Bridgeport ISD, TX

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 -0.92
2022 Average -1.25
2024 Average -1.22
2019-2022 Change -0.33
2022-2024 Change +0.03
Since 2019 -0.30

Average Reading Scores and Trends in Scores

in Grade Level Equivalents Relative to the 2019
National Average

2019 Average -1.20
2022 Average -0.99
2024 Average -1.60
2019-2022 Change +0.22
2022-2024 Change -0.61
Since 2019 -0.40

Absenteeism

2019-2023 Change +0.12

Since 2009 N/A

Absenteeism data courtesy of Nat Malkus, American
Enterprise Institute
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Math Performance in Bridgeport ISD vs. Texas and Similar Districts,
Grades 3-8, 2019-2024
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Reading Performance in Bridgeport ISD vs. Texas and Similar Districts,
Grades 3-8, 2019-2024
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Math Performance by Subgroup, Grades 3-8, 2019-2024
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Change in Math Performance in Texas Districts vs. Percent
Free/Reduced-Price Lunch, Grades 3-8, 2019-2024
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Math 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 Texas Districts

0.5=
%)
q) O
= X
D
1
& .
®
- 00==----"-"-"-"°2--—"-“--“- - e e e e - s - T T mmm mm - m - - = -
&D/ o
% &onroe ) /
: @ e
qE) ) Katy @ North.East
> 2
Q . LewisVillew v Mg Austln * Pasadeﬂa @_)
I GE— | = ;
S o /“I—Ql/oust@ allas
<£E -rsco Round Rock Cypress= Falrbanks Pt Average P
s ” @ Garland S E| Pa Fort Worth
= Plano Fort Bend \ 2@
= sArlington «
> —1.0= Q
- | '@
%5 @rthsmle
<fddine
] l l i ]
0 25 50 l4s 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 2019-2022
by Percent FRPL In Texas Districts
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Change In Math Achievement 2022-2024
by Percent FRPL In Texas Districts
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Change Iin Reading Achievement 2022-2024
by Percent FRPL In Texas Districts
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Change In Math Achievement 2019-2024
by Percent FRPL In Texas Districts
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Change In Reading Achievement 2019-2024
by Percent FRPL In Texas Districts
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Change In Math Achievement
by Percent FRPL In Texas Districts
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