
Statewide per grade

Grade Spring Fall % Spring Fall % Spring Fall % Grade Winter Fall % Winter Fall % Winter Fall %

K 4394 4669 94.1 3263 4198 77.7 1609 2109 76.3 K 3410 3714 91.81 2162 2982 72.50 1104 1352 81.66

1 6679 8079 82.7 745 1935 38.5 390 892 43.7 1 5684 6611 85.98 439 1210 36.28 215 522 41.19

2 5061 5906 85.7 776 2741 28.3 277 1679 16.5 2 4671 4880 95.72 886 2155 41.11 240 1276 18.81

3 4341 5073 85.6 977 3041 32.1 839 2494 33.6 3 3698 4055 91.20 779 2329 33.45 460 1748 26.32

AVG 5932 87.0 2979 44.2 1794 42.5 AVG 4815 91.18 2169 45.84 1225 41.99

Statewide across all students

Spring Fall % Spring Fall % Spring Fall % Winter Fall % Winter Fall % Winter Fall %
20476 23727 86.30 5761 11915 48.35 3115 7174 43.42 17463 19260 90.67 4266 8676 49.17 2019 4898 41.22

Statewide per grade

Fall Winter Spring Fall Winter Spring Fall Winter Spring Fall Winter Spring Fall Winter Spring

K 42 70 79 46 75

1 73 71 68 78 72

2 57 65 56 58 66

3 47 52 50 49 55
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