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Trends in Racial and Income Achievement Gaps, by Birth Cohort
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Family Enrichment Expenditures on Children, 1972-2006
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Estimated 90/10 Income Achievement Gaps,
Reading, PIRLS & PISA
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Association Between Income Achievement Gap and Poverty/Inequality Index
Wealthy OECD Countries, 2001-2012 (pooled PIRLS and PISA data)

1.50
’ Portugal
-
@ Luxembourg @ Belgium (Flanders) =
@ Hungary _ - - @ United States
1.25 -
P -
. Germany -~ -
@ siovak Republic/ -~ -
-
. Greece
_ -
1.00 - @ siovenia _ = @ Canada (Quebec)
- @ cngland
_ -~ - . New Zealand
-
_ P \l ‘ Canada (Ontario)
‘ Denﬁay ‘ Korea
. Netherlands

0.75 @ sveden @ roland

Norway

. Iceland
0.50 == == == [jtted Line (Precision-weighted) (r = 0.56)

| | | | | |
-2.0 -1.0 0.0 1.0 2.0 3.0

Poverty/Inequality Index



Association Between Income Achievement Gap and Differentiation Index
Wealthy OECD Countries, 2001-2012 (pooled PIRLS and PISA data)
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Association Between School District Average Academic Achievement
and District SES score
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Association Between School District Average Academic Achievement
and District SES score
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Association Between School District Average Academic Achievement
and District SES score (100 Largest Districts Highlighted)
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Houston ISDTX
nited ISD, TX

St. Paul, MN—
Jefferson Parish, LA

Nashville-Davidsor Co., TN
-

| | | |
-3 -2 -1 0
District SES Score



Association Between School District Average Academic Achievement
and District SES score (Districts with SES=+1 Highlighted)
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Association Between School District Average Academic Achievement
and District SES score (CA Districts Highlighted)
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Observed vs. Predicted White-Black Achievement Gap
(Quadratic Prediction based on Racial Socioeconomic Disparities)

2420 School Districts, 2009-2012
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Association Between School District Average Academic Achievement

and District SES score

R2=0.67
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