Warren Consolidated Schools, 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 -0.56
2022 Average -0.97
2024 Average -0.88
2019-2022 Change -0.41
2022-2024 Change +0.09
Since 2019 -0.32

Average Reading Scores and Trends in Scores

in Grade Level Equivalents Relative to the 2019
National Average

2019 Average -0.13
2022 Average -0.76
2024 Average -0.97
2019-2022 Change -0.63
2022-2024 Change -0.21
Since 2019 -0.84

Absenteeism

2019-2023 Change +0.11

Since 2009 N/A

Absenteeism data courtesy of Nat Malkus, American
Enterprise Institute
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Warren Consolidated Schools, MI

Math Performance by Subgroup, Grades 3-8, 2019-2024
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Warren Consolidated Schools, MI

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

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

2019-2022 2022-2024

|
—
o

|

Change in Math Achievement (Grade Levels)

l l | | | l
100 0 25 50 /5 100

Percent Free/Reduced—-Price Lunch
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Change In Chronic Absenteeism 2019-2023
by Percent FRPL in Michigan Districts
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