= 2019-2023 Change +0.11
©
Q
o Since 2009 N/A
6 20% ] ®
2
C
3 ¢ Absenteeism data courtesy of Nat Malkus, American
53) Enterprise Institute
5 10%
c
)
o
)
(ol

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=26/#/map/none/states/mth2224/frl/all/6/43.009/-84.97/26,43.009,-84.97
https://educationrecoveryscorecard.org

Michigan
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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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