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Big changes occurred in student achievement, student demographics and district resources between
2001 and 2016 in the State of lllinoiEhis report summarizes key changes at grades three through Ha!ﬂlelﬁm
eightin Harlemand compares them with changes thatcurred in northern lllinois and thetate as a
whole between 2001 and 2016.
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Changes in Demographics and Achievement in Harlem District 122

Standardized /Achievemenand SecieEconomicsSiatusrare

CloselycGoanneeiethimMo#mericanssehoobRisiriets

The scatter plot on paget2lls twobig storiesabout American public schools:

1 There is a powerful connection between standardized achievement and measofescioeconomic statugSES)

Whereaverage SES high,even the lowestchieving districts score closetiwo grade levels highethan the highest
achieving districts wheraverage SES low.

1 At most points on the SES continuum, there is differencdb 3 grade equivalentbetween the highest and lowest
achieving districts

Since average SES is more or less the same at each point on the SES continuum, something other than SES has got to be
causing the differences.

Each point on the scatter ploepresents one of over three thousasdhool district from a recent study of achievement, so€io
economic status and race in American schbol§he vertical axis shows average achievement scores for gregige® 2009
through 2013 (shown in grade equivalents). The horizontal axis shows the average sociteiatus of families in each district.

The pointlabeled Harlem 128hows the intersect between average achievement and average-sooimomic status ithe district
between 2009 and 2013During those years

1 Achievement irHarlem 122wvasa little belowaverage for districts witlsimilarmeasures of socieconomic status
1 Socio-economic status itarlem 122vasclose to the nabnalaveragebut achievement was.@ grade equivalentbelow
the average fomll school district®ationwide

*Reardon, S.FKalogrides, D., & Shores, L. (2017) The Geography of Racial/Ethnic Test Score Gaps (CEPA Working RapeRétdetéd from Stanforc
Center for Education Policy Analysigtp://cepa.stanford.edu/mp16-10
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Changes in Demographics and Achievement in Harlem District 122

Relationship between Average District Achievement and the Average SBcimnomic Status of
{ 0 dzR Sy i & QHa@dmYL224nH ovet 3,00@0ther U.S. Public School District20092013

3 Years ABOVE Factors included in thig (i dzRhéa@uie of
Grade Level socio-economicstatusinclude:
2 Years ABOVE T Family income
Grade Level 1 Percent of parents with a college degre
9 Percent of single parents
1Year ABOVE 1 Percent food stamp eligibility
Grade Level § Percent unemployed
AT Harl 122
GRADEEVEL bl
1YearBELOW
Grade Level
2 Yeas BELOW
Grade Level
3YeasBELOW
Grade Level
Higher SECIONOMIC STATUS Lower
SOURCE wAOKSE azid212= /2ES !'YFEYRFE FyYR . f201=% al ilKSheopshos ReyFeérkTimed Aprd 29} 2@ Réarthoh(58an &

Coz YIFIf2aINARSaAT 5SYSGONI | yROUKYNIDA T S¥ &tyithhs DM Gn &b chnfinrhblive/dR18/04/29ipshwtim éhéydcefand succesdiow-your-school
districtcompares.html?action=click&contentCollection=upshot&region=rank&module=package&version=highlights&contentPlacemimet€qaionfront&smid=tvupshotnyt&smtyp=cur& r=2
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Changes in Demographics and Achievement in Harlem District 122

In Most AmeficansSeheoab bistictStandardizedrAchievemerdnd
SedieEconomicsStaitisarel Glosely sAssactatedhwititdRace

The scatter plot on page 4 beldllustrates how unsuccessful most districts have been at breakingltse association between
race, SES and achievement in American sch@ulsit also illustratesthat school effectiveness. .what schools and districtdo to
improve their impact. . .varies a lotacross districts with similar demograpsic The good news on page 4hiat improvementsin
school effectivenessould reaonablyincrease achievemerih most districtdoy between0.75and 2.0gradeequivalents.

The circles on page 4 describe averaghievement ancéverage SES @il U.S. school districts that have at least 100 white, 100
Latino and 100 black studentseach ofgrades 3, 4, 5, 6, 7 and &reencircles represent thélackpopulation in each disict. Blue
circles represent Latino populations apohk circles representvhite populations Larger circle sizegflect groups with larger
enroliments; smaller circle sizes den@mups with smaller enrollments.

Like the scatter plot on page 2, tluge tellstwo important stories

1 Within-district differences of achievement an8ESre powerfully associated with raceOn average, white students in most
of the districts shown scored at or above grade level and were in the upper third of the SESwWwDNt Average Latino
achievement in most districts was between grade level and two years below grade level, and average SES was in the middle
third of the continuum. Average black achievement was between one and two years below grade level, and S&ESrages in
the lowest half of the SES continuum

1 At all points on the SES continuum, achievement differen®eE HINracial groups vary by as much as three grade
equivalents from one district to another Page 4ighlightstwo districts where average SE$ fdack, Latino and white
students is roughly similar, but where achievement in each group is much higher in one district than it is in the other:

o Average white achievement in Charloftéecklenburg iS8.0 grade equivalents higher than it is in Simi ®Aall

0 Average black achievementls grade equivalents higher, and average Latino achievemén®grade equivalents
higherin CharlotteMecklenburg, even thougaverage SES among black and Latino fanmliesver there than in Simi
Valley

These data already control for race and SES. The differences they highlight are measthesldaffectiveness.
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Achievement, Scio-Economic Statuand Race
In a Broad Sampling df.S. Public School Districts

3 Years ABOVI CharlotteMeckIlenburg, NC

Grade Level Average Achievement O Black

Above/Below Grade Level

2 Years ABOVE T Black -0.9 _

Grade Level {l Latino -0.6 O Latino

9 white +2.9
1Year ABOVE . .
Grade Level White/non-Latino
AT
GRADHEEVEL
1 YearBELOW Simi Vallgy, Cp
de L | Average Achievement

Grade Leve Above/Below Grade Leve
2YeasBELOW | Black i:

Grade Level Ttatno -1,

9 white -0.1 o

3 YeasBELOW

Grade Level

Higher SECIONOMIC STATUS Lower

SOURCE wAOKZ az2ii2122 /2EZ !'YIYRI IyR .£t2012Z al (iKShedpstos RevTeérkTimes Aprd 29) Xl R¢artinO
{SIty Cox YIFIf2aINARSES 5SYSHNI IR yJAKR NIBRS3a%L hivh<SDy@h M dsdintBic Shaite G cAvay 2016/0dR BupsBoifmonarhcéadd-sutcess

how-your-schooldistrict-compares.html?action=click&contentCollection=upshot&region=rank&module=package&version=highlights&contentPlacemmie2ggugionfront&smid=tw
upshotnyt&smtyp=cur& r=2
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Changesrimbemographics, knrolmenidandiructional Resaurees

Between 2001 an@016,low-income enrolimenin Harlemrose by 3 points from17% to55. White enrolimentdeclinedby 15
points, Latino enrollment increased 8/pointsand multiracial enroliment rose bg points. Statewide, averagdow-income

enrollmentincreased by 13 points from 37% to 50%hite enroliment dropped by 1fiointsandLaino enrolimentrose byll
points. Averagg, per-pupil spending on instructioroseby 81%in Harlemandby 74% statewide.

HarlemDistrict 122 All lllinois PerPupl
Instructional Expenditure
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SN 2w
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17 5 § —— 006 | 511 | 5366
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i} i
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3600 - 570,000 012 | 7189 | 684
< €
€ 3400 © 950000 2013 | 7200 | 6,974
& a
S 3200 | S 930,000
. s 922,014]r 014 | 721 | 7,004
£ 3000 £ 910000
E : o 898,930 2015 | 6946 | 7,419
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Changes in Demographics and Achievement in Harlem District 122

Thereiisaas Strong connection:hetween
Low-Income Emreliments andsStandardizedcAchievemenicSeores

Composite Math Achievement and Ldémcome Enroliments for Grades 3 through &isrlemand OtheNorthernlllinoisSchool Districts
Northern lllinois School Districts in 2001 Northern lllinois School Districts in 2016

Average Low-Income Enrollments: 18% Average Low-Income Enroliments: 37%
Percent Scoring At/Above Statewide Median: 58% Average Percent Scoring At/Above Statewide Median: 56%

. Harlem 122

55% Low-Income Enrollments
43% At/Above Statewide Medians
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Percent Eligible for Free or Reduced Lunch Percent Eligible for Free or Reduced Lunch

Blue points in the charts above show the intersect of achievement andgnoame enrollment in the 59 school districts located in
northern lllinois outside of suburban Chicagoland and north8f.IThevertical scale shows the percent of students who scored at
or above statewide medians (58 percentile and above The horizontal scale shows the percent of students eligible for free or
reduced lunch in each district. The green lines show achievemesisithat are most typical of each free or reduced lunch level.

In2001,1 I NI ISwdzame enrollments werabout same athe northern lllinois averageForty-three percent ofHarlem
studentsscored at or above statevide math mediars. Thatwas15 points belowthe northern lllinoisaverageand wellbelow the
trend line for districts with similar lowincomeenrollments

By2016,low-income enrolimentsnore than doubledn northern lllinois But the trend line fomath achievement rose in wealthier
districts andstayed about the samaidistricts with larger lowncome enrollmentsin HarlemJow-income enrollments rose by8
pointsto 55%. But math achievemenstayed constant andoseto the trend line for distrits with similar lowincome enroliments.
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Changes in Demographics and Achievement in Harlem District 122

ChangesriiCompositerAbievement imHarlem 122 2001-2016

The charts below shoehanges irachievementangesfor students in grades-8 between 2001 and 2016 karlem. Green bands
show the portion oftudents who scoredt or around grade levél Pink and tan bands show students who scored one or more
yearsbelow gade levef. Blue and purple bands shastudents who scoredone ormore yearsabovegradelevel* and were
academically on track for collegeadinessat the end of grade 11Changes irthe averageachievemenof all students in grades
three through eight areshown at the top of each chart.

Reading Math

15-Year Change in Average Reading Achievement in Grades 3-8  15-Year Change in Average Math Achievement in Grades 3-8

Between 2001 and 2016, average achievement for students in grades 3-8 was: Between 2001 and 2016, average achievement for students in grades 3-8 was:

Down 0.08 Grade Equivalents or -1 school Months DOWN 0.10 Grade Equivalents or -1 school Month
6% 5% 5% 5%
[>2Years ABOVE
0>2Years ABOVE
10% 9% Grade Level 9% 10% Grade: ;seue\
On Track for ACT 28+ On Track for ACT 28+
Stanine 8-0 [80-99 %ile] Stanine 8-3[89-99 %ile]
10% 18% 0>2Years ABOVE A 17% 0>2Years ABOVE
Grade Level Grade Level
On Track for ACT 24+ On Track for ACT 24+
Stanine 7 [77-88 %ile] Stanine 7 [77-88 %ile]
01 Year ABOVE
1 Year ABOVE
22% 23% Grade Level 25% 23% Grade Level
On Track for ACT 21+ On Track for ACT 21+
Stanine 6 [60-76 %ile] Stanine 6 [60-76 %ile]
AT or AROUND AT or AROUND
GRADE LEVEL GRADE LEVEL
Stanine 5 i
20% ? 22% 20% Stanine 5
21% [40-59 %ile] [40-59 %ile]
01 Year BELOW 1 Year BELOW
Grade Level Grade Level
Stanine 4 Stanine 4
[23-39 %ile] [23-39 %ile]
22%
23% 24% [>2Years BELOW 25% 12 Years BELOW
Grade Level Grade Level
Stanine 1-3 Stanine 1-3
[0-22 %ile] [0-22 %ile]
2001 2016 2001 2016

!Achievement bandand grade equivalentare based on thatanine andpercentile rank ofndividualstudentscalescores o state-wide scoring distributios(see chart legends)
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Changes in Demographics and Achievement in Harlem District 122

Changesn fihird Grade: AechievementHarlem 122 20012016

Third grade achievement iscamulativemeasure oktudent learning andéhstructional effectivenestr grades PK through 3For

school and districtsize groupsit is also a reliable predictor of future achievement in middle stlaoal high school.

The charts below indicate that averatierd grade achievemerdistrict-wide fell by about 1 school montin reading and 3 months
math between 2001 and 2016Students scoring at or above grade level (grédue and purpldands)fell from 61% to55%in
reading ad droppedfrom 62%to 54% in math Students who weracademicallyn trackfor an ACT score of 21 or higher at the
end of eleventh grade (blue and purple bande)ppedfrom 37% t031% inreadingandfell from 36%to 34%in math.

15-Year Change in Average Reading Achievement in Grade 3
Between 2001 and 2016, average achievement for students in grade 3 was:

Down 0.13 Grade Equivalents or

22%

18%

6%
5%
11%
9%
20% 17%
24% 24%

25%

2001

21%

2016

-1 school Months

O0*2Years ABOVE
Grade Level
On Track for ACT 28+
Stanine 8-9[89-29 %ile]

O0>2Years ABOVE
Grade Level
On Track for ACT 24+
Stanine 7 [77-88 %ile]

001 Year ABOVE
Grade Level
On Track for ACT 21+
Stanine 6 [60-76 %ile]

[ AT or AROUND
GRADE LEVEL
Stanine 5
[40-59 %ile]

001 Year BELOW
Grade Level
Stanine 4
[23-39%ile]

[>2 Years BELOW
Grade Level
Stanine 1-3
[0-22 %ile]

15-Year Change in Average Math Achievement in Grade 3

Between 2001 and 2016, average achievement for students in grade 3 was:

DOWN 0.31 Grade Equivalents or

6%

9%

-3

6%

21%

10%

26%

20%

18%

20%

18%

18%

2001
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28%

2016

School Month

O>2Years ABOVE
Grade Level
On Track for ACT 28+
Stanine 8-9 [8%-99 %ile]

O>2Years ABOVE
Grade Level
On Track for ACT 24+
Stanine 7 [77-88 %ile]

1 Year ABOVE
Grade Level
On Track for ACT 21+
Stanine 6 [60-76 %ile]

[CIAT or AROUND
GRADE LEVEL
Stanine 5
[40-59 %ile]

01 Year BELOW
Grade Level
Stanine 4
[23-39 %ile]

[0>2Years BELOW
Grade Level
Stanine 1-3
[0-22 %ile]
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Increasesin bavincome icnnolimentsiHaveGhaliend)e

Instructional Eftectivenessiinigbt Northern lllinois Districts

Thebottom right quadrants in theharts below show thaachievement imorthern Illinoisschool districtoften declined
compared with statewide norms when lelwcome enrollments increased. But the upper right quadiartoth charts shows
that this trend did not happen everywhere. The opposite occurreallitile over 40%of wealthierdistricts(chart on éft) and in
close to 30%f districtswith higher rates of free or reduced lunch eligibility in 2@6art on right) Theyellowdiamonds in both
charts are large unit (LUDA) district§he orage diamond in the chart on the left is Harlem District 122

Changes in Composite Math Achievement and-Llms@me Enroliments at Grades 3 through &erlemand OtherNorthern IllinoisSchool Districts
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ACHIEVEMENT TRENDS OVER TIME IN

HARLEM
DISTRICT 122
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