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Reading Performance, Grades 3-8, 2009-2024
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Math Performance in Union Public School District vs. Mississippi and
Similar Districts, Grades 3-8, 2019-2024
Average Math Scores and Trends in Scores

L 10 -0.57 in Grade Level Equivalents Relative to the 2019

© .

E) National Average

=

©

c

o o o o v \g s
2 ) O oS v v v

5 05 QP I IS FE A4S 5S
= 4 -0.53 v ¥ ¥ S5§ S5 SF
o) - < < YOS VS VS
@) +0.09

(Q\}

o . .

= Union Public

Q . I| School District, M§ 095 038  0.47 -0.57 4 0.09 ¥ -0.48
E .

& -0.66 s Mississippi -0.20 -0.86 -0.48 ¥ -0.66 4 0.38 ¥ -0.28
N +0.

=

Q Similar Districts* in

S Mississippi 0.38 -0.14 0.38 ¥ -0.53 4 052 ¥ -0.00
S -0.5

O

LLl

(O]

-8 *Comparison districts are the nearest matches within the same
(3 state based on socioeconomic status, demographics, and size.

+0.38
-1.0
Union Public School District, Mississippi Average Among Similar
MS Districts* in MS

(Lincoln County School District, Webster
County School District, Newton County
School District, Enterprise School District,
Richton School District)

Reading Performance in Union Public School District vs. Mississippi and
Similar Districts, Grades 3-8, 2019-2024

Average Reading Scores and Trends in Scores

L 10 in Grade Level Equivalents Relative to the 2019
© .
,q;) National Average
< +0.01
®© A -0.38
S A cv N2 &
9 +0.04 S S S W v v
8 os PP I IS 4F 4 I
> vE §F ¥ S5 S5 S8
o2 N A4 A4 v § v C}Q v C?
©)
N v
O . -
2 -0.02 Union Public
e School District, Mg 065 066 070 4 001 4 004 4 005
5 . -0.25
& l Mississippi -0.15 -0.40 -0.37 ¥ -0.25 4 0.03 ¥ -0.22
0
C
Q< Similar Districts* in
A - e . . - - -
[ o Mississippi 0.61 024 022 ¥ -038 ¥ -0.02 ¥ -0.40
> -0.5 :
o
L
9 o .
© *Comparison districts are the nearest matches within the same
(3 state based on socioeconomic status, demographics, and size.
-1.0
Union Public School District, Mississippi Average Among Similar
MS Districts* in MS

(Lincoln County School District, Webster
County School District, Newton County
School District, Enterprise School District,
Richton School District)

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=2804380/#/map/none/districts/mth2224/frl/all/8/32.582/-89.139/2804380,32.582,-89.139
https://educationrecoveryscorecard.org

Union Public School District, MS

o
Change in Math Performance in Mississippi Districts vs. Percent
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Math Performance, Grades 3-8, 2009-2024
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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 (Grade Levels)

Change In Reading Achievement (Grade Levels)

Change In Math Achievement 2019-2022
by Percent FRPL in Mississippi Districts
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Change In Math Achievement 2022-2024
by Percent FRPL in Mississippi Districts
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Change In Reading Achievement 2022-2024
by Percent FRPL In Mississippi Districts
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Change In Math Achievement 2019-2024
by Percent FRPL in Mississippi Districts
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Change In Math Achievement
by Percent FRPL in Mississippi Districts
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Change In Chronic Absenteeism 2019-2023
by Percent FRPL in Mississippi Districts
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