Bay City 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 -0.38
2022 Average -1.15
2024 Average -1.12
2019-2022 Change -0.77
2022-2024 Change +0.03
Since 2019 -0.74

Average Reading Scores and Trends in Scores

in Grade Level Equivalents Relative to the 2019
National Average

2019 Average -0.46
2022 Average -0.94
2024 Average -1.26
2019-2022 Change -0.48
2022-2024 Change -0.32
Since 2019 -0.80

Absenteeism

2019-2023 Change +0.05

Since 2009 N/A

Absenteeism data courtesy of Nat Malkus, American
Enterprise Institute
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Bay City School District, MI

Math Performance in Bay City School District vs. Michigan and Similar .
Districts, Grades 3-8, 2019-2024
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Bay City School District, MI

Math Performance by Subgroup, Grades 3-8, 2019-2024
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Reading Performance by Subgroup, Grades 3-8, 2019-2024
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Bay City School District, MI

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

Average Math Scores and Trends in Scores

L 40 in Grade Level Equivalents Relative to the 2019
g 3.5 National Average
> -0.77
< 30
©
5 25 l *
[e) 4 (/] (/] (/] v Y \g
= &) ‘DO’ v ‘DO’ \' QO’ 9’ (] @ ‘/‘l (/]
= 20 0.2 S &¢ §¢ L2 g 28
% 1.5 -0.31 < < < 096@ ‘96@ “’c}g
& 10 VYa
S o5 0% +0.15 White 042 003 014 ¥ -039 4 012 ¥ -0.28
E 0.0 Ya -0.61 -0.29
S os +0.12 'R Black 276 -356 -3.51 ¥ -0.80 4 0.06 ¥ -0.75
g o 1 X
%) 0.1
= 10 —o:4 0.53 e Hispanic 138 172 183 ¥ -0.34 ¥ -011 ¥ -0.46
ol -1.5
v
§ 2.0 5] }A Asian 300 223 247 ¥ -077 4 024 ¥ -0.53
w o5 -0.80 0.02
S o l Poor .51 -2.083 -2.01 ¥ -053 4 0.02 ¥ -0.50
&
99 e Non-Poor 122 091 106 ¥ -031 4 015 ¥ -0.16
-4.0 :
White Black Hispanic Asian Poor Non-Poor  Female Male Female -0.34 -0.94 -0.92 * -0.61 * 0.02 * -0.58
Male -0.21 -050 -0.39 ¥ -029 4 011 ¥ -0.8
Reading Performance by Subgroup, Grades 3-8, 2019-2024
Average Reading Scores and Trends in Scores
L 3.0 in Grade Level Equivalents Relative to the 2019
o National Average
j>[’ 2.5 -0.22 J
< 20 A4
& ¥
o -0.24 o @ o v \'y \g
=R -0.30 v oL I I V o V o V o
X X X o O v O o O
= O w O w O w S v < ~
o 'O oas v VE VS T fF  FfLF  ®F
O o5 i -0.31  -0.51 O O o
S "y |
= 00 PR White 060 022 -010 ¥ -0.39 ¥ -0.31 ¥ -0.70
2 05 081 }
3 0.21 -0.34 Black 225 289 -313 ¥ -064 ¥ -024 ¥ -0.88
(a% -1.0 -0.47 ‘
2 M -0.32 : ‘
£ s | l‘ ' Hispanic 107 128 181 ¥ 021 ¥ -054 ¥ -074
S 20 -0.64 -
% . l 054 .35 Asian 218 196 165 ¥ -022 ¥ -030 ¥ -0.53
LIJ = .
3 3.0 - Poor 123 170 205 ¥ -047 ¥ 035 ¥ -0.82
& 35 -0.24
Non-Poor 1.39 116 085 ¥ -024 ¥ -031 ¥ -0.55
-4.0
White Black  Hispanic ~ Asian Poor  Non-Poor Female Male Female 0.39 -0.13 -0.46 * -0.51 ’ -0.34 * -0.85
Male 043 -078 -110 ¥ -0.35 ¥ -0.32 ¥ -0.67

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

Change In Math Achievement 2019-2022
by Percent FRPL in Michigan Districts
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Change Iin Reading Achievement 2019-2022
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Change In Math Achievement 2022-2024
by Percent FRPL in Michigan Districts
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by Percent FRPL In Michigan Districts
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Change in Math Achievement (Grade Levels)
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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

40 =
Wayn@Westland

c 30—
% ANn A@)r Lansing @lblic
O ~ Kalamazoo
2 : A
5 20
O N p
< . : ’
O - 2@ ° °® @ - Dearbor@lty
C Cgew Cmg%)()en Iley » o Lan@ Creuse@ W)el = = g Grand R@lds
I= 1O_Plymouth | on '\‘@’”'a E=o—3® o Stat?Avera ev@a@en C@solldated -
O TrO)@ e.d La@ afed ﬂ \¢) .
- i ' : <C|ty Area 5y © @Qm a
= Forest Is, o HUFOH\ e .na f. L %% .
= a |
3 : @
B Lo e e
O

_10—

l l l
25 50 /5

Percent Free/Reduced Lunch
Source: Education Recovery Scorecard, by Harvard CEPR and Stanford SEDA. For detalls on the methodology see https://edopportunity.org/methods.



