Union City Community 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

®, ° o
AL 2019 Average -0.72
2022 Average -0.90
2024 Average -0.74
2019-2022 Change -0.17
2022-2024 Change +0.16

PANDEMIC DATA GAP

Average Reading Scores and Trends in Scores

in Grade Level Equivalents Relative to the 2019
National Average

2019 Average -0.49
e,
R, 2022 Average -0.79
\. 2024 Average -1.06
2019-2022 Change -0.30
2022-2024 Change -0.27
PANDEMIC DATA GAP
Absenteeism
®
® 2019-2023 Change +0.12
¢ Since 2009 N/A
' Absenteeism data courtesy of Nat Malkus, American
Enterprise Institute
2019 2021 2023
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FOR DISTRICT SUCCESS STORIES, EXPERT RESOURCES AND STATE PRESS RELEASES, PLEASE
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Union City Community Schools, MI

Math Performance in Union City Community Schools vs. Michigan and
Similar Districts, Grades 3-8, 2019-2024 ‘

Average Math Scores and Trends in Scores

0.0 in Grade Level Equivalents Relative to the 2019
National Average
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Reading Performance in Union Gity Community Schools vs. Michigan and
Similar Districts, Grades 3-8, 2019-2024
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Union City Community Schools, MI

Math Performance by Subgroup, Grades 3-8, 2019-2024
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Union City Community Schools, MI

Change in Math Performance in Michigan Districts vs. Percent
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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

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

O]

®

o) 1.0
o

= 0.5
O

(]

87 0.0
S s S

& O -0.5
)

) ) A P e 8y O R R ) 4

> & %% G e Q059" ¢ C

.<§[ & o . ... a _;’. .-':: :."-o;.— 8 { 1.5
qg)v @ '0. o @ -2.0
2

& 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 Union City Community 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=2634410/#/map/none/districts/mth2224/frl/all/8/42.033/-85.144/2634410,42.033,-85.144
https://educationrecoveryscorecard.org

Michigan

Math Performance, Grades 3-8, 2009-2024

PANDEMIC DATA GAP

Reading Performance, Grades 3-8, 2009-2024
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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 In Math Achievement 2022-2024
by Percent FRPL in Michigan Districts
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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 Math Achievement
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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