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U.5. POVERTY RATE OVER TIME

Figure 4.
Number in Poverty and Poverty Rate: 1959 to 2015

Numbers in millions Recession

N -
Number in poverty 43.1 million

Percent

Poverty rate
I “|13.5 percent

Mote: The data for 2013 and beyond reflect the implementation of the redesigned income questions. The data points are placed at
the midpoints of the respective years. For information on recessions, see Appendix A. For information on confidentiality protection,
sampling error, nonsampling error, and definitions, see <owww?2.census.gov/programs-surveys/cps/techdocs /cpsmar] 6. pdfs.

Source: U.5. Census Bureau, Current Population Survey, 1960 to 2016 Annual Social and Economic Supplements.



IMPACT OF ABJECT POVERTY ON STUDENT ACHIEVEMENT

At-Risk Identification
* Homeless

 Foster Care

e Qualified for Food
Stamps

* Qualified for TANF

* Over-age for their
grade level

Source: Bellinger, C., Boots, J. (September, 2017).
To find top DC public schools, look beyond
demographics, new analysis says. Greater Greater
Washington. Retrieved from
https://ggwash.org/view/64796/want-the-best-dc-
school-for-your-child-look-beyond-demographics

Correlation Plot Between PARCC

Proficiency and Demographics
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2019 NAEP PROFICIENCY LEVEL COMPARISON BETWEEN LOW
INCOME PUBLIC, CHARTER AND PRIVATE SCHOOL STUDENTS

Math Grade 4 Low Income Students, 2019
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FRPL below Basic at Basic at Proficient at Advanced
m Large city - Not a Charter 32.8 43.9 20.6 2.7
m Large city - Charter 68 30.1 45.0 22.3 2.6
= National public - Not a Charter 53 29.3 45.0 22.8 2.9
National public - Charter 60 28.0 45.6 23.6 2.8

“ National private

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of
Educational Progress (NAEP), 2019 Mathematics Assessment.
NOTE: Some apparent differences between estimates may not be s



2013 NAEP PROFICIENCY LEVEL COMPARISON BETWEEN LOW
INCOME PUBLIC, CHARTER AND PRIVATE SCHOOL STUDENTS

Math Grade 4 Low Income Students, 2013
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FRPL below Basic at Basic at Proficient at Advanced
m Large city 30.7 46.1 20.9 2.2
® Charter school - Large city 81 29.2 47.1 21.3 2.5
» National public 54 27.0 47.4 23.4 2.3
Charter school - National public 63 29.2 46.5 21.9 2.4
® National private 10 39.7 44.2 14.6 1.5

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, Institute of Education Sciences, National Center for Education Statistics, National Assessment of
Educational Progress (NAEP), 2013 Mathematics Assessment.
NOTE: Some apparent differences between estimates may not be s



PERCENTAGE OF ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED
STUDENTS SCORING PROFICIENT ON DISTRICT BENCHMARK
ASSESSMENT ACROSS SCHOOLS (MIN N=20)
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PERCENTAGE OF ECONOMICALLY DISADVANTAGED
STUDENTS MEETING GROWTH EXPECTATIONS ON DISTRICT
BENCHMARK ASSESSMENT ACROSS SCHOOLS (MIN N=20)
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SCHOOL DISTRICT GRADUATION RATES 2014
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SCHOOL DISTRICT KINDERGARTEN
READINESS 2014 VS. GRADUATION RATE 2014
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m Kindergarten Readiness Level 2 and 3
2014

® Four Year Grad Rate Class of 2014 93 66 81 90 72 67 94 94 96 68 96 98 V5 90 91 87

93 52 72 84 56 68 94 88 91 45 93 96 52 97 100 84



TRENDS IN DISTRICT EFFECTST ON NAEP FOURTH-GRADE
MATHEMATICS BY SCHOOL TYPE, 2009 TO 2019

Year
2009 2011 2013 2015 2017 2019
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Q.0
Jurisdiction 2009 2011 2013 2015 2017 2019
B Large City Schools 3.24% 3.05% 4.04*% 2.oag* 1.35* 3.12%
All Other Schoaols -0.19 -0.05 1.15* 0.90* 1.14* 1.24*

' District effect is the difference between the actual district mean and the expected district mean.
" District effect is significantly different from zero at p < .05.

SOURCE: Council of the Great City Schools (2021). Mirrors or Windows: How Well Do Large City Public Schools Overcome the Effects of Poverty and Other
Barriers? Retrieved from https:/ /www.cegcs.org/ cecs.



https://www.cgcs.org/cgcs

TRENDS IN DISTRICT EFFECTST ON NAEP EIGHTH-GRADE
MATHEMATICS BY SCHOOL TYPE, 2009 TO 2019

Year
2009 2011 2013 2015 2017 20119

lurisdiction 2009 2011 2013 2015 2017 2019
B Large City Schools 3.09* 2. 65* 2 .60* 3.15* 3.60* 4.41%

All Other Schools 0.15 -0.07 1.08* 1.23* 1.69* 1.24%
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* District effect is the difference between the actual district mean and the expected district mean.
* District effect is significantly different from zero at p < .05.

SOURCE: Council of the Great City Schools (2021). Mirrors or Windows: How Well Do Large City Public Schools Overcome the Effects of Poverty and Other
Barriers? Retrieved from https:/ /www.cegcs.org/ cecs.
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TRENDS IN DISTRICT EFFECTST ON NAEP FOURTH-GRADE
READING BY SCHOOL TYPE, 2009 TO 2019

Year
2009 2011 2013 2015 2017 2019
3.0
25
2 20
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= 15
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a 1.0
0.5
0.0
Jurisdiction 2009 2011 2013 2015 2017 2019
W Large City Schools 2 82* 2. 78* 3.31* 195* 191* 151*
All Other Schools -0.19 -0.25 0.63* 0.74* 0.64* 0.86*

" District effect is the difference between the actual district mean and the expected district mean.
* District effect is significantly different from zero at p < .05.

SOURCE: Council of the Great City Schools (2021). Mirrors or Windows: How Well Do Large City Public Schools Overcome the Effects of Poverty and Other
Barriers? Retrieved from https:/ /www.cegcs.org/ cecs.
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TRENDS IN DISTRICT EFFECTST ON NAEP EIGHTH-GRADE
READING BY SCHOOL TYPE, 2009 TO 2019

Year
2009 2011 2013 2015 2017 2019
16
14
12
1.0
E 0.8
b 06
ot
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a 0.2
Q.0
0.2
-0.4
0.6
Jurisdiction 2009 2011 2013 2015 2017 2019
M Large City Schools 1.09* 0.89 0.54 1.25* 1.27* 1.62*
All Other 5chools -0.10 -0.39 -0.55% -0.05 043 0.29

* District effect is the difference between the actual district mean and the expected district mean.
" District effect is significantly different from zero at p < .05.

SOURCE: Council of the Great City Schools (2021). Mirrors or Windows: How Well Do Large City Public Schools Overcome the Effects of Poverty and Other
Barriers? Retrieved from https:/ /www.cegcs.org/ cecs.
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THANK YOU
QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS
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