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Trend in Average Test Scores, 2009-2023, 30 States

NAEP Data
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Trend Based on

Trend in Average Test Scores, 2009-2023, 30 States
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Change in Average Test Scores (Grade Levels)

Test Score Decline and Recovery, 2019-2023, by Subject and District Poverty Rate
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National Trend in Test Score Gaps, 2009-2023
Among States with Available Economic Status Data (15 States)
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Post-pandemic Recovery
in U.S. Schools
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Density Weighted By Enrollment

Challenge 1: The rise in absenteeism has
become a barrier to faster recovery.
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Challenge 2: Parents underestimate impacts on their children.

Education Next (August 2022): Learning Heroes (March 2023)

“My child is at or above
grade level.”

30

Very
Confident

My child did not My child lost My child lost ground Math Reading
experience any ground, butlam  and | am concerned
learning loss. confident they will they will not catch up.

catch up.



Change in math achievement

Change in math achievement
in grade equivalents

in grade equivalents

Challenge 3: 90% of ESSER went to local districts, which yielded
different strategies, divergent results.

Change in Math Achievement 2019-2023
by proportion FRPL in New Jersey districts

»
00= - -G - @ o > e e A e e e e = ]
e . nion Cit
IS ' L A
o v, . erry Hill .
’ ¢0 > & 39 v L Woodgidge Township  ~jieon illzabeth
s g
-0.5= ) State Average. ' K, % V.Bayonne
’ ) — _Nineland . Ny -
Tomg-':‘ivpr Regionial ® e!a 258y Cny___r m?salc City
. L ) I3 T Serth Ambo
1.0 - .Hamllton Township Newark ° ;9 ¥
Edison Towns!ip aterson
New Brunswick
I I 1 I 1
0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00

Proportion free or reduced lunch (2019)

Source: Education Recovery Scorecard, by Harvard CEPR and Stanford SEDA

Notes: All eslimales are based on published slate assessment resulls, which have been rescaled to grade equivalents using state scores on the National Assessment of Educational Progress

For historical comparability, the proportion of students receiving free or reduced price lunch reflects the estimated number of students in households with incomes below 185% of the federal poverty level in Census data.
Some districts may have higher rates of federally subsidized lunch recipients due to the community eligibility provision. The sample of districts shown have been limited to districts with reliable estimates.

Labeled points represent districts with at least 700 tested students per grade. The regression line displays the averall trend within the state.

For details on the methodology see hitps:i/edopportunity.org/methods.
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Change in Math Achievement 2019-2023
by proportion FRPL in North Carolina districts
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Source: Education Recovery Scorecard, by Harvard CEPR and Stanford SEDA,
Notes: All eslimates are based on published stale assessmenl results, which have been rescaled to grade equivalents using state scores on the National Assessment of Educational Progress.

For historical comparability, the proportion of students recaiving free or reduced price lunch reflects the estimated number of students in households with incomes below 185% of the federal poverty level in Census data.

Some districts may have higher rates of federally subsidized lunch recipients due to the community eligibility provision. The sample of districts shown have been limited to districts with reliable estimates.
Labeled points represent districts with at least 1,600 tested students per grade. The regression line displays the overall trend within the state.
For detalls on the methodology ses https://edopportunity.org/methods.
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Change in math achievement
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Change in Math Achievement 2019-2023
by proportion FRPL in Indiana districts
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Some districts may have higher rates of federally subsidized lunch recipients due to the community eligibility provision. The sample of districts shown have been limited to districts with reliable estimates

Labeled paints represent districts with at least 800 tested students per grade. The regression line displays the overall trend within the state

For details on the mathodology see https:/edopportunity.org/methods.

Change in Math Achievement 2019-2023
by proportion FRPL in Rhode Island districts
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Labeled points represent districts with at least 200 tested students per grade. The regression line displays the overall trend within the state,

For detalls on the methodology see https://edopportunity.org/methods.



Challenge 4: Understanding what recovery will require.

Effect Multiply %
Intervention Size from by
Options % of students Research Effect Size
Tutors 10% 1 year 10 yr
Double Math 30% .5 year A5 yr
Summer Sch 75% .25 year 19 yr

Extend school year

2.5
by 2.5 weeks 100% /36 wk 7

Sum of expected effects: .50 yrs



Federal aid expires in September.

Will states step up?



Change in Average Math Scores from 2019-2023 (National

Comparisons)
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Note: Of the 28 total districts participating in NAEP Trial Urban Districts in 2019 and 2022, 15 had available data for the 2019 through 2023 analysis. *Fresno participated in TUDA from 2009 until 2019.


https://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/tuda/participating_districts.aspx
https://www.nagb.gov/naep/trial-urban-district-assessment.html#eligibility

Change in Average Reading Scores from 2019-2023 (National

Comparisons)
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Note: Of the 28 total districts participating in NAEP Trial Urban Districts in 2019 and 2022, 15 had available data for the 2019 through 2023 analysis. *Fresno participated in TUDA from 2009 until 2019.


https://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/tuda/participating_districts.aspx
https://www.nagb.gov/naep/trial-urban-district-assessment.html#eligibility

Questions & Discussion



Upcoming GLR Learning Tuesdays Webinars

FUNDER-TO-FUNDER CONVERSATION
Foundations for Attendance: Examining How Funders Can Help Reduce Chronic Absence
Tuesday, April 16, 12:30-2 p.m. ET/9:30-11:00 PT

BIG BETS WORKING
Implementation, Replication, Fidelity: How to REALLY Scale High-Impact Tutoring
Tuesday, April 16, 3—-4:30 p.m. ET/12-1:30 p.m. PT

BIG BETS WORKING
EdTech Working: Enhancing Teaching & Learning AND Scaling Needed Interventions
Tuesday, April 23, 12:30-2 p.m. ET/9-11:30 a.m. PT

LEARNING LOSS RECOVERY CHALLENGE
Lessons from California’'s $2 Billion Settlement: Implementation of State Spending to Advance Equity
Tuesday, April 30, 3-4:30 p.m. ET/12-1:30 p.m. PT

Please stand by...Webinar will begin momentarily! Learning
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