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Part 1
School Closures

Widened Gaps



Low-income schools remained closed longer.

Average Weeks Remote for Low, Mid, and High Poverty
Schools, by State Quartile of Total Remote Weeks
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And low-income schools lost more per week of closure.

Losses
similar
where
schools
remained
opened.
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Although large by historical standards, 2022-23 recovery fell
far short.

Math Reading
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Even so, most states remained behind in 2023.

Average Test Score Change, 2019-2023, by State and Subject
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Change in Average Test Scores (Grade Levels)

Gaps widened and have not closed.

Test Score Decline and Recovery, 2019-2023, by Subject and District Poverty Rate
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Change in Average Test Scores (Grade Levels)

Gaps widened and have not closed.

Test Score Decline and Recovery, 2019-2023, by Subject and District Poverty Rate
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Federal dollars did help in 2022-23.

(but they expired September 2024)

Low-ESSER vs High-ESSER Allocation Districts
Greater than 70% FRPL, Synthetic Control, Math
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Treatment group is the top quartile of ESSER allocation among districts with >70% FRPL.

Donor group for synthetic control is the bottom quartile of ESSER allocation among districts with >70% FRPL.
Donor group is weighted using average OL in 2016-2019, OL change from 2019-2022, % remote, and log
enroliment in grades 3-8.

All districts are weighted by grade 3-8 enrollment in 2022.
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Part 2
Barriers to Recovery
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Barrier 1: The rise in student absenteeism.

Change In Chronic Absenteeism Rate
California, 2018-29 to 2022-23
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Barrier 2: Parents underestimate impacts on their children.

Education Next (August 2022): Learning Heroes (March, 2023)
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Change in math achievement

in grade equivalents

Barrier 3: No coordinaton: district-level decision-
making yielded different strategies, divergent results.

Change in Math Achievement 2019-2023
by proportion FRPL in New Jersey districts
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Barrier 4: Lack of understanding what recovery will require.

Effect Multiply %
Intervention Size from by

Options % of Research Effect Size
students

Tutors 10% 1 year .10 yr



Part 3
Completing the

Recovery in Virginia



Trend in Math Achievement
Virginia vs. National Average

VA
300
SOLs NCLBA
280
|
1
260 :
; Virginia
1
240 I \
: / National
220 - // :
1
[ [ I [ [ [ [ [
1992 1997 2002 2007 2012 2017 2022
Year

Source: National Assessment of Educational Progress

E—

E—

Grade 8

Grade 4



Trend in Reading Achievement

Virginia vs. National Average
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Difference Relative to 2019 National Average
(in Grade Equivalents)

Math Achievement of Selected Virginia Districts
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Achievement gaps have grown.
Average Math Score and FRPL Rate
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Achievement gaps have grown.

Average Reading Score and FRPL Rate
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What how?

Short term:

* Resume accountability

 Redirect 3 percent of Title | for “direct student services” like high dosage tutoring.
* Mobilize local government/employers/community orgs to lower absenteeism

* Targeted state incentives, such as to expand summer learning

Medium/Long-term:
* State innovation challenge for piloting and testing solutions.



Organizing for collective learning:

State Innovation Challenge: The Process

Choose a challenge Ask schools or Fund a subset and Share. Scale.
and promising districts to apply. measure results. When an intervention works, State creates list of
intervention. Schools or districts apply to The state funds the districts share with peers. _ ‘evidence-based
State allocates money to implement the identified intervention in a subset of interventions eligible for
examine a challenge and interventions. schools or districts and & federal dollars.
tracks outcomes.

identifies specific \/
interventions that can

address it. TREA.TMENT * \ /v* \/
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REPEAT ANNUALLY.
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