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ACT and DLM Proficiency by [All Students] (2014-15)
[Statewide] - [All Types] - [All Schools] (Mathematics)
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ACT and DLM Proficiency by [All Students] (2014-15)
[Statewide] - [All Types] - [All Schools] [ Science)
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chGE?nd WAA-SwD Proficiency by District and [All Students] (2014-15)
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WHKCE and WAA-SwD Proficiency by District and [All Students] (2014-15)
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2015-2016 MAP scores
Language score growth from fall to fall
oth & 10th grade
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MAP Language score trends
Class of 2018 Cohort group
Comparison of their 9t" and 10t grade
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2015-2016 MAP scores
Reading score growth from fall to fall
oth & 10th grade
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MAP Reading score trends
Class of 2019 Cohort group
Comparison of their 37 through 9t grades
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2015-2016 MAP scores
Math score growth from fall to fall
oth & 10th grade
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MAP Math score trends
Class of 2018 Cohort group
Comparison of their 9t" and 10t grade
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HS Completion 4-Year Rate by District and [All Students] (2014-15)
Completion Credential: Regular
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Attendance Rate by District and Year [All Students]
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Attendance Rate by District and Year [All Students]
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Attendance Rate by District and Year [All Students]
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Attendance Rate by District and Year [All Students]
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Postsecondary First Fall Enroliment by District and [All Students] (2014-15)
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