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2004-2005 District Accountability Report

Mission Statement

Clark County School District students will have the knowledge, skills, attitudes and ethics necessary to succeed academically and will
practice responsible citizenship.

Superintendent’'s Highlights

« Fully funded full-day kindergarten programs in 249 classrooms and 12 tuition-based, extended-day kindergarten programs appear to
be making a positive impact on closing the achievement gap.

* Enroliment in upper division math courses increased. Seventy percent of 8th graders were enrolled in algebra in 2003-2004, and
enrollment in high school geometry courses showed 11% growth from the onset of the Algebra Initiative.

» The Nevada High School Proficiency Exam (NHSPE) showed approximately 7% growth from 2003 to 2004 in first time pass rates of
10th grade students on the mathematics tests.

« Already receiving national and international recognition, the wide area network project is the largest converged network in any school
district. On this single network, the district is providing high-speed data and Internet services and voice-over IP services that incorporate
almost 27,000 classroom and administrative telephones. Video streaming and conferencing services are available throughout the
district.

* The Instructional Data Management System (IDMS) offers an integrated approach to manage and use data to drive instructional
practices and improve student achievement. IDMS supports a standards-based instructional approach that delivers data to the
teacher's desktop through a web-based design. IDMS provides analysis capabilities that allow educators to target improvement efforts
and personalize student interventions or supplemental learning opportunities.

Goals and Objectives

Goal 1: To decrease the achievement gap by having all students meet or exceed each District standard and age/developmentally
appropriate benchmark for academic competency in all areas in all grade levels.

Goal 2: To increase the percentage of credit-sufficient high school students who meet state standards in reading, mathematics, and
writing, as measured by the NHSPE; to increase the percentage of high school students who receive a diploma; and to increase the
percentage of high school students who attend post-secondary programs.

Goal 3: To increase the percentage of grade 8 students who successfully complete algebra.

Goal 4: To ensure all students will demonstrate proficiency in reading and comprehension mastery at or above grade level by third
grade.

Goal 5: To use consistent and relevant data at all levels to drive the improvement planning process, to evaluate the effectiveness of
programs, and support the A+ in Action Accountability Plan.

For more information visit www.nevadareportcard.com
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2004-2005 Accountability Report
Demographics and Student Information
Demographic profiles are reported by gender, race/ethnicity, and special student populations, as of December 1, 2004.

Gender and Ethnicity

Stﬂgtear:ts Male Female Ind’?gfglcagllan AS:;ZE;::M Hispanic Blitr:nkéﬁfcriac:n White
Native
# # % # % # % # % # % # % # %
State 399,425 |205,580| 51.5 % [193,837] 48.5 % | 6,568 | 1.6 % |28,156 7.0 % [127,947]32.0 %] 43,851 [11.0 %]192,760( 48.3 %
District 280,840 [144,392 51.4 % [136,448] 48.6 % | 2,312 [ 0.8 % [23,038 8.2 % | 99,368 [35.4 %] 40,325 [14.4 %|115,797[ 41.2 %
A-tech 1,002 | 596 |595%| 406 [405%| 4 Jo4aw| 184 |184%| 195 |195%| 114 [11.4%| 505 |50.4 %
Acad Ind Study 551 | 235 |426%| 316 |[574%| 10 |18w| 37 |e7w| 96 [17.4%| 38 [69w| 370 |67.2%
Adams ES 554 | 205 [532%| 259 |468%| 5 [o09w| 49 [ssw| 237 |428%] 60 [10.8%] 203 |366%
Adcock ES 614 | 307 |500%| 307 [s0.0%| 2 |o3w| 48 |78%w| 245 [30.0%| 76 [124%| 243 396 %
Agassi 293 141 |481%| 152 [519%| o Joow| 3 [10w| 7 [24%| 273 [932%] 10 |34%
Alamo ES 1213 | 640 |528%| 573 [472%w| 12 |10%| 276 |228%w| 271 [22.3%| 162 [13.4%| 492 406 %
Allen ES 757 | 393 |51.9%| 364 [481%| 7 Joow| 15 |20w| 62 [s2w| 46 [61%| 627 |s28%
Antonello ES 758 | 420 |55.4%| 338 |446%| 6 [o08w| 67 [88%w| 154 |203%| 149 [19.7%| 382 [50.4%
Bartlett ES 821 | 410 [499%| 411 |s01%| 6 [07%| s0o [97%| 88 [w07%] 41 |50%| 606 [73.8%
Basic HS 2197 | 1135 [51.7% ] 1,062 [483%| 25 [11%]| 106 [48%| 506 [23.0%] 205 [9.3%| 1,355 [61.7%
Bass ES 001 | 470 [522%| 431 |478%| 2 [o02%| 183 [203%| 208 [23.1%] 95 [105%| 413 [458%
Beatty ES 9031 | 461 [495%| 470 |s05%| 8 [09%| 139 |149%| 198 [213%] 65 [7.0%| 521 [s6.0%
Becker MS 1478 | 777 |526%| 701 [47.4%| 7 [os5%| 137 [93%| 222 |150%| 203 [13.7%| 909 |61.5%
Beckley ES 867 | 431 [497%| 436 |503%| 16 [1.8%| 58 [67%| 489 [s6.4%] 96 [11.1%| 208 [24.0%
Bell ES 1,023 | 517 |505%| 506 [495%| 8 |osw| 38 [37%| 857 [838%| s0 [49w] 70 |68%
Bendorf ES 830 | 4290 [51.7%| 401 |483%| 4 [o5%| 166 [200%| 165 [19.9%] 131 [15.8%| 364 [43.9%
Bennett ES 405 | 204 [504%| 201 [4a96%| 5 [12%]| 13 [32%]| 91 [225%] 21 [52%| 275 |67.9%
Bilbray ES 788 | 396 |503%| 392 |49.7%| 4 [os5%| 60 [88%| 82 |104%| 102 [120%| 531 [67.4%
(B:i(')tr?:i‘:faﬁon Hs 129 100 [775%| 290 [225%| 2 |16%w| 4 |[31%| 41 [|31.8%] 62 [481%] 20 |155%
Blue Diamond ES | 24 14 |s83w| 10 [417%| 1 [a2w| o Joow| 2 [s3w| o [oow| 21 [s75%
Bonanza HS 2,322 | 1,220 |52.9%| 1,003 [471%| 12 [o5%| 185 |80 | 534 [23.0%| 241 [10.4%| 1,350 [58.1%
Bonner ES 726 | 363 |500%| 363 [500%w| 1 |oiw| 83 |114w| 72 [o9w| 49 [67%w| 521 [718%
Booker ES 383 101 [49.9% | 192 [501%| 1 [o03w]| 9o [23w]| 76 [198%| 200 [757%] 7 | 18%
Boulder City HS 763 | 392 |514%| 371 |486%| 12 |16%| 15 |20%w| 49 [64w| 16 [21%] 671 |s79o%

Bowler (Grant) ES 670 332 |496%] 338 |50.4% 9 13% 4 0.6 % 69 10.3% 3 04%] 585 |87.3%

Bowler (Joseph 500 251 [502%| 249 |498%| 13 |26%| 5 |10w| 238 |476%| 6 |12%| 238 |476%

SN ES

Bracken ES 478 254 [531%| 224 [469%| 2 |oaw| 16 |33w| 302 [632%| 65 [136%| 93 |195%
Bridger MS 1281 | 682 |532%| 599 |468%| 2 [o2%w| 38 [30%| 875 les3w| 225 [176%| 141 |11.0%
Brinley MS 1247 | 644 |516%| 603 [484%| 9 [o07%w| 77 |62%| 450 [36.1%| 336 [26.9%| 375 |30.1%
Brookman ES 898 455 |507%| 443 |493%| 4 |04%| 146 |16.3%| 300 [33.4%| 89 |o99w%w| 359 |[40.0%
Brown JHS 1,143 | 604 [528%[ 539 [472%| 17 |15%| 66 |58%| 249 [21.8%| 134 |11.7%| 677 [s59.2%
Bruner ES 753 387 |514%| 366 |486%| 2 |o03w| 55 |73w| 264 [35.1%] 142 [18.9%| 200 |385%
Ersya” (Richard) 667 333 |49.9%| 334 |501%| 4 |o6%| 69 |103%| 74 |111%| 101 |15.1%| 419 [62.8%
Bryan (Roger) ES | 946 470 |497%| 476 [503%| 6 |06%| 294 [31.1%| 165 [17.4%| 120 |136%| 352 [37.2%
Bunker ES 712 380 [534%| 332 [466%| 4 |oew| 45 |e63w| 233 [327%| 165 [232%| 265 |37.2%

Burk Horizon HS 323 152 |47.1%) 171 |529% 3 09%] 23 |71%] 129 |39.9%] 61 |189%] 107 |33.1%

‘N/A indicates that this population was not represented.
" indicates data are not available.
Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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2004-2005 Accountability Report

American . o ]
Total . Asian/Pacific . . Black/African .
Students Male Female IndlaNngﬁ{Ie;skan Islander Hispanic American White
# # % # % # % # % # % # % # %

C. C. Detention 40 39 [975%] 1 [25%w | o |oow| 2 |sow| 12 [300%] 19 [475%] 7 |175%
C. C. HS East 105 33 [314%| 72 [e686w| 2 |19w| 5 |48w| 19 [181%] 26 [248%] 53 |s505%
C. C. HS South 99 28 |[283%| 71 [717%| 2 |20%w| 10 01w 8 [si1%w]| 2 [20%w]| 77 |778%
C. C. HS West 207 70 |[338w| 137 [662w| 3 |14w| 25 |121%w| 24 [|116%] 8 [39%| 147 |71.0%
Cadwallader MS | 1,397 | 741 |53.0%| 656 |[47.0%| 10 |07%| 87 |62%| 182 [13.0%| 226 |162%| 892 |63.9%
Cahlan ES 830 423 |51.0%| 407 |490%| 7 |o8w| 5 |o06%| 709 [ss.4%| 76 |o92w| 33 |40%
Cambeiro ES 597 314 [526%| 283 [474%| 1 |o2w| 12 |20w| 488 [s1.7%| 75 [126%| 21 | 35%
Canarelli MS 1696 | 851 |502%| 845 |498%| 11 [o6%| 206 [17.5%| 480 [283%| 199 [11.7%| 710 |41.9%
Cannon JHS 1,069 | 556 |52.0%| 513 [480%| 9 [osw| 8o |[75%| 533 [49.90%| 112 [105%| 335 |31.3%
(H:asny°” Springs 1,774 | 843 |475%| 931 [525%| 6 |03%| 67 |38%| 756 |426%| 734 |a14%| 211 [11.9%
Carl ES 842 462 |549%| 380 [451%| 4 |os5%| 72 |s6%| 131 [156%| 139 |165%| 496 |s8.9%
Carson ES 312 160 [513%| 152 [487%| 1 [o03w| o [oow| 8 [282%| 213 [6s3%| 10 |32%
Cartwright ES 833 424 |509%| 409 [491%| 7 |o08%| 131 |15.7%| 149 [179%] 79 |os5%| 467 |s6.1%
Cashman MS 1,124 | 596 |53.0%| 528 |47.0%| 6 |os5%| 87 |[7.7%| 786 |69.9%| 116 [103%| 129 |11.5%
Centennial HS 2,619 | 1,296 [495% | 1,323 [505% | 23 [09w| 166 |63%| 319 |122%] 324 [12.4%| 1,787 |68.2%
Chaparral HS 2,143 | 1,102 [514% | 1,041 [486% | 21 [10%| 142 |66%| 849 [390.6%| 277 [12.9%| 854 |39.9%
Cheyenne HS 2,713 | 1,426 |[526% | 1,287 [47.4% | 12 [o04w| 172 |63%| 666 [245%| 914 [33.7%| 949 |35.0%
Christensen ES 665 364 |547%| 301 [453%| 7 11| 58 |87w| 121 [182%]| 82 [12.3%| 397 |59.7%
l(\:/llzr:gr?aﬂ-HS 2811 | 1,459 [51.9%| 1,352 [48.1% | 34 |12w| 217 |7.7%]| 585 |208%| 553 [19.7%| 1,422 |50.6 %
Clark HS 2518 | 1,244 [49.4% | 1,274 |506%| 10 [04%| 408 [16.2%| 1,062 [42.29%] 333 [13.2%| 705 |28.0%
Conners ES 562 321 [s57.1%| 241 [429%] 5 |o9ow| 52 |93w| 76 [135%| 72 [12.8%| 357 |635%
Coronado HS 2449 | 1,257 [513% | 1,192 [487% | 12 [o5%| 269 [11.0%| 242 [99%| 147 [60%| 1,779 | 726 %
Cortez ES 987 516 |523%| 471 |477%| 4 |oaw| 15 |15%| 614 [622%| 245 [248%| 100 |11.0%
Cortney JHS 1,759 | 901 |s12%| 8s8 |488%| 25 [14%| 96 |55%| 765 [435%| 236 [13.4%| 637 |36.2%
Cowan Behavior 110 80 |[727%| 30 [273w| 2 |18w| 3 |27%w| 22 |200%| 20 [182%] 63 |57.3%
Cowan Sunset 158 69 |437%| 89 [s63%| o |oow| 10 |e63w| 72 [456%] 10 [63%| 66 |418%
Cox (Clyde) ES 862 461 |535%| 401 [465%| 3 |03%| 30 [35%| 463 [53.7%| 207 |24.0%| 159 |18.4%
Cox (David) ES 767 309 [520%| 368 [480%| 9 |12w| 88 |t15%| 91 [11.9%| 63 [s82%| 516 |67.3%
Cozine ES 876 456 |521%| 420 [479%| 8 |o9w| 71 |s1%| 219 [25.0%| 243 |27.7%| 335 |382%
Craig ES 960 472 |492%| 488 |s08%| 2 |o02%| 9 |o9w| 748 [r79%w| 156 |163%| 45 |47%
Cram MS 1442 | 703 |488%| 739 |512%| 9 [oew| 128 [89%| 282 |196%| 364 [252%| 659 |45.7%
Crestwood ES 784 407 |51.9%| 377 |481%| 2 |03%| 43 |55%| 545 [695%| 66 |84%| 128 [163%
Culley ES 928 483 |520%| 445 |480%| 3 |03%| 49 |53%| 465 [s0.1%| 180 [19.4%| 231 |24.9%
Cunningham ES 977 516 [528%| 461 |472%]| 7 |o7w| 86 |ssw| 279 [286%| 222 [22.7%| 383 |39.2%
Dailey ES 632 323 [51.1%| 309 [489%| 3 |osw| 40 |e3w| 430 [68.0%| 68 [108%| 91 |14.4%
Darnell ES 841 428 |509%| 413 [491%| o |oo0w| 44 |52%| 126 [150%] 70 |83%| 601 |[715%
Dearing ES 864 452 |523%| 412 [477%| 4 |os5%| 40 |46%| 434 [s02%| 186 |21.5%| 200 |[23.1%
Decker ES 954 492 |51.6%| 462 |484%| 5 |05%| 114 |11.9%| 477 [s0.0%| 94 99w | 264 |27.7%
Del Sol HS 1621 | 843 |520%| 778 |480%| 12 [07%| 120 [7.4%| 779 |as19| 183 [11.3%| 527 |32.5%
Derfelt ES 615 305 [496%| 310 [504%| 6 |10w| 47 |76%| 101 [16.4%| 98 |[15.9%| 363 |59.0%
Desert Pines HS | 3,076 | 1,585 [51.5%| 1,491 [485%| 30 |1.0%| 119 |3.9%| 1,936 [62.9%| 600 [195%| 391 |12.7%
ggf&g/‘ﬁ's"o"" 34 23 |676%w| 11 [324%| o |oow| 1 |29w| 2 |s59%| 10 [204%| 21 |e18%
Deskin ES 768 411 |535%| 357 |465%| 2 |03%| 47 |61%| 144 [188%| 104 [135%| 471 |613%

‘N/A indicates that this population was not represented.
*" indicates data are not available.
Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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2004-2005 Accountability Report

Stﬁgtearllts Male Female Ind?{lr]lz%rll(an AS:;'ZE;;iﬁC Hispanic Blzfnkéﬁg;?n White
# # % # % # % # % # % # % # %
Detwiler ES 080 | 556 [56.7%| 424 [433w| 4 [o04w| 31 [32%] 602 [61.4%] 278 [28.4%| 65 | 6.6%
Diskin ES 960 | 513 [53.4%| 447 |a66%| 7 [07%| 118 [123%| 501 [522%] 84 [88%| 250 [26.0%
Dondero ES 962 | 500 [520%] 462 [4s0%| 11 [11%| 69 |72%| 376 [39.1%] 116 [12.19%| 390 [40.5%
Dooley ES 520 | 271 |512%| 258 |488w| 2 [o04w| 13 [25%| 64 [121%] 14 [26%| 436 [82.4%
Durango HS 2,236 | 1,121 [501%| 1,115 [49.9% | 18 [08%| 349 [156 %| 561 [25.1%] 231 [10.3%| 1,077 [48.2%
Earl (Ira) ES 969 | 509 [525%| 460 |475%| 2 [o02w| 28 [29%| 689 [71.1%] 85 |s8%n| 165 [17.0%
Earl (Marion) ES 879 | 448 [51.0%| 431 |490%| 7 [o08w| 165 [18.8%| 227 [25.8%] 100 [11.4%| 380 [43.2%
Edwards ES 871 | 447 |513%| 424 |4a87%| 6 [07%| 20 [33%| 662 [76.0%] 68 [78%| 106 [122%
Eisenberg ES 739 | 382 |517%| 357 |483%w| 6 |osw| 71 |oew| 121 |164%| 97 [13.1%| 444 |60.1%
Eldorado HS 2,891 | 1,541 [53.3%| 1,350 [46.7% | 42 [15%| 206 |[7.1%| 1,137 [39.3%] 468 [16.29%| 1,038 |35.9%
Elizondo ES 1,303 | 673 |51.7%| 630 [483%| 5 Jo4w| 120 |o9w| 334 [25.6%| 310 [23.8%| 525 [403%
Eﬁgb‘;{: dge 295 162 |549%| 133 [451%| 2 |o7w| 13 |a4w| 25 |ssw| 22 [75%w| 133 |451%
Ferron ES 509 | 316 |528%| 283 [472w| 9 [|15w| 28 [47w| 248 [41.4%| 63 [105%] 251 [41.9%
Fertitta MS 1451 | 729 |502%| 722 498w | 12 |osw| 340 [23.4%| 226 [15.6%| 176 [12.1%] 697 |48.0%
Findlay MS 1,700 | 886 |521%| 814 [479%w| 9 |osw| 133 |78%| 490 [28.8%| 551 [324%| 517 304 %
Fitzgerald ES 531 | 273 [514%| 258 [486%| 1 [02%w| 10 [19%| 110 [207%]| 390 [73.4%| 20 |38%
Fong ES 847 | 438 [51.7%| 400 |483%| 6 [07%| 66 [7.8%| 330 [39.0%] 174 [205%| 271 [32.0%
Foothill HS 2,062 | 1,051 [51.0%] 1,011 [490%]| 18 [09%| 121 |59%| 276 [13.4%] 128 [62%| 1,519 [73.7%
Fremont MS 1,405 | 716 |51.0%| 689 [49.0%| 5 Jo4w| 100 [78%| 954 [67.9%| 142 [101%] 195 [13.9%
French ES 582 | 284 [488%| 208 |s512%w| 2 [03%| 46 [79%| 189 [325%] 63 [108%| 282 [485%
Frias ES 1,170 | 585 |s0.0%| 585 [500%| 7 |o06%| 205 |17.5%| 188 [16.1%| 114 [97%| 656 |s6.1%
Fyfe ES 659 | 370 |56.1%| 289 [439%| 11 |17%| 26 [39%w| 317 [4819%| 142 [215%] 163 [24.7%
Galloway ES 734 | 375 |511%| 359 [489w| 9 [|12w| 16 |22w]| 75 [102%] 20 [40%| 605 |s24%
Garehime ES 776 | 396 |51.0%| 380 |49.0%| 2 |o3w| s2 |i06%| 109 [140%| 92 [11.9%| 491 |63.3%
Garrett JHS 580 | 311 [536%| 269 |464%| 10 [17%| 6 [10%w| 42 [72%w] 13 [22%| 509 [87.8%
Garside JHS 1,440 | 746 |518%| 694 [482%| 13 |oow| 77 |s3w| 677 [4a7.0%| 182 [126%| 491 [341%
Gehring ES 830 | 437 [527%| 393 |473%| 7 [o08%w| 134 [16.1%| 220 [265%] 80 |9.6%| 389 [46.9%
E‘ist’son (James) 707 358 [506%| 349 [49.4%| 2 |o3w| 43 |e1w| 95 [13.4%| 45 |64%| 522 |738%

sl'gso”(RObe") 1211 | 650 |537%| s61 |463%| 7 |oe6w| s0 |41%| 722 |s9.6%| 230 [19.0%| 202 |16.7%

Gilbert ES 429 167 |389%]| 262 |61.1% 05%] 16 |3.7% 98 |22.8%] 153 |35.7%] 160 |37.3%

Givens ES 483 244 |505%] 239 |495% 06%] 93 |[193%) 71 |14.7%] 33 6.8% ] 283 |58.6%

Goldfarb ES 699 369 |[528%] 330 |47.2% 11%] 118 |16.9%] 238 |34.0%] 94 |[13.4%] 241 |345%

Goolsby ES 579 300 [51.8%] 279 |48.2% 02%] 98 |169%] 61 |10.5%] 39 6.7% ] 380 |65.6%

Gragson ES 973 495 |509%]) 478 |49.1% 0.7%] 46 |4.7%] 674 |69.3%] 140 |14.4%] 106 |10.9%

2
3
8
Goodsprings ES 8 5 62.5 % 3 37.5% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 8 100.0 %
1
7
1

Gray ES 606 307 |[50.7%] 299 |49.3% 02%| 57 |94%] 208 |34.3%] 80 [13.2%] 260 |429%

Green Valley HS 2,739 1,378 |50.3% ] 1,361 |49.7% ] 14 |05%| 224 |82%| 451 |165%] 186 |6.8% | 1,864 |68.1%

Greenspun JHS 1,634 836 |51.2%] 798 |48.8% 05%] 153 |94%] 210 |129%) 122 |75% | 1,141 |69.8%

Griffith ES 482 250 |[519%] 232 |48.1% 08%] 23 |48%]| 264 |548%] 53 |11.0%] 138 |28.6%

Guy ES 810 406 |[50.1% ] 404 |49.9% 0.7%]) 61 |75%| 224 |27.7%] 140 |17.3%] 379 |46.8%

8
4
Guinn MS 1,036 562 |54.2%]) 474 |458% 7 0.7%] 120 |11.6 %] 300 |29.0%] 117 |11.3%] 492 |475%
6
5

Hancock ES 612 312 |51.0%] 300 |49.0% 08%]| 45 |74%]| 241 |39.4%] 108 |17.6%] 213 |34.8%

Harmon ES 790 407 |515%] 383 |485%) 12 |15%j| 24 |3.0%| 501 |63.4%] 51 65%]) 202 |25.6%

‘N/A indicates that this population was not represented.
*" indicates data are not available.
Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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2004-2005 Accountability Report

American . o ]
Total . Asian/Pacific . . Black/African .
Students Male Female Indlan/AIaskan Islander Hispanic American White
Native
# # % # % # % # % # % # % # %

Harney MS 1859 | 980 |527%| 879 |473%| 15 |osw| 180 [9.7%| 703 [37.8%| 319 [172%| 642 [345%
Harris ES 738 382 [518%| 356 |482%| 11 |15%| 48 |es5w| 280 [390.2%| 83 [11.2%| 307 |416%
Hayes ES 780 394 [505%| 386 [495%| 10 |13%]| 158 |203%| 132 [16.9%| 108 [13.8%| 372 |47.7%
Heard ES 765 383 [50.1%| 382 [49.9w| 12 |16%| 64 |8aw| 120 [15.7%| 143 [187%| 426 |55.7%
Heckethorn ES 1,069 | 559 |523%| 510 |47.7%| 4 |o04a%w| 74 |69%| 167 |156%| 111 [104%| 713 |e6.7%
Herr ES 832 | 421 |s506%| 411 [494%| 11 [13%| 73 [s8w| 323 [388%| 132 [15.9%| 203 [35.2%
Herron ES 1249 | 681 |545%| s68 |455%| 9 [07%| 3 [o2w| 1,155 |925%| 38 [30%w| 44 | 35%
Hewetson ES 805 | 412 [512%| 393 |488%| 3 [o04%w| 19 [24%| 707 [s78%| 51 [63%| 25 |31%
Hill ES 737 371 [503%| 366 [497%| 13 |18w| 78 |106%| 173 [235%| 77 [10.4%| 396 |53.7%
Hinman ES 518 273 [527%| 245 [473%| 6 |12w| 12 |23w| 172 [332%| 53 [102%]| 275 |53.1%
Hoggard ES 414 230 |556%| 184 |444%| 7 [17%| 38 [92w| 136 [329%| 125 [30.2%| 108 [26.1%
Hollingsworth ES | 1,013 | 494 [488%| 519 [512%| 10 |10%| 35 |35%| 715 |70.6%| 105 [10.4%| 148 |146%
Hughes MS 548 206 [540%| 252 [460%] 5 |o9w| 11 |20%| 223 [407%] 10 [18%| 299 |s46%
Hummel ES 675 349 [51.7%| 326 [483w| 8 |12w| 126 |187%| 162 [240%| 67 [99%| 312 |462%
Hyde Park MS 1656 | 850 |51.3%| 806 [487%| 10 [o06%| 233 [141%]| s08 [30.7%| 215 [13.0%| 690 |41.7%
'S”ggi’ggp””gs 325 | 158 |486%| 167 |514%| 18 [55%| 10 [31%| 30 [92%] 13 |40%| 254 |782%
Iverson ES 765 | 404 |s528%| 361 |472%| 7 [o9w| 125 [163%| 216 |282%| 105 [13.7%| 312 |40.8%
Jacobson ES 679 346 [51.0%| 333 [49.0%| 3 |osaw| 52 |7.7%| 190 [280%| 103 [15.2%| 331 |48.7%
Jeffrey Behavior 103 70 |680%| 33 [320%| 2 [19%w| o [oow| 40 [388%| 39 [37.9%| 22 [214%
Jeffrey Horizon 176 81 |460%]| 95 [s40%| o |oow| 2 |11w| 64 [364%| 85 [483%] 25 |142%
Johnson JHS 1462 | 747 |s11%| 715 [489%| & [osw| 98 [67%| 311 [21.3%| 227 [155%] 818 [s6.0%
Js%\é%rg:: Court 126 87 [69.0%] 39 |31.0%| 3 |24%| 3 |24%| 36 [286%| 49 |[389%| 35 |27.8%
Jydstrup ES 1,041 | 511 |49.1%| 530 |509%| 8 [o8w| 163 [15.7%| 413 [39.7%| 151 [145%| 306 |29.4%
Kahre ES 700 373 |533%| 327 |467%| 8 [11%| 74 |w06%| 106 [151%] 65 [93%| 447 [639%
Katz ES 758 | 417 |55.0%| 341 |450%| 4 [os5%| 65 [86%| 190 |25.1%| 148 [195%| 351 |46.3%
Keller MS 1,899 | 1,015 |53.4%| 884 |466%| 19 [10%| 153 |[819%| 932 [49.1%| 258 [13.6%| 537 |28.3%
Kelly ES 309 143 [463%| 166 [537%| 1 [o03w| 7 [23w| 49 |i590%| 239 [773%| 13 | 42%
Kesterson ES 806 | 413 [512%| 393 |488%| 6 [07%| 78 [9.7%| 152 |189%] 58 [72%| 512 |635%
igggt;gi 49 27 |ss1w| 22 [449w| 1 |20%w| o |oow| 6 w229 1 [20%]| 41 |s837%
Kim ES 659 333 [505%| 326 [495%| 2 |o3w| 83 |126%| 191 [200%] 39 |[59%| 344 |522%
King (Martha) ES | 497 269 [541%| 228 [459%| 5 |10w| 9o |18w| 37 [74%| 7 |14%| 439 |883%
EL?E;S"EE‘;“” 629 325 [517%| 304 |483w| 9 |14w| 32 |s1w| 250 [39.7%| 97 |[15.4%| 241 |383%
Knudson MS 1441 | 646 |4aa8%| 795 |s552%| 4 [o03w| 68 |[47%| 679 [47.1%| 188 [13.0%| 502 |34.8%
Lake ES 981 501 [51.1%| 480 [489%| 4 |oaw| 72 |73%| 650 [67.2%]| 106 [10.8%| 140 |143%
Lamping ES 1,008 | 530 |526%| 478 |47.4%| 5 [o5%| 133 [132%| 126 [125%| 50 |[s59%| 685 |68.0%
/';"éz 3{;335 1,446 | 458 |31.7%| 988 [683%| 6 |04%| 148 |102%| 195 [135%] 151 |104%| 946 |65.4%
Las Vegas HS 3,196 | 1,619 [50.7%| 1,577 [493% | 17 [o5%| 348 [10.9%| 1,228 [38.4%| 466 [14.6%| 1,137 [35.6 %
LaughinMSISR 1 425 | 208 [49.3%| 214 [s07%| 5 |12%| o |21%| 84 [190%| 20 |e9%| 205 [60.9%
Lawrence JHS 1567 | 792 |s05%| 775 |495%| 14 [o09%| 208 [10.0%| 252 |16.1%| 260 [166%| 743 |47.4%
Leavitt MS 1702 | 871 |s12%| 831 [488%| 12 |o7%| 102 [60%| 218 [12.8%| 160 [94%| 1,210 [71.1%
Liberty HS 1428 | 716 |501%| 712 [499%| 18 [13%| 253 [17.7%| 351 |246%| 196 [13.7%| 610 |42.7%

‘N/A indicates that this population was not represented.
*" indicates data are not available.
Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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2004-2005 Accountability Report

Stﬁgtearllts Male Female Ind?{lr]lz%rll(an Asliggffgﬁc Hispanic Blzfnkéﬁg;?n White
# # % # % # % # % # % # % # %
Lied MS 1,328 627 |47.2% ] 701 |52.8% 18 14%) 96 |7.2%| 227 |17.1%] 224 |16.9%] 763 |57.5%
Lincoln ES 890 447 150.2% ) 443 |49.8% 4 0.4 % 7 08%] 720 |80.9%] 120 |13.5%] 39 4.4 %
Long ES 831 424 |51.0%]) 407 |49.0% 7 08%] 66 |79%]| 554 [66.7%] 76 91%] 128 |154%
Lowman ES 749 401 |535%] 348 |465% 18 |24%] 32 [43%] 340 |454%] 179 |239%] 180 |24.0%
Lummis ES 642 339 |528% ] 303 |47.2% 2 0.3%] 59 [92% 67 ]10.4%} 31 48% ] 483 |75.2%
Lundy ES 22 12 54.5 % 10 455 % 1 4.5 % 1 4.5 % 4 18.2 % 0 0.0% 16 72.7 %
Lunt ES 682 347 |509%] 335 |49.1% 9 1.3% 2 0.3%] 580 [85.0%] 62 9.1% 29 4.3 %
Lynch ES 929 467 |50.3%) 462 |49.7% 7 08%| 23 |25%] 654 |70.4%] 123 |13.2%] 122 |131%
Lyon MS 477 244 |51.2% ] 233 |488% 16 |34% 3 0.6 % 74 |15.5 % 2 04% ] 382 |80.1%
Mack ES 690 349 |506% ] 341 |494% 7 10%) 59 |86%| 126 |18.3%] 67 9.7% ]| 431 |625%
Mackey ES 450 244 1542%]) 206 |45.8% 4 0.9% 17 |3.8% 97 |21.6 %] 238 |52.9% 94 20.9 %
Manch ES 728 392 |53.8%] 336 |46.2% 9 1.2%) 25 |3.4%| 342 |47.0%] 184 |25.3%] 168 |23.1%
Mannion MS 1,777 917 |51.6%| 860 |484%]| 22 12%) 78 |44%|] 250 |14.1%] 86 48% | 1,341 | 75.5%
Martin MS 1,540 742 |48.2% ] 798 |51.8% 16 10%)| 61 |40%}| 1,133 |73.6 %] 166 |10.8%] 164 |10.6%
Martinez ES 762 410 |53.8%] 352 |46.2% 11 1.4% 9 1.2%] 553 |72.6%] 158 [20.7%]} 31 4.1 %
May ES 796 419 |526%]) 377 |474% 9 1.1%) 42 |53%| 117 |14.7%] 97 12.2%] 531 |66.7%
McCall ES 450 230 |51.1%]) 220 |489% 2 0.4 % 7 16%]| 336 |74.7%] 76 16.9 % 29 6.4 %
McCaw ES 655 365 |55.7%] 290 |44.3% 7 11% 12 1.8%) 121 |185%] 66 10.1 %] 449 |685%
McDoniel ES 588 300 |51.0%]) 288 |49.0% 5 09%] 42 |71%] 141 |24.0%] 35 6.0% | 365 |62.1%
McMillan ES 788 379 |48.1%] 409 |51.9% 7 09%] 65 [|82%| 212 |26.9%] 163 [20.7%] 341 |43.3%
McWilliams ES 798 435 |545%] 363 |455% 3 04%]) 22 [28%] 577 |72.3%| 97 12.2% 99 124 %
Mendoza ES 848 452 153.3%]) 396 |46.7% 8 09%] 86 [10.1%] 473 |55.8%] 73 8.6 % 208 |245%
Miley ES/MS/HS 69 59 85.5 % 10 14.5 % 0 0.0% 3 4.3 % 6 8.7% 14 120.3 %] 46 66.7 %
Miller (Bob) MS 1,812 936 |51.7%] 876 |483% 15 |10.8%] 195 [10.8%] 223 |12.3%] 119 6.6% | 1,260 | 69.5 %
Miller (John) ES 134 67 50.0 % 67 50.0 % 0 0.0 % 10 |7.5% 52 |38.8%] 24 179 %] 48 35.8%
Miller (Sandy) ES 571 272 147.6%]) 299 |52.4% 3 05%] 43 |75%| 255 |44.7%] 107 |18.7%] 163 |28.5%
Mitchell ES 447 233 |521%| 214 |479% 10 |22% 5 1.1% 36 8.1% 10 22% ]| 386 |86.4%
Moapa Valley HS 614 352 |57.3%) 262 |427%]| 23 |3.7% 11 1.8% 92 |15.0% 0 00%|] 488 |795%
Mojave HS 2,780 1,475 |53.1% | 1,305 |[46.9% | 27 10%]| 218 |7.8% | 741 |26.7%] 917 |33.0%] 877 |315%
Molasky JHS 1,574 835 |53.0%]) 739 |47.0% 13 |08%] 105 [6.7%] 269 |17.1%] 262 |16.6%]| 925 |58.8%
Monaco MS 1,681 843 |150.1%] 838 |49.9% 10 |06%] 38 [23%] 1,216 |72.3%) 227 |13.5%] 190 |11.3%
Moore ES 820 412 150.2% ] 408 |49.8% 1.1%) 31 |3.8%| 584 |[|71.2%] 81 9.9 % 115 |14.0%

Morris Behavior 104 82 78.8 % 22 212% 1.0% 1 1.0% 53 |51.0%] 41 |39.4% 8 7.7%

Morris Horizon 218 79 36.2%] 139 |63.8% 0.9% 4 1.8%) 142 |65.1%] 48 [22.0%] 22 10.1%

9
1
2
Morris Sunset 153 59 38.6 % 94 61.4 % 0 0.0% 9 59% 80 |52.3%] 38 |248%] 26 17.0%
7
6
6

Morrow ES 859 450 |524%| 409 |47.6% 08%| 61 [7.1%]| 119 [139%] 48 |se%w| 624 |726%
Mountain View ES | 945 490 |51.9%| 455 |48.1% 06%| 39 [41%] 501 [s3.0%| 126 [13.3%| 273 |28.9%
Neal ES 710 371 [523%| 339 [47.7% 08%| 47 |66%| 108 |152%] 69 [97%]| 480 |67.6%
Newton ES 774 388 [50.1%| 386 [49.9%| 11 |14w| 62 |sow| 110 [142%] 52 [6.7%| 539 |69.6%
O'CallaghanMs | 1,900 | 995 |52.4%| 905 [476%| 13 |07%| 131 |69%| 713 [375%| 302 |15.9%| 741 |[39.0%
Ober ES 777 414 |533%| 363 |[467%| 6 |08%| 8 [11.1%| 104 [134%] 66 |8s5%| 515 |66.3%
(E)g%assey Charter | 697 | 388 |557%| 309 [443%| 21 [30%| 31 |44%| 93 |133%| 99 |142%| 453 |650%
Sgyssey Charter 608 275 |452%| 333 |s48%| 6 |10%]| 25 |41%| 78 |128%| 63 |104%| 436 |717%
orr MS 1203 | 616 |51.2%| 587 |488%| 14 [12%| 66 [55%| 700 [s82%| 222 [185%| 201 |16.7%

‘N/A indicates that this population was not represented.
" indicates data are not available.
Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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2004-2005 Accountability Report

Stﬁgtearllts Male Female Ind?{lr]lz%rll(an AS:;'ZE;;iﬁC Hispanic Blzfnkéﬁg;?n White
# # % # % # % # % # % # % # %
Palo Verde HS 3,047 | 1,498 [492% | 1,549 [508%| 18 [06%| 361 [11.8%| 364 [11.9%] 391 [12.89%| 1,913 [62.8%
Paradise ES 500 | 321 [536%| 278 |464%| 2 |03w| 59 |98%| 334 [55.8%] 86 [144%| 118 |197%
Park ES 861 | 453 [526%| 408 |474%| 6 |o7w| 67 |78%| 607 [r05%] 78 |91%| 103 |120%
Parson ES 656 | 350 |53.4%| 306 [466%| 11 |1.7%| 44 |67%| 160 [24.4%| 108 [165%| 333 |s0.8%
Perkins ES 199 | 103 |s518%| 96 [482%| 37 |186%| 1 |os5%n| 70 [3m2%w| 3 [15%| 88 |442%
Petersen ES 909 | 436 [480%| 473 [s20%| 17 |19%| 28 [31%| s66 [62.3%| 166 [18.3%| 132 [145%
Peterson Behavior | 93 71 |763%| 22 [237%| 1 [11%]| 3 [32%w]| 23 |24a7%| 30 [323%| 36 [38.7%
Peterson Horizon 45 30 [667%| 15 [333%]| o [oow| 2 [44w]| 212 |s67%| 8 [17.8%| 14 [311%
Piggott ES 743 | 377 |s07%| 366 [493%| 5 |07%| 92 |124%| 130 [175%] 60 [s1%| 456 |61.4%
Pittman ES 659 | 349 |53.0%| 310 [47.0%| 6 Jo9%| 37 |s56%| 320 [499%w| 83 [126%| 204 |31.0%
Priest ES 817 | 419 [513%| 398 [487%| 6 [07%| 56 [69%| 239 [203%] 262 [321%| 254 [31.1%
Rancho HS 3,055 | 1,529 [50.0% | 1,526 |50.0% | 25 [08%| 182 [6.0%| 1,900 [62.2%] 335 [11.0%| 613 |201%
Red Rock ES 685 | 344 |502%| 341 [498%| 7 |10%| 34 |s50%| 372 [543%] 69 [10.1%]| 203 |20.6%
Reed ES 811 | 432 [533w| 379 |467%| 4 |os%w| 37 |46%| 325 [401%] 185 [228%| 260 [32.1%
Reid ES 31 17 [548%| 14 |452%| o [oow| o [oow| 5 [w1w|l 2 |esw| 24 [774%
Rhodes ES 776 | 390 |503%| 386 [49.7%| 8 [10%| 42 |s54%| 100 [140%] 75 [97%| 542 |69.8%
Roberts ES 005 | 486 [53.7%| 419 [463%| 11 |12%| 101 [112%| 151 [167%] 71 [78%| 571 |63.1%
Robison MS 1573 | 833 |53.0%| 740 [47.0%| 10 |o6%| 71 |45%]| 1,051 [66.8%| 216 [13.7%| 225 |143%
Rogers ES 1269 | 621 |489%| 648 [51.1%| 10 |08%| 341 [26.9%| 233 [18.4%| 139 [11.0%| 546 |43.0%
Rogich MS 1,400 | 714 |s1.0%| 686 [49.0%| 11 |o08%| 171 |122%| 177 |126%| 136 [9.7%| 905 |64.6%
Ronnow ES 1,018 | 513 |[s04%| 505 [496%| 6 [o6%| 20 [28%| 859 [s44%] 74 [73%| s0 | 49%
Ronzone ES 880 | 457 |[51.9%| 423 [481%| 11 |13%| 35 [40%| 505 [57.49%| 128 [145%| 201 [228%
Rowe ES 814 | 462 [568%| 352 [432%| 9 [11%| 94 [115%| 439 [53.9%| 119 [146%| 153 |188%
Rundle ES 924 | 454 [491%| 470 |s09%| 12 |13%| 56 [6.1%| 504 [545%] 138 [14.9%| 214 [232%
SN.V.T.C. 1,758 | 881 |s0.1%| 877 [499%| 6 |03%| 138 |7.8%| 790 [44.9%| 226 [129%| 598 |34.0%
Eg?&ysva"ey 245 | 124 |s06%| 121 [49.4%| 5 |20%| 3 |12%| 63 [257%| 10 [41%| 164 |66.9%
Saville MS 1,017 | 522 |s13%| 495 [487%| 7 |o7%| 73 |72%| 146 [144%| 146 [14.4%| 645 |63.4%
Sawyer MS 1582 | 809 |s11%| 773 [489%| 11 |07%| 238 |15.0%| 511 [32.3%| 166 [105%| 656 |415%
Scherkenbach ES | 743 | 380 [s1.1%| 363 [489%| 7 |o9w%| 71 |96%| 80 [108%| 100 [135%| 485 |65.3%
Schofield MS 1644 | 847 |s15%| 797 [485%| 15 |09%| 142 |86%| 319 [19.4%| 174 [10.6%| 994 |60.5%
Sedway MS 1473 | 755 [s51.3%| 718 [487%| 8 [osw| 84 [s57%| 661 |aa9%| 518 [35.2%| 202 [13.7%
Sewell ES 644 | 334 |51.9%| 310 [481%| 10 |16%| 23 |36%| 156 [242%] 64 [99%| 301 [60.7%
Shadow Ridge HS | 2,513 | 1,280 |51.3% | 1,224 [487%| 20 |08%| 170 |68%| 339 [135%| 383 [15.2%| 1,601 |63.7%
Sierra Vista HS 2583 | 1,323 |51.2% | 1,260 [488%| 12 [05%| 549 [21.3%| 434 [168%| 307 [11.99%| 1,281 |49.6%
Silverado HS 2,636 | 1,333 |506% | 1,303 [49.4%| 25 [09%| 317 [120%| 489 [186%| 192 [7.3%| 1,613 |61.2%
Silvestri JHS 1821 | 939 [51.6%| 882 [484%| 15 [08%| 334 [183%| 420 [23.19%| 191 [105%| 861 [47.3%
Simmons ES 849 | 439 [517%[ 410 [483% 09%| 88 [104%| 173 [204%| 139 [16.4%| 441 |51.0%

Smith (Hal) ES 826 450 |[545%] 376 |455% 0.7%] 55 |6.7%] 265 |32.1%] 148 |17.9%] 352 |42.6%

Smith (J.D.) MS 1,120 502 |529%] 528 |47.1% 07%] 10 |09%] 930 |83.0%) 112 |10.0%]) 60 54 %

8
6
Smith (Helen) ES 570 289 |50.7%] 281 |49.3% 6 11%] 35 |61%] 184 |32.3%] 49 86%] 296 |51.9%
8
3

Snyder ES 884 485 [54.9%] 399 |45.1% 03%] 43 |49%]| 573 |648%] 89 |10.1%] 176 |19.9%

South

Continuation 131 113 | 86.3% 18 13.7% 3 23%] 10 |76% 44  |33.6 %) 27 |20.6 %) 47 35.9%

Southwest

Behavior 81 64 79.0 % 17 21.0% 4 49 % 4 49 % 21 |259%] 12 |14.8%]) 40 49.4 %

‘N/A indicates that this population was not represented.
*" indicates data are not available.
Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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2004-2005 Accountability Report

Stﬁgtearllts Male Female Ind?{lr]lz%rll(an Asliggffgﬁc Hispanic Blzfnkéﬁg;?n White
# # % # % # % # % # % # % # %
Spring Mtn School 96 96 [100.0 % 0 0.0% 1 1.0% 5 52% 26 |27.1%] 30 31.3% 34 354 %
Spring Valley HS 1,848 997 |54.0%] 851 |46.0% 17 |109%] 348 [18.8%] 383 |20.7 %] 203 |11.0%] 897 |485%

Squires ES 936 503 |[53.7%] 433 |46.3% 7 0.7%] 15 |16%]| 815 |87.1%] 35 3.7% 64 6.8 %
Stanford ES 681 346 |50.8% | 335 |492%] 14 |21%]| 32 |47%] 284 |41.7%] 98 |14.4%| 253 |37.2%
Staton ES 822 414 150.4% ] 408 |49.6% 8 1.0%) 97 |118%) 94 |11.4%] 62 75%] 561 |68.2%
Stewart School 159 114 | 71.7% 45 28.3% 2 13%] 11 |69% 31 |195%) 29 |18.2%) 86 54.1%
Summit School 11 11  [100.0 % 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 4 36.4 % 7 63.6 %
Summit View 66 66 |100.0 % 0 0.0 % 2 3.0% 1 15% 24 |136.4%] 17 |25.8%) 22 33.3%
Sunrise Acres ES 842 435 |51.7% ] 407 |48.3% 7 08%] 12 |14%] 695 |825%] 93 |11.0%] 35 42 %
Swainston MS 1,476 750 |150.8%]) 726 |49.2% 7 05%] 78 |53%] 391 |265%) 533 |36.1%) 467 |31.6%
Tanaka ES 781 410 [525%] 371 |475% 7 09% ] 188 |24.1%] 132 |16.9%] 98 |125%] 356 |45.6%
Tarr ES 631 318 |50.4%] 313 |49.6% 3 05%] 56 |89% 82 |13.0%] 97 |154%] 393 |62.3%
Tate ES 906 462 |51.0% ] 444 |49.0% 6 0.7%] 13 |14%]| 562 [62.0%] 227 |25.1%] 98 10.8 %
Taylor (Glen) ES 719 376 |52.3%]) 343 |47.7% 6 08%] 87 |12.1%] 91 |12.7%) 49 6.8% ] 486 |67.6%
Taylor (Robert) ES 582 309 |53.1%]) 273 |469% 7 12%)] 38 |65%] 209 |359%] 103 |[17.7%]) 225 |[38.7%
Thomas ES 836 432 |51.7% ] 404 |483%| 10 |12%] 38 |45%] 572 |684%] 90 |10.8%f 126 |15.1%
Thorpe ES 698 365 |523%] 333 |47.7% 6 09%] 55 |79%] 197 |28.2%) 57 82%| 383 |54.9%
Tobler ES 606 302 |498%] 304 |502%]) 12 |20%| 30 |50%] 126 |20.8%) 85 |14.0%| 353 |58.3%

Tomiyasu ES 636 344 |541%]) 292 |459% 11%) 44 |69%| 188 |29.6%] 53 83%| 344 |54.1%

Treem ES 667 343 |51.4%]) 324 |48.6% 1.0%] 71 |10.6%] 166 |24.9%] 66 99% | 357 |535%

Twitchell ES 829 412 |49.7% | 417 |50.3% 0.7%] 82 |99%] 107 |129%} 62 75%]) 572 |69.0%

7
7
Twin Lakes ES 538 255 |474%] 283 |52.6% 3 0.6 % 4 0.7%] 409 |76.0%] 63 |11.7%] 59 11.0%
6
8

Ullom ES 755 412 |54.6% ] 343 |454% 11%] 27 |3.6%] 488 |64.6%] 48 64%] 184 |244%

Valley HS 2,727 1,324 148.6% | 1,403 |51.4%] 19 |0.7%] 271 |99%] 1,458 |53.5%] 391 |14.3%] 588 |21.6%

Vanderburg ES 779 411 |52.8% ] 368 |47.2% 03%] 60 |7.7% 65 8.3% 35 45% ] 617 |79.2%

Variety School 140 102 | 72.9% 38 271 % 0.7 % 4 29% 22 |15.7%] 45 |32.1%] 68 48.6 %

Vegas Verdes ES 752 376 |50.0%] 376 |50.0% 00%] 53 |70%] 492 |654%) 77 |10.2%] 130 |17.3%

2
1
0
Virgin Valley ES 649 322 |496%] 327 |50.4% 5 08%]| 18 |28%]| 245 |37.8% 3 05%] 378 |582%
8
0

Virgin Valley HS 590 208 |505%| 292 |495% 1.4%] 11 [19%| 190 [322%| 8 [14%| 373 [632%
Virtual HS 217 81 |373%w| 136 |62.7% 00%| 6 [28%| 27 [|124%| 23 |106%| 161 |742%
Von Tobel MS 1,400 | 711 [s0.8%| 689 |492%| 15 [11%]| 33 |24%| 939 [67.1%| 236 [16.9w| 177 |126%
Walker

International 987 487 |493%| 500 |507%| 8 |o8w| 52 |53%| 114 |11.6%| 37 [3.7%| 776 [78.6%
School

Ward ES 696 351 [504%| 345 |496%| 2 [03%| 49 |70%| 466 |[67.0%| 70 [10.1%| 109 |15.7%
Warren ES 680 341 [50.1%| 339 |499%| 8 [12%]| 33 |49%| 416 [61.2%] 54 |7.9%| 169 |24.9%
Wasden ES 626 316 [505%| 310 |495%| 3 |o5%| 45 |72%| 271 [433%| 107 [17.1%| 200 |31.9%
‘évashingtf’” 129 110 |853% | 19 [147%| 1 |08%| 4 |[31%| 55 [426%| 43 [333%| 26 [202%

ontinuation

Watson ES 1,124 | 590 |[525%| 534 |475%| 8 |07%]| 110 |9.8%| 257 [22.9%| 333 [206%w| 416 |37.0%
Wengert ES 880 448 |509%| 432 |491%| 11 |13%] 70 |8.0%| 449 |51.0%| 126 [143%| 224 [255%
West MS 1,041 | 524 |503%| 517 [497%| 2 Jo2%w| 42 |40%]| 394 [378%| 575 |s552%| 28 |27%
Western HS 2,299 | 1,225 [533% [ 1,074 |467%| 16 |07%]| 119 |52%| 1,047 |455%| 582 [253%| 535 [23.3%
White MS 1,722 | 877 |[509%| 845 |49.1%| 13 [08%| 167 |9.7%| 326 |[18.9%| 154 |8.9%| 1,062 |61.7%
Whitney ES 736 359 [488w| 377 |512%| 5 [07%| 64 |87w| 335 [455%| 88 [12.0%| 244 |332%
Wiener ES 729 382 [524%| 347 |476%| 8 |[11%]| 87 |11.9%| 185 [254%| 79 [10.8%| 370 |50.8%

‘N/A indicates that this population was not represented.
*" indicates data are not available.
Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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2004-2005 Accountability Report

American . o -
Total ; Asian/Pacific . . Black/African .
Students Male Female IndlaNn/AIaskan Islander Hispanic American White
ative
# # % # % # % # % # % # % # %
Wilhelm ES 993 501 |505%] 492 |495% 4 04%] 110 |11.1%] 354 |35.6%] 307 [30.9%] 218 |22.0%

Williams (Tom) ES | 1,089 549 150.4%] 540 |49.6% 2 0.2% 5 05%] 988 |90.7 %) 27 25% 67 6.2 %

Williams (Wendell) | ;¢ 225 |504%| 221 |496%| 1 |o2%w| 3 |o7%w| 8 193w 336 |753%| 20 | 4a5%

ES

Wolfe (Eva) ES 722 379 |525%] 343 |475% 5 07%] 60 |83%]| 183 |253%] 126 |17.5%] 348 |48.2%
Wolff (Elise) ES 859 435 |50.6% ] 424 |49.4% 6 0.7%] 111 |129%] 144 |16.8%} 63 73%] 535 |62.3%
Woodbury MS 1,068 547 |51.2%] 521 |488% | 11 |10%| 45 |42%] 484 |453 %} 103 |9.6% | 425 |39.8%
Woolley ES 829 438 |[52.8% ) 391 |47.2% 5 06%] 30 |3.6%] 435 |525%) 208 |25.1%) 151 |18.2%
Wynn ES 1,015 503 |[49.6% ] 512 |50.4% 6 06%] 58 |57%] 662 |652%] 141 |13.9%] 148 |14.6%

‘N/A indicates that this population was not represented.
" indicates data are not available.
Charter school data are not included in district totals.

Special Programs

IEP LEP FRL Migrant

# % # % # % # %
State 45,831 | 11.5% | 71,781 | 18.0 % | 165,071 | 41.3% 406 0.1%
District 30,408 | 10.8% | 59,092 | 21.0 % | 124,678 | 44.4% 24 0.0 %
A-tech 17 1.7% 21 21% 149 149 % - -
Acad Ind Study 23 42 % 11 20% 61 11.1% - -
Adams ES 83 15.0 % 152 27.4% 266 48.0 % - -
Adcock ES 99 16.1 % 164 26.7 % 372 60.6 % - -
Agassi 24 8.2% 14 48 % 24 8.2% - -
Alamo ES 94 7.7% 235 19.4 % 326 26.9 % - -
Allen ES 101 13.3% 17 22% 53 7.0% - -
Antonello ES 111 14.6 % 62 8.2% 197 26.0 % - -
Bartlett ES 97 11.8 % 34 4.1% 80 9.7 % - -
Basic HS 278 12.7 % 135 6.1 % 39 1.8% - -
Bass ES 74 8.2% 111 12.3% 237 26.3 % - -
Beatty ES 135 145 % 81 8.7% 179 19.2% - -
Becker MS 155 10.5% 87 5.9 % 397 26.9 % - -
Beckley ES 70 8.1% 362 418 % 608 70.1 % - -
Bell ES 59 5.8 % 728 71.2% | 1,023 |100.0% - -
Bendorf ES 82 9.9 % 120 145 % 205 24.7 % - -
Bennett ES 72 17.8% 31 7.7% 194 47.9 % - -
Bilbray ES 89 11.3% 18 23 % 117 14.8 % - -
Biltmore Continuation HS 33 25.6 % 20 15.5 % 38 29.5 % - -
Blue Diamond ES - - - - - - - -
Bonanza HS 268 11.5% 201 8.7% 64 2.8% - -
Bonner ES 68 9.4% 41 5.6 % 78 10.7 % - -
Booker ES 44 11.5% 47 12.3% 383 100.0 % - -
Boulder City HS 74 9.7 % - - - - - -
Bowler (Grant) ES 57 8.5% 28 42 % 208 31.0% - -
Bowler (Joseph Sr) ES 50 10.0% 195 39.0% 361 72.2% - -
Bracken ES 50 10.5% 225 471 % 305 63.8 % - -
Bridger MS 133 10.4 % 557 435% | 1,071 | 83.6% - -
IEP = Students with Disabilities ‘N/A indicates that this population was not represented.
LEP = Students with Limited English Proficiency *" indicates data are not available.
FRL = Students qualifying for Free/ Reduced Lunch "' indicates data are not presented for groups fewer than 10.

Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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2004-2005 Accountability Report

IEP LEP FRL Migrant

# % # % # % # %
Brinley MS 175 14.0 % 247 19.8 % 838 67.2% - -
Brookman ES 60 6.7 % 158 17.6 % 243 27.1% - -
Brown JHS 138 12.1% 87 7.6 % 548 47.9% - -
Bruner ES 77 10.2 % 160 21.2% 321 42.6 % - -
Bryan (Richard) ES 70 10.5 % 57 8.5% 129 19.3% - -
Bryan (Roger) ES 83 8.8% 253 26.7 % 264 27.9% - -
Bunker ES 107 15.0 % 126 17.7 % 372 52.2% - -
Burk Horizon HS 37 11.5% 49 15.2 % 148 45.8 % - -
C. C. Detention - - - - - - - -
C. C. HS East - - - - - - - -
C. C. HS South - - - - - - - -
C. C. HS West - - - - - - - -
Cadwallader MS 116 8.3% 48 34 % 325 23.3% - -
Cahlan ES 66 8.0% 596 71.8% 830 100.0 % - -
Cambeiro ES 69 11.6 % 395 66.2 % 597 100.0 % - -
Canarelli MS 130 7.7% 297 175 % 685 40.4 % - -
Cannon JHS 116 10.9 % 349 32.6% 674 63.0 % - -
Canyon Springs HS 233 13.1% 409 23.1% 1,099 62.0 % - -
Carl ES 97 11.5% 38 45% 184 21.9% - -
Carson ES 50 16.0 % 55 17.6 % 312 100.0 % - -
Cartwright ES 96 11.5% 97 11.6 % 181 21.7% - -
Cashman MS 97 8.6 % 557 49.6 % 945 84.1% - -
Centennial HS 251 9.6 % 54 21% 33 13% - -
Chaparral HS 253 11.8% 362 16.9 % 781 36.4 % - -
Cheyenne HS 387 143 % 215 7.9% 675 24.9 % - -
Christensen ES 73 11.0% 56 8.4 % 197 29.6 % - -
Cimarron-Memorial HS 376 13.4% 186 6.6 % 602 214 % - -
Clark HS 189 7.5 % 595 23.6% | 1,185 | 471 % - -
Conners ES 66 11.7 % 18 32% 103 18.3 % - -
Coronado HS 192 7.8% 53 22% - - - -
Cortez ES 85 8.6 % 437 44.3 % 987 100.0 % - -
Cortney JHS 214 12.2 % 384 218% | 1,119 | 63.6% - -
Cowan Behavior 15 13.6 % - - 35 31.8% - -
Cowan Sunset 20 12.7 % 18 114 % 12 7.6 % - -
Cox (Clyde) ES 80 9.3% 336 39.0% 703 81.6 % - -
Cox (David) ES 68 8.9 % 26 34 % 100 13.0% - -
Cozine ES 156 17.8 % 106 121 % 335 38.2% - -
Craig ES 104 10.8 % 609 63.4 % 960 100.0 % - -
Cram MS 178 12.3% 80 55% 453 314 % - -
Crestwood ES 91 11.6 % 440 56.1 % 644 82.1% - -
Culley ES 100 10.8 % 319 344 % 928 100.0 % - -
Cunningham ES 126 12.9 % 145 14.8 % 614 62.8 % - -
Dailey ES 64 10.1 % 342 54.1 % 632 100.0 % - -
Darnell ES 61 7.3% 30 3.6 % 116 13.8 % - -
Dearing ES 90 10.4 % 317 36.7 % 688 79.6 % - -
IEP = Students with Disabilities ‘N/A’ indicates that this population was not represented.
LEP = Students with Limited English Proficiency *"indicates data are not available.
FRL = Students qualifying for Free/ Reduced Lunch "' indicates data are not presented for groups fewer than 10.

Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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2004-2005 Accountability Report

IEP LEP FRL Migrant

# % # % # % # %
Decker ES 68 7.1% 366 38.4% 553 58.0 % - -
Del Sol HS 176 10.9 % 415 25.6 % 803 49.5 % - -
Derfelt ES 60 9.8 % 43 7.0% 164 26.7 % - -
Desert Pines HS 312 10.1% | 1,080 | 335% | 1,898 | 61.7% - -
Desert Willow ES/MS/HS 20 58.8 % - - 13 38.2% - -
Deskin ES 93 12.1% 67 8.7% 213 27.7% - -
Detwiler ES 90 9.2% 491 50.1 % 818 83.5% - -
Diskin ES 91 9.5% 468 48.8 % 613 63.9 % - -
Dondero ES 95 9.9 % 271 28.2% 524 54.5% - -
Dooley ES 58 11.0 % - - 111 21.0% - -
Durango HS 212 9.5% 355 159 % 64 29% - -
Earl (Ira) ES 85 8.8% 532 54.9 % 767 79.2% - -
Earl (Marion) ES 108 12.3% 169 19.2 % 367 41.8% - -
Edwards ES 72 8.3% 493 56.6 % 659 75.7 % - -
Eisenberg ES 82 11.1 % 50 6.8 % 187 25.3% - -
Eldorado HS 434 15.0 % 562 19.4 % 948 32.8% - -
Elizondo ES 134 10.3 % 143 11.0% 537 41.2 % - -
Explore Knowledge 35 11.9% - - - - - -
Ferron ES 112 18.7 % 168 28.0 % 331 55.3 % - -
Fertitta MS 117 8.1 % 164 11.3% 384 26.5% - -
Findlay MS 189 11.1% 222 13.1% 973 57.2% - -
Fitzgerald ES 75 14.1 % 83 15.6 % 531 100.0 % - -
Fong ES 73 8.6 % 193 22.8% 485 57.3% - -
Foothill HS 197 9.6 % 49 24 % - - - -
Fremont MS 170 12.1% 651 46.3% | 1,145 | 81.5% - -
French ES 56 9.6 % 97 16.7 % 213 36.6 % - -
Frias ES 94 8.0% 89 7.6 % 200 171 % - -
Fyfe ES 100 15.2 % 199 30.2% 489 74.2% - -
Galloway ES 78 10.6 % 14 1.9% 162 221 % - -
Garehime ES 108 13.9 % 26 34% 129 16.6 % - -
Garrett JHS 53 9.1% - - 119 20.5% - -
Garside JHS 172 11.9% 369 25.6 % 955 66.3 % - -
Gehring ES 74 8.9 % 99 11.9% 230 27.7% - -
Gibson (James) ES 58 8.2% 25 35% 114 16.1 % - -
Gibson (Robert) MS 144 11.9 % 467 38.6 % 950 78.4 % - -
Gilbert ES 41 9.6 % 41 9.6 % 219 51.0 % - -
Givens ES 33 6.8 % 29 6.0 % 54 11.2% - -
Goldfarb ES 67 9.6 % 146 20.9% 278 39.8 % - -
Goodsprings ES - - - - - - - -
Goolsby ES 50 8.6 % 37 6.4 % 72 12.4% - -
Gragson ES 79 8.1% 519 53.3% 830 85.3% - -
Gray ES 84 13.9 % 147 243 % 275 45.4 % - -
Green Valley HS 217 7.9% 107 3.9% 274 10.0% - -
Greenspun JHS 139 8.5% 77 4.7 % 221 135% - -
Griffith ES 46 9.5% 202 419 % 339 70.3 % - -
IEP = Students with Disabilities ‘N/A’ indicates that this population was not represented.
LEP = Students with Limited English Proficiency *"indicates data are not available.
FRL = Students qualifying for Free/ Reduced Lunch "' indicates data are not presented for groups fewer than 10.

Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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2004-2005 Accountability Report

IEP LEP FRL Migrant

# % # % # % # %
Guinn MS 106 10.2 % 191 18.4 % 461 44.5 % - -
Guy ES 86 10.6 % 84 10.4 % 313 38.6 % - -
Hancock ES 71 11.6 % 170 27.8% 343 56.0 % - -
Harmon ES 80 10.1 % 333 42.2% 546 69.1 % - -
Harney MS 218 11.7 % 390 21.0% | 1,026 | 55.2% - -
Harris ES 82 11.1% 158 21.4% 383 51.9 % - -
Hayes ES 83 10.6 % 145 18.6 % 230 29.5% - -
Heard ES 109 14.2 % - - 245 32.0% - -
Heckethorn ES 129 121 % 34 32% 148 13.8 % - -
Herr ES 109 13.1% 183 22.0% 419 50.4 % - -
Herron ES 103 8.2% 968 77.5% | 1,249 |100.0% - -
Hewetson ES 79 9.8 % 586 72.8 % 805 100.0 % - -
Hill ES 87 11.8 % 64 8.7% 213 28.9% - -
Hinman ES 58 11.2 % 68 13.1% 329 63.5 % - -
Hoggard ES 28 6.8 % 85 20.5% 164 39.6 % - -
Hollingsworth ES 95 9.4 % 566 559% | 1,013 |100.0% - -
Hughes MS 58 10.6 % 144 26.3% 347 63.3 % - -
Hummel ES 45 6.7 % 80 11.9% 206 30.5% - -
Hyde Park MS 124 75 % 274 16.5 % 702 42.4 % - -
Indian Springs Schools 75 231 % - - 67 20.6 % - -
Iverson ES 66 8.6 % 133 17.4 % 295 38.6 % - -
Jacobson ES 65 9.6 % 82 12.1% 273 40.2 % - -
Jeffrey Behavior 15 14.6 % 14 13.6 % 58 56.3 % - -
Jeffrey Horizon 20 114 % 21 11.9% 94 53.4% - -
Johnson JHS 167 11.4 % 118 8.1 % 618 42.3 % - -
Juvenile Court Schools 27 21.4% 17 13.5% - - - -
Jydstrup ES 66 6.3 % 317 30.5% 542 52.1% - -
Kahre ES 112 16.0 % 45 6.4 % 142 20.3% - -
Katz ES 81 10.7 % 93 12.3% 352 46.4 % - -
Keller MS 214 11.3% 508 268% | 1,214 | 63.9% - -
Kelly ES 33 10.7 % 20 6.5 % 309 100.0 % - -
Kesterson ES 91 11.3% 56 6.9 % 179 222% - -
Keystone Academy - - - - - - - -
Kim ES 58 8.8 % 149 22.6 % 236 35.8% - -
King (Martha) ES 51 10.3 % - - 114 229% - -
King (Martin Luther) ES 132 21.0% 158 251 % 410 65.2 % - -
Knudson MS 121 8.4% 384 26.6 % 888 61.6 % - -
Lake ES 86 8.8 % 513 52.3% 786 80.1 % - -
Lamping ES 104 10.3% 42 42 % 78 7.7% - -
Las Vegas Academy 34 24 % 23 1.6 % - - - -
Las Vegas HS 322 10.1 % 508 15.9 % 869 27.2% - -
Laughlin MS/SR HS 69 16.4 % 19 45% 196 46.4 % - -
Lawrence JHS 159 10.1 % 175 11.2 % 486 31.0% - -
Leavitt MS 149 8.8 % 72 42 % 328 19.3% - -
Liberty HS 131 9.2% 109 7.6 % 16 11% - -
IEP = Students with Disabilities ‘N/A’ indicates that this population was not represented.
LEP = Students with Limited English Proficiency *"indicates data are not available.
FRL = Students qualifying for Free/ Reduced Lunch "' indicates data are not presented for groups fewer than 10.

Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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2004-2005 Accountability Report

IEP LEP FRL Migrant

# % # % # % # %
Lied MS 173 13.0 % 72 5.4 % 371 27.9% - -
Lincoln ES 83 9.3% 576 64.7 % 890 100.0 % - -
Long ES 70 8.4% 398 47.9 % 615 74.0 % - -
Lowman ES 75 10.0 % 216 28.8 % 570 76.1 % - -
Lummis ES 61 9.5% 24 3.7% 43 6.7 % - -
Lundy ES - - - - - - - -
Lunt ES 77 11.3% 462 67.7 % 682 100.0 % - -
Lynch ES 53 5.7% 555 59.7 % 929 100.0 % - -
Lyon MS 59 12.4% 29 6.1 % 171 35.8% - -
Mack ES 77 11.2 % 45 6.5 % 163 23.6 % - -
Mackey ES 49 10.9 % 46 10.2 % 204 45.3 % - -
Manch ES 80 11.0% 229 31.5% 728 100.0 % - -
Mannion MS 196 11.0 % 37 21% 433 244 % - -
Martin MS 147 9.5% 849 55.1% | 1,540 |100.0% - -
Martinez ES 94 12.3% 390 51.2% 762 100.0 % - -
May ES 86 10.8 % 23 29% 172 21.6 % - -
McCall ES 68 151 % 233 51.8% 450 100.0 % - -
McCaw ES 130 19.8 % 33 5.0 % 316 48.2 % - -
McDoniel ES 54 9.2% 43 7.3% 142 24.1% - -
McMillan ES 110 14.0 % 107 13.6 % 350 44.4 % - -
McWilliams ES 98 123 % 420 52.6 % 604 75.7 % - -
Mendoza ES 67 7.9% 334 39.4% 463 54.6 % - -
Miley ES/MS/HS 68 98.6 % - - 45 65.2 % - -
Miller (Bob) MS 126 7.0% 61 34% 200 11.0 % - -
Miller (John) ES 134 100.0 % - - 54 40.3 % - -
Miller (Sandy) ES 44 7.7% 156 27.3% 333 58.3 % - -
Mitchell ES 48 10.7 % - - 71 159 % - -
Moapa Valley HS 78 12.7 % 26 42 % 175 28.5% - -
Mojave HS 383 13.8 % 266 9.6 % 854 30.7 % - -
Molasky JHS 180 11.4 % 102 6.5 % 441 28.0 % - -
Monaco MS 194 11.5% 892 53.1% | 1,681 |100.0% - -
Moore ES 63 7.7% 464 56.6 % 680 82.9% - -
Morris Behavior 33 31.7% 26 25.0% 88 84.6 % - -
Morris Horizon 27 12.4 % 63 28.9% 149 68.3 % - -
Morris Sunset 16 10.5% 29 19.0% 27 17.6 % - -
Morrow ES 78 9.1% 20 23 % 141 16.4 % - -
Mountain View ES 133 141 % 286 30.3% 616 65.2 % - -
Neal ES 103 145 % 39 5.5 % 145 20.4 % - -
Newton ES 90 11.6 % 31 4.0 % 167 21.6 % - -
O'Callaghan MS 224 11.8 % 347 183 % | 1,002 | 52.7 % - -
Ober ES 63 8.1% 52 6.7 % 128 16.5% - -
Odyssey Charter ES/MS 83 11.9% - - - - - -
Odyssey Charter HS 69 11.3% - - - - - -
Orr MS 133 11.1% 542 451% | 1,034 | 86.0% - -
Palo Verde HS 251 8.2% 102 33% 37 12% - -
IEP = Students with Disabilities ‘N/A’ indicates that this population was not represented.
LEP = Students with Limited English Proficiency *"indicates data are not available.
FRL = Students qualifying for Free/ Reduced Lunch "' indicates data are not presented for groups fewer than 10.

Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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2004-2005 Accountability Report

IEP LEP FRL Migrant

# % # % # % # %
Paradise ES 65 10.9 % 278 46.4 % 599 100.0 % - -
Park ES 98 11.4 % 547 63.5 % 861 100.0 % - -
Parson ES 68 10.4 % 71 10.8 % 229 34.9% - -
Perkins ES 60 30.2% 41 20.6 % 111 55.8 % - -
Petersen ES 68 7.5 % 479 52.7 % 909 100.0 % - -
Peterson Behavior 24 25.8 % 10 10.8 % 38 40.9 % - -
Peterson Horizon - - 11 244 % 14 31.1% - -
Piggott ES 76 10.2 % 74 10.0 % 177 23.8% - -
Pittman ES 91 13.8 % 196 29.7 % 425 64.5 % - -
Priest ES 117 143 % 128 15.7 % 375 45.9 % - -
Rancho HS 287 9.4 % 1,074 | 352% | 1,511 | 495% - -
Red Rock ES 85 12.4% 255 37.2% 380 55.5% - -
Reed ES 98 12.1% 183 22.6 % 520 64.1 % - -
Reid ES - - - - 15 48.4 % - -
Rhodes ES 90 11.6 % 22 2.8% 149 19.2% - -
Roberts ES 118 13.0% 59 6.5 % 151 16.7 % - -
Robison MS 170 10.8 % 686 43.6% | 1,278 | 81.2% - -
Rogers ES 111 8.7% 234 18.4 % 285 225 % - -
Rogich MS 114 8.1% 84 6.0 % 221 15.8 % - -
Ronnow ES 56 5.5 % 688 67.6% | 1,018 |100.0% - -
Ronzone ES 93 10.6 % 370 42.0% 640 72.7% - -
Rowe ES 89 10.9 % 307 37.7% 616 75.7 % - -
Rundle ES 87 9.4 % 361 39.1% 609 65.9 % - -
S.N.V.T.C. 193 11.0% 211 12.0% 528 30.0% - -
Sandy Valley ES/MS 47 19.2 % 41 16.7 % 150 61.2 % - -
Saville MS 95 9.3% 46 4.5% 217 213 % - -
Sawyer MS 124 7.8% 287 18.1% 700 44.2 % - -
Scherkenbach ES 57 7.7% 18 24% 119 16.0 % - -
Schofield MS 169 10.3 % 113 6.9 % 350 21.3% - -
Sedway MS 184 12.5% 406 276% | 1,046 | 71.0% - -
Sewell ES 96 14.9 % 38 5.9% 351 54.5 % - -
Shadow Ridge HS 233 9.3% 53 21% 283 11.3% - -
Sierra Vista HS 221 8.6 % 171 6.6 % 43 1.7% - -
Silverado HS 235 8.9% 127 4.8 % 18 0.7 % - -
Silvestri JHS 170 9.3% 165 9.1 % 519 28.5% - -
Simmons ES 93 11.0 % 55 6.5 % 216 254 % - -
Smith (Hal) ES 136 16.5 % 127 154 % 514 62.2 % - -
Smith (Helen) ES 71 12.5% 81 14.2 % 257 45.1 % - -
Smith (J.D.) MS 113 10.1 % 696 62.1% | 1,120 |100.0 % - -
Snyder ES 108 12.2 % 383 43.3 % 638 722 % - -
South Continuation 28 21.4% 22 16.8 % 32 24.4% - -
Southwest Behavior 14 17.3% 14 17.3% 18 222% - -
Spring Mtn School 31 323 % 17 17.7 % 33 34.4% - -
Spring Valley HS 161 8.7 % 187 10.1 % 364 19.7 % - -
Squires ES 92 9.8 % 656 70.1% 936 100.0 % - -
IEP = Students with Disabilities ‘N/A’ indicates that this population was not represented.
LEP = Students with Limited English Proficiency *"indicates data are not available.
FRL = Students qualifying for Free/ Reduced Lunch "' indicates data are not presented for groups fewer than 10.

Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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2004-2005 Accountability Report

IEP LEP FRL Migrant

# % # % # % # %
Stanford ES 110 16.2 % 142 20.9% 385 56.5 % - -
Staton ES 81 9.9% 57 6.9 % 97 11.8% - -
Stewart School 159 |100.0 % - - 97 61.0 % - -
Summit School - - - - - - - -
Summit View 24 36.4 % - - - - - -
Sunrise Acres ES 92 10.9 % 578 68.6 % 842 1100.0 % - -
Swainston MS 180 12.2 % 175 11.9% 740 50.1 % - -
Tanaka ES 72 9.2% 107 13.7 % 198 254 % - -
Tarr ES 85 13.5% 32 51% 144 22.8% - -
Tate ES 99 10.9 % 443 48.9 % 793 87.5% - -
Taylor (Glen) ES 67 9.3% 36 5.0% 719 100.0 % - -
Taylor (Robert) ES 88 15.1 % 114 19.6 % 431 74.1% - -
Thomas ES 68 8.1% 482 57.7 % 836 100.0 % - -
Thorpe ES 98 14.0 % 48 6.9 % 187 26.8 % - -
Tobler ES 116 19.1 % 44 7.3% 222 36.6 % - -
Tomiyasu ES 59 9.3% 104 16.4 % 198 31.1% - -
Treem ES 90 13.5% 62 9.3% 233 34.9% - -
Twin Lakes ES 57 10.6 % 311 57.8 % 440 81.8 % - -
Twitchell ES 100 12.1% 26 3.1% 89 10.7 % - -
Ullom ES 74 9.8 % 325 43.0% 577 76.4 % - -
Valley HS 295 10.8 % 766 28.1% | 1518 | 55.7% - -
Vanderburg ES 79 10.1 % 24 31% 49 6.3 % - -
Variety School 140 100.0 % - - 114 81.4% - -
Vegas Verdes ES 76 10.1% 371 49.3% 513 68.2 % - -
Virgin Valley ES 66 10.2 % 170 26.2 % 374 57.6 % 14 22%
Virgin Valley HS 78 13.2% 88 14.9 % 282 47.8 % - -
Virtual HS - - - - 20 9.2% - -
Von Tobel MS 192 13.7 % 673 48.1% | 1,400 |100.0% - -
Walker International School 68 6.9 % 11 1.1% 83 8.4 % - -
Ward ES 64 9.2% 391 56.2 % 586 84.2% - -
Warren ES 70 10.3 % 303 44.6 % 495 72.8% - -
Wasden ES 70 11.2 % 188 30.0 % 357 57.0% - -
Washington Continuation 34 26.4% 27 20.9 % 63 48.8 % - -
Watson ES 133 11.8 % 108 9.6 % 457 40.7 % - -
Wengert ES 98 11.1 % 247 28.1% 536 60.9 % - -
West MS 191 18.3 % 241 23.2% | 1,041 |100.0% - -
Western HS 340 14.8 % 525 228% | 1,188 | 51.7% - -
White MS 191 11.1% 119 6.9 % 528 30.7 % - -
Whitney ES 72 9.8 % 192 26.1 % 457 62.1 % - -
Wiener ES 51 7.0% 47 6.4 % 176 241 % - -
Wilhelm ES 107 10.8 % 174 17.5% 435 43.8 % - -
Williams (Tom) ES 95 8.7% 807 74.1% | 1,089 |100.0% - -
Williams (Wendell) ES 52 11.7 % 43 9.6 % 446 100.0 % - -
Wolfe (Eva) ES 80 11.1% 80 11.1% 247 342 % - -
Wolff (Elise) ES 93 10.8 % 52 6.1 % 132 154 % - -
IEP = Students with Disabilities ‘N/A’ indicates that this population was not represented.
LEP = Students with Limited English Proficiency *"indicates data are not available.
FRL = Students qualifying for Free/ Reduced Lunch "' indicates data are not presented for groups fewer than 10.

Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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IEP LEP FRL Migrant
# % # % # % # %
Woodbury MS 136 12.7 % 234 21.9% 608 56.9 % - -
Woolley ES 80 9.7 % 316 38.1% 694 83.7 % - -
Wynn ES 97 9.6 % 480 47.3 % 758 74.7 % - -

IEP = Students with Disabilities

LEP = Students with Limited English Proficiency

FRL = Students qualifying for Free/ Reduced Lunch
Charter school data are not included in district totals.

Website: www.ccsd.net

‘N/A indicates that this population was not represented.

o

indicates data are not available.

"' indicates data are not presented for groups fewer than 10.
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2004-2005 Accountability Report

Student Average Daily Attendance (ADA)

Student Average Daily Attendance (ADA) is the percentage of the school enrollment in attendance on an "average school day" as of the 100th day of
school.

ool |nd?;2?/gl|g|lan psianPacific | hispanic | Black/ATcan | yypire IEP LEP FRL
Native

State 94.5 % 93.1 % 96.2 % 94.1 % 93.1 % 94.7 % 93.0 % 94.9 % 94.3 %
District 94.3 % 92.6 % 96.1 % 93.8 % 93.0 % 94.5 % 92.5% 94.7 % 94.2 %
A-tech 97.5% 97.3% 98.5 % 97.3% 97.4 % 97.3% 97.3 % 98.5 % 97.3%
Acad Ind Study 100.0 % 100.0 % 100.0 % 100.0 % 100.0 % 100.0 % 100.0 % 100.0 % 100.0 %
Adams ES 95.5% 93.7 % 96.7 % 95.3 % 94.9 % 95.6 % 94.9 % 95.6 % 95.3%
Adcock ES 94.6 % 97.5 % 95.2 % 95.0 % 93.8 % 94.4 % 93.7 % 95.0 % 94.9 %
Agassi 96.6 % 0.0% 93.0 % 97.6 % 96.6 % 96.1 % 95.4 % 97.5% 96.1 %
Alamo ES 95.1 % 91.5% 96.6 % 95.2 % 93.5% 94.7 % 94.3 % 95.8 % 94.7 %
Allen ES 96.1 % 95.2 % 96.3 % 95.4 % 94.9 % 96.3 % 95.4 % 95.7 % 95.1 %
Antonello ES 95.8 % 96.0 % 96.0 % 95.2 % 94.7 % 96.5 % 94.8 % 95.4 % 94.8 %
Bartlett ES 96.2 % 94.7 % 96.7 % 95.5 % 96.2 % 96.3 % 95.3 % 96.5 % 95.9 %
Basic HS 91.0 % 86.6 % 94.2 % 90.4 % 90.0 % 91.2% 88.4 % 91.5% 91.2%
Bass ES 95.6 % 97.1% 96.5 % 95.2 % 94.5 % 95.6 % 94.8 % 96.4 % 95.1 %
Beatty ES 95.5 % 88.9 % 97.3% 94.6 % 94.6 % 95.5 % 93.9 % 95.9 % 95.6 %
Becker MS 94.1 % 95.9 % 95.5 % 93.6 % 93.2% 94.3 % 92.2% 95.4 % 93.4 %
Beckley ES 94.3 % 92.8 % 94.0 % 95.1 % 91.7 % 93.6 % 94.3 % 95.5 % 95.0 %
Bell ES 95.1 % 94.0 % 96.1 % 95.3 % 92.9 % 93.1% 92.8 % 95.6 % 95.1 %
Bendorf ES 95.4 % 97.4 % 96.7 % 94.6 % 95.3 % 95.2 % 93.1% 97.0 % 95.0 %
Bennett ES 93.4 % 95.3 % 93.3 % 94.2 % 93.9 % 93.0 % 92.0 % 95.6 % 93.5 %
Bilbray ES 95.9 % 97.8 % 97.2% 95.1 % 95.9 % 95.8 % 95.3 % 96.6 % 95.6 %
Biltmore Continuation HS 72.0% 88.8 % 76.9 % 73.7% 69.2 % 73.3% 72.7% 77.9% 81.1%
Blue Diamond ES 96.9 % 99.0 % 0.0 % 94.0 % 0.0% 97.1% - - -

Bonanza HS 91.6 % 87.7% 93.9 % 82.6 % 90.8 % 91.7 % 87.5% 91.2 % 91.5%
Bonner ES 95.5 % 91.0 % 96.5 % 93.5 % 95.5 % 95.6 % 95.0 % 96.7 % 93.5 %
Booker ES 94.6 % 81.0% 96.6 % 95.9 % 94.3 % 91.9% 94.6 % 95.6 % 94.6 %
Boulder City HS 94.3 % 89.4 % 95.9 % 93.9 % 96.2 % 94.4 % 94.2 % - -

Bowler (Grant) ES 95.5 % 93.1 % 96.1 % 95.3 % 92.7 % 95.5 % 94.3 % 96.9 % 95.5 %
Bowler (Joseph Sr) ES 95.8 % 95.2 % 96.3 % 96.5 % 97.2% 95.2 % 94.9 % 96.8 % 95.8 %
Bracken ES 95.6 % 99.0 % 96.9 % 96.0 % 94.1 % 95.4 % 91.3% 96.2 % 95.9 %
Bridger MS 94.5 % 96.1 % 96.1 % 94.8 % 93.6 % 93.4 % 91.8 % 94.6 % 95.0 %
Brinley MS 92.6 % 81.0 % 95.3 % 94.0 % 91.8 % 914 % 90.7 % 93.8 % 93.5 %
Brookman ES 96.4 % 95.7 % 97.2 % 96.3 % 96.7 % 96.2 % 95.2 % 96.8 % 96.3 %
Brown JHS 93.4 % 88.1 % 95.2 % 93.8 % 92.1% 93.4 % 91.7 % 94.0 % 93.5%
Bruner ES 94.5 % 81.0 % 95.5 % 94.5 % 93.7 % 94.8 % 93.5 % 95.1 % 94.1 %
Bryan (Richard) ES 95.6 % 92.4 % 97.1% 94.8 % 95.7 % 95.5% 94.3 % 96.5 % 95.5%
Bryan (Roger) ES 95.6 % 94.0 % 96.7 % 95.3 % 95.0 % 95.2 % 94.7 % 96.6 % 95.2 %
Bunker ES 94.9 % 94.6 % 96.4 % 95.2 % 93.9 % 94.9 % 93.8 % 95.3 % 95.2 %
Burk Horizon HS 93.6 % 88.8 % 93.3% 94.1 % 93.7 % 93.2% 94.7 % 95.8 % 94.3 %
C. C. Detention 100.0 % 100.0 % 100.0 % 100.0 % 100.0 % 100.0 % 100.0 % - -

C. C. HS East 99.8 % 100.0 % 99.9 % 94.3 % 99.8 % 99.7 % - - -

C. C. HS South 99.9 % 100.0 % 100.0 % 94.5 % 100.0 % 99.9 % - - -

-"indicates data not presented for groups fewer than 10.
‘N/A indicates that this population was not represented.
*"indicates data are not available.

Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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2004-2005 Accountability Report

American : o :
Total . Asian/Pacific . . Black/African .
Students Indlall\rl1€/;g\llaeskan Islander Hispanic American White IEP LEP FRL

C. C. HS West 99.7 % 99.8 % 99.8 % 95.2 % 99.6 % 99.7 % - - -

Cadwallader MS 94.6 % 95.9 % 96.9 % 95.0 % 93.8 % 94.6 % 92.4 % 95.5 % 94.1 %
Cahlan ES 94.4 % 79.3% 94.3 % 94.7 % 92.7 % 94.7 % 92.5% 94.7 % 94.4 %
Cambeiro ES 95.5 % 91.1% 97.0 % 95.8 % 93.9 % 93.3 % 93.6 % 95.9 % 95.5 %
Canarelli MS 94.3 % 92.6 % 97.5% 90.3 % 92.3% 93.9 % 91.2 % 94.5 % 94.4 %
Cannon JHS 92.8 % 91.3% 95.7 % 93.0 % 91.0 % 92.5% 91.2 % 92.9 % 93.5%
Canyon Springs HS 90.8 % 92.5% 94.1 % 90.2 % 90.4 % 92.9 % 86.6 % 90.1 % 91.8 %
Carl ES 95.7 % 95.0 % 96.3 % 95.4 % 95.1 % 95.8 % 94.6 % 96.6 % 95.2 %
Carson ES 94.0 % 95.0 % 99.0 % 94.4 % 93.8 % 94.7 % 93.9 % 94.7 % 94.0 %
Cartwright ES 95.6 % 95.3 % 95.6 % 96.0 % 95.1 % 95.5 % 95.7 % 95.9 % 95.0 %
Cashman MS 94.5 % 95.7 % 96.5 % 90.3 % 94.2 % 90.9 % 92.8 % 95.1 % 95.6 %
Centennial HS 93.2% 94.1 % 93.3% 92.6 % 93.9 % 93.1 % 91.7 % 92.9 % 92.1 %
Chaparral HS 93.0 % 93.2 % 95.2 % 92.9 % 922 % 93.0 % 91.1 % 93.5% 94.1 %
Cheyenne HS 90.0 % 85.1 % 92.5% 89.1 % 89.7 % 90.4 % 88.0 % 90.1 % 90.1 %
Christensen ES 94.2 % 93.4 % 96.4 % 92.8 % 93.7 % 94.4 % 94.5 % 93.5% 93.7 %
Cimarron-Memorial HS 92.8 % 91.6 % 95.7 % 92.6 % 91.1% 93.2% 90.1 % 93.9 % 92.4 %
Clark HS 90.7 % 85.2 % 94.4 % 79.2 % 90.0 % 91.7 % 87.0% 89.1 % 92.0 %
Conners ES 95.5 % 94.4 % 96.3 % 94.2 % 96.0 % 95.6 % 95.0 % 95.3 % 95.7 %
Coronado HS 94.4 % 91.0 % 95.8 % 93.9 % 92.8 % 94.4 % 91.5% 95.0 % 92.4 %
Cortez ES 93.7 % 91.4% 92.8 % 94.2 % 92.8 % 92.7 % 93.2% 94.9 % 93.7 %
Cortney JHS 92.6 % 94.4 % 94.9 % 94.1 % 92.1% 90.6 % 90.5 % 94.7 % 93.9%
Cowan Behavior 84.3 % 96.9 % 89.2 % 81.3% 85.1 % 85.0 % 86.5 % 85.8 % 88.2 %
Cowan Sunset 89.3 % 76.9 % 92.0 % 90.1 % 83.3% 89.3 % 88.9 % 92.6 % 90.2 %
Cox (Clyde) ES 94.2 % 96.9 % 94.0 % 94.6 % 93.4 % 94.2 % 91.9 % 95.3 % 94.5 %
Cox (David) ES 95.7 % 95.0 % 94.8 % 95.0 % 96.3 % 95.9 % 94.9 % 94.9 % 95.0 %
Cozine ES 95.2 % 94.0 % 96.2 % 95.5 % 94.1 % 95.6 % 94.9 % 96.2 % 95.3 %
Craig ES 93.6 % 96.3 % 95.5 % 94.4 % 91.6 % 87.6 % 92.1 % 94.4 % 93.6 %
Cram MS 94.3 % 96.3 % 96.2 % 93.4% 94.5 % 94.2 % 92.6 % 93.4 % 93.6 %
Crestwood ES 94.0 % 87.4% 93.7 % 94.7 % 90.5 % 92.8 % 93.3% 95.0 % 94.6 %
Culley ES 93.7 % 93.4 % 94.9 % 94.6 % 91.8% 93.3% 93.1 % 94.7 % 93.7 %
Cunningham ES 92.7 % 92.9 % 94.4 % 93.2% 92.4 % 92.2% 91.9 % 94.2 % 93.3%
Dailey ES 95.9 % 98.9 % 96.5 % 96.3 % 94.6 % 94.7 % 95.1 % 96.5 % 95.9 %
Darnell ES 95.3 % 0.0% 96.3 % 93.9 % 94.3 % 95.6 % 94.5 % 923 % 94.3 %
Dearing ES 93.4 % 87.8% 95.5 % 94.1 % 92.4% 92.4% 92.7 % 94.4 % 94.1 %
Decker ES 94.4 % 93.7 % 95.6 % 94.6 % 93.1 % 93.9 % 93.7 % 94.9 % 94.3 %
Del Sol HS 98.4 % 98.1 % 98.9 % 98.3 % 98.1 % 98.6 % 98.0 % 98.4 % 98.7 %
Derfelt ES 95.3 % 93.3% 95.1 % 95.0 % 94.4 % 95.6 % 95.5 % 96.0 % 94.5 %
Desert Pines HS 91.8% 91.5% 93.9 % 92.1 % 90.9 % 91.0% 89.3 % 92.5% 93.5 %
Desert Willow ES/MS/HS 99.3 % 0.0% 100.0 % 99.0 % 98.5 % 99.6 % 99.1 % - -

Deskin ES 94.7 % 91.7 % 96.1 % 94.2 % 93.4% 95.1 % 93.8 % 94.3 % 94.2 %
Detwiler ES 94.4 % 94.2 % 94.9 % 95.2 % 92.9 % 93.1% 92.8 % 95.4 % 94.8 %
Diskin ES 94.8 % 91.7 % 96.2 % 95.0 % 92.5% 94.8 % 94.2 % 95.3 % 95.4 %
Dondero ES 94.0 % 93.9 % 95.7 % 94.0 % 92.8 % 94.0 % 93.2% 94.6 % 94.1 %
Dooley ES 95.7 % 94.8 % 94.1 % 96.0 % 96.2 % 95.7 % 94.6 % - 94.9 %
Durango HS 92.5% 90.8 % 94.5 % 86.0 % 93.6 % 92.1 % 89.4 % 92.6 % 93.0 %

*-"indicates data not presented for groups fewer than 10.
‘N/A indicates that this population was not represented.
*" indicates data are not available.

Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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American ; s :
Total . Asian/Pacific . . Black/African .
Students Indlall\rl1€/;g\llaeskan Islander Hispanic American White IEP LEP FRL

Earl (Ira) ES 94.5 % 82.5% 95.9 % 95.1 % 92.0 % 93.2% 92.2% 95.1 % 94.7 %
Earl (Marion) ES 94.4 % 95.0 % 96.6 % 93.5% 92.4 % 94.6 % 92.3% 96.0 % 92.8 %
Edwards ES 94.5 % 93.6 % 94.5 % 94.8 % 93.4% 93.8 % 94.5 % 95.1 % 94.9 %
Eisenberg ES 95.4 % 96.8 % 96.1 % 94.3 % 94.9 % 95.6 % 93.6 % 95.6 % 94.6 %
Eldorado HS 90.2 % 83.1% 92.1% 89.8 % 91.2% 90.3 % 88.6 % 90.2 % 91.6 %
Elizondo ES 94.7 % 88.6 % 96.1 % 94.6 % 94.0 % 94.8 % 94.1 % 95.4 % 94.5 %
Explore Knowledge 93.6 % 89.5 % 93.8% 95.1 % 93.1% 93.5% 92.3% - -
Ferron ES 94.5 % 95.2 % 93.3% 94.6 % 94.2 % 94.5 % 91.2% 95.1 % 95.0 %
Fertitta MS 96.5 % 96.4 % 98.3 % 91.1% 95.4 % 96.1 % 95.9 % 97.2% 96.4 %
Findlay MS 92.7 % 93.2% 96.2 % 92.8 % 92.0 % 92.5% 89.4 % 92.3% 92.7%
Fitzgerald ES 92.5% 94.0 % 87.3% 95.2 % 91.9% 91.2% 91.1% 95.7 % 92.5%
Fong ES 93.8 % 93.3% 96.7 % 94.2 % 92.5% 93.4% 93.5% 94.2 % 94.6 %
Foothill HS 93.0 % 90.5 % 96.0 % 91.6 % 922 % 93.1 % 89.1 % 94.6 % 89.0 %
Fremont MS 93.4% 86.1 % 96.0 % 94.3 % 90.8 % 89.7 % 91.3% 94.7 % 94.2 %
French ES 94.9 % 95.3 % 95.1 % 94.4 % 95.3 % 95.1 % 94.2 % 94.9 % 94.3%
Frias ES 95.6 % 94.5 % 96.2 % 95.5 % 94.0 % 95.7 % 94.4 % 96.5 % 95.6 %
Fyfe ES 94.1% 93.3% 97.5% 94.5 % 93.3% 93.4% 94.0 % 95.1 % 94.5%
Galloway ES 94.8 % 90.6 % 94.6 % 93.5% 94.7 % 95.1 % 94.3 % 95.2 % 94.2 %
Garehime ES 95.6 % 97.8% 96.0 % 95.1 % 94.8 % 95.8 % 94.3 % 95.6 % 94.6 %
Garrett JHS 95.5 % 94.8 % 96.5 % 94.4 % 96.7 % 95.5 % 95.5 % - 95.0 %
Garside JHS 92.7 % 92.4 % 94.6 % 90.9 % 90.6 % 91.3% 89.6 % 93.6 % 93.6 %
Gehring ES 95.2 % 91.9% 96.0 % 95.3 % 95.5 % 94.9 % 94.4 % 96.0 % 95.2 %
Gibson (James) ES 95.6 % 94.8 % 97.3% 95.2 % 94.2 % 95.6 % 94.7 % 96.8 % 94.4 %
Gibson (Robert) MS 91.8% 90.3% 93.8% 92.3% 90.1 % 91.4% 88.9 % 92.1% 93.0 %
Gilbert ES 96.2 % 92.5% 96.2 % 96.4 % 96.1 % 96.1 % 95.0 % 96.7 % 95.7 %
Givens ES 95.4 % 92.0 % 97.2% 95.3 % 94.2 % 95.0 % 94.5 % 97.0% 96.4 %
Goldfarb ES 95.7 % 96.4 % 96.9 % 95.3 % 95.1 % 95.7 % 95.0 % 96.0 % 95.5 %
Goodsprings ES 95.5 % 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 95.5 % - - -
Goolsby ES 95.3% 78.6 % 96.6 % 93.5% 94.7 % 95.3% 95.6 % 95.6 % 94.9 %
Gragson ES 93.9% 93.2% 96.3 % 94.5 % 91.4 % 91.8% 92.7 % 94.9 % 94.2%
Gray ES 94.9 % 94.5 % 96.0 % 95.1 % 94.0 % 94.8 % 93.1% 95.6 % 95.3%
Green Valley HS 93.8 % 92.6 % 95.1 % 92.6 % 90.6 % 94.2% 90.1 % 92.5% 93.4%
Greenspun JHS 95.6 % 92.3% 96.6 % 94.9 % 95.2 % 95.7 % 94.1 % 95.5 % 94.5 %
Griffith ES 94.6 % 97.7% 94.0 % 95.2 % 94.5 % 93.5% 93.0 % 95.6 % 94.9 %
Guinn MS 94.3 % 94.6 % 97.3% 92.0 % 93.8 % 93.5% 91.1% 95.5 % 94.3%
Guy ES 95.4 % 96.0 % 94.7 % 95.5 % 95.0 % 95.7 % 93.2% 96.7 % 95.1 %
Hancock ES 94.0 % 93.2% 95.6 % 94.2 % 94.0 % 93.5% 93.7 % 95.2 % 94.5%
Harmon ES 95.0 % 93.6 % 95.7 % 95.3 % 95.0 % 94.1% 92.8 % 95.5 % 95.2 %
Harney MS 93.7% 92.1% 96.7 % 93.8 % 91.9% 93.6 % 90.4 % 94.8 % 93.7%
Harris ES 94.5 % 90.0 % 96.5 % 95.1 % 91.4 % 94.5 % 92.6 % 95.3 % 94.6 %
Hayes ES 95.2 % 94.9 % 97.0 % 94.3 % 93.8% 95.2 % 94.3 % 95.8 % 94.4 %
Heard ES 95.8 % 96.3 % 95.6 % 94.6 % 96.5 % 95.9 % 95.0 % - 94.7 %
Heckethorn ES 95.7 % 93.8% 96.3 % 95.4 % 95.3 % 95.8 % 95.1 % 95.2 % 95.3%
Herr ES 94.4 % 93.8% 95.3 % 95.0 % 93.0 % 94.1% 94.1 % 95.3 % 94.2 %

erron . (1] . (1] . 0 . (1] . (1] . (1] . (1] . 0 . (1]
H ES 95.6 % 91.0 % 92.7 % 95.8 % 94.6 % 90.9 % 94.0 % 96.1 % 95.6 %

*-"indicates data not presented for groups fewer than 10.
‘N/A indicates that this population was not represented.
*" indicates data are not available.

Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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Stﬁgg"rits |nd/?;1?Ar_l|ZZr|lan AS:;’:E da;riﬁc Hispanic Bﬁﬂ‘é ﬁg;z:” White IEP LEP FRL
Native

Hewetson ES 95.1 % 88.0 % 94.1 % 95.6 % 89.6 % 91.2 % 94.3 % 95.9 % 95.1 %
Hill ES 95.5 % 95.5% 96.8 % 95.5 % 95.1 % 95.3% 94.8 % 96.8 % 94.9 %
Hinman ES 94.4 % 94.2 % 94.7 % 94.3 % 93.2 % 94.7 % 94.5 % 95.2 % 94.3 %
Hoggard ES 96.1 % 94.9 % 98.1 % 95.7 % 95.9 % 96.4 % 97.0 % 95.9 % 95.7 %
Hollingsworth ES 93.9 % 90.5 % 92.7 % 94.9 % 89.8 % 92.4 % 92.7 % 95.4 % 93.9 %
Hughes MS 94.8 % 89.5 % 98.0 % 95.5 % 93.3% 94.3 % 94.5 % 95.8 % 94.9 %
Hummel ES 94.7 % 95.6 % 96.2 % 94.7 % 94.5 % 94.2 % 94.0 % 95.0 % 94.7 %
Hyde Park MS 95.9 % 96.5 % 97.7 % 94.3 % 95.2 % 95.5 % 93.4 % 95.5 % 95.6 %
Indian Springs Schools 93.5% 94.9 % 94.2 % 93.4 % 94.7 % 93.3% 93.8 % - 93.5%
Iverson ES 95.6 % 97.6 % 97.2 % 95.5 % 95.0 % 95.2 % 95.3 % 96.4 % 95.6 %
Jacobson ES 94.9 % 93.2 % 95.1 % 94.8 % 94.2 % 95.1 % 93.9 % 95.1 % 94.8 %
Jeffrey Behavior 82.2% 79.4 % 88.0 % 79.6 % 82.5% 85.9 % 86.8 % 78.9 % 68.6 %
Jeffrey Horizon 89.0 % 0.0% 96.9 % 89.6 % 88.6 % 88.2 % 88.5 % 89.9 % 92.9 %
Johnson JHS 93.7 % 88.3 % 95.9 % 92.9 % 92.4 % 93.6 % 90.1 % 96.1 % 94.0 %
Juvenile Court Schools 100.0 % 100.0 % 100.0 % 100.0 % 100.0 % 100.0 % 100.0 % 100.0 % -

Jydstrup ES 94.8 % 93.3 % 96.2 % 94.9 % 94.2 % 94.2 % 94.4 % 96.1 % 95.3%
Kahre ES 95.9 % 93.8 % 96.1 % 95.6 % 95.0 % 96.1 % 94.1 % 96.8 % 95.4 %
Katz ES 93.7 % 93.7 % 95.2 % 93.7 % 93.2 % 93.6 % 93.6 % 94.2 % 93.6 %
Keller MS 93.6 % 93.4 % 96.5 % 93.7 % 93.8 % 92.4 % 91.0 % 93.9 % 94.0 %
Kelly ES 92.7 % 82.3 % 94.4 % 91.9 % 92.9 % 92.7 % 94.1 % 93.5 % 92.7 %
Kesterson ES 95.9 % 95.5 % 96.8 % 95.9 % 96.8 % 95.6 % 94.8 % 97.6 % 95.8 %
Keystone Academy 90.9 % 88.1 % 0.0 % 89.5 % 77.5% 91.5% - - -

Kim ES 95.3 % 96.8 % 96.7 % 95.1 % 96.2 % 94.9 % 95.0 % 95.2 % 94.9 %
King (Martha) ES 96.4 % 92.2% 96.2 % 96.1 % 94.8 % 96.5 % 95.6 % - 95.2 %
King (Martin Luther) ES 94.9 % 95.3 % 95.2 % 95.4 % 94.0 % 94.6 % 93.5% 96.1 % 95.1 %
Knudson MS 96.5 % 95.4 % 97.8 % 96.8 % 96.2 % 96.2 % 95.6 % 96.7 % 97.1%
Lake ES 94.5 % 95.3% 96.5 % 95.0 % 91.9% 93.1% 93.3 % 95.3 % 95.1 %
Lamping ES 95.7 % 95.3 % 96.5 % 95.5 % 95.6 % 95.6 % 94.9 % 97.4 % 95.4 %
Las Vegas Academy 97.9 % 98.1 % 98.4 % 97.9 % 97.9 % 97.9 % 96.8 % 98.1 % -

Las Vegas HS 92.8 % 88.7 % 94.4 % 92.6 % 92.4 % 92.8 % 90.1 % 93.3 % 93.3%
Laughlin MS/SR HS 93.4 % 94.8 % 97.0 % 93.9 % 94.5 % 929 % 92.2 % 96.2 % 93.7 %
Lawrence JHS 94.6 % 93.8 % 97.2% 93.4 % 92.8 % 94.1 % 92.0 % 96.6 % 94.3 %
Leavitt MS 96.3 % 97.2% 97.3% 95.9 % 96.0 % 96.3 % 94.7 % 97.3% 95.5 %
Liberty HS 98.1 % 98.2 % 98.8 % 98.1 % 97.8 % 97.9 % 97.8 % 98.3 % 95.4 %
Lied MS 94.7 % 94.4 % 95.6 % 95.5 % 94.2 % 94.4 % 92.1 % 95.1 % 94.8 %
Lincoln ES 94.8 % 95.3 % 88.1 % 95.2 % 93.7 % 929 % 94.4 % 95.5 % 94.8 %
Long ES 95.9 % 93.1% 96.6 % 96.2 % 95.4 % 94.1 % 95.0 % 96.4 % 96.0 %
Lowman ES 92.9 % 92.2 % 93.7 % 94.2 % 92.9 % 90.4 % 94.1 % 95.1 % 93.7 %
Lummis ES 95.9 % 94.8 % 96.6 % 95.3 % 94.7 % 96.0 % 95.4 % 95.6 % 94.1 %
Lundy ES 92.2 % 88.5 % 88.0 % 90.9 % 0.0% 93.0 % - - -

Lunt ES 95.2 % 96.0 % 93.5 % 95.7 % 91.0 % 93.2% 95.2 % 96.1 % 95.2 %
Lynch ES 92.7 % 95.7 % 94.0 % 93.7 % 89.7 % 89.7 % 91.3 % 93.9 % 92.7 %
Lyon MS 94.8 % 92.8 % 95.1 % 95.0 % 98.0 % 94.9 % 94.6 % 94.3 % 94.7 %
Mack ES 95.4 % 96.9 % 96.5 % 95.1 % 96.0 % 95.3 % 94.5 % 95.4 % 95.2 %
Mackey ES 95.6 % 96.1 % 97.1 % 95.4 % 95.8 % 95.0 % 94.2 % 95.7 % 95.6 %

*-"indicates data not presented for groups fewer than 10.
‘N/A indicates that this population was not represented.
*" indicates data are not available.

Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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Manch ES 94.8 % 95.0 % 95.0 % 95.5 % 94.8 % 93.4 % 92.8 % 96.1 % 94.8 %
Mannion MS 94.0 % 93.2 % 96.6 % 93.9 % 93.0 % 94.0 % 92.1 % 94.7 % 92.5%
Martin MS 93.3% 88.7 % 96.7 % 93.9 % 89.5 % 92.1 % 89.9 % 93.9 % 93.3 %
Martinez ES 94.5 % 92.2 % 91.8% 95.0 % 93.4 % 91.8% 94.9 % 95.5 % 94.5 %
May ES 95.7 % 95.5 % 97.0 % 95.5 % 94.7 % 95.9 % 95.3 % 96.2 % 94.4 %
McCall ES 94.4 % 93.5% 89.2 % 95.5 % 91.2 % 91.4 % 94.0 % 96.2 % 94.4 %
McCaw ES 92.9 % 84.6 % 94.7 % 92.7 % 92.2 % 93.2 % 92.7 % 91.5% 93.3 %
McDoniel ES 96.1 % 95.3 % 96.1 % 95.6 % 96.3 % 96.3 % 93.6 % 96.5 % 95.6 %
McMillan ES 94.0 % 94.7 % 94.4 % 93.7 % 92.4% 94.8 % 93.3% 94.1 % 93.1 %
McWilliams ES 95.0 % 96.5 % 92.8 % 95.8 % 92.9 % 93.0 % 93.4 % 96.3 % 95.8 %
Mendoza ES 95.6 % 93.1 % 96.8 % 95.5 % 94.1 % 95.9 % 94.4 % 95.9 % 95.7 %
Miley ES/MS/HS 84.2 % 0.0% 88.3 % 89.0 % 84.4 % 83.1 % 84.2 % - 83.6 %
Miller (Bob) MS 95.9 % 96.4 % 97.6 % 95.3% 95.1 % 95.8 % 94.4 % 95.9 % 95.1 %
Miller (John) ES 84.4 % 0.0% 89.5 % 84.1 % 75.0 % 88.6 % 84.4 % - 84.2 %
Miller (Sandy) ES 96.1 % 96.5 % 94.1 % 96.7 % 96.8 % 95.4 % 95.5 % 96.7 % 96.6 %
Mitchell ES 95.7 % 92.0 % 98.9 % 93.6 % 97.0 % 96.0 % 96.7 % - 94.6 %
Moapa Valley HS 99.2 % 98.7 % 99.3 % 99.1 % 100.0 % 99.2 % 99.0 % 98.9 % 99.0 %
Mojave HS 92.6 % 91.7 % 96.1 % 91.8% 922 % 93.0 % 90.2 % 91.7 % 92.9 %
Molasky JHS 94.1 % 95.7 % 95.8 % 93.6 % 92.8 % 94.5 % 91.4% 94.7 % 93.5%
Monaco MS 92.6 % 91.7 % 91.5% 93.4 % 90.8 % 89.8 % 90.2 % 93.6 % 92.6 %
Moore ES 94.3 % 90.0 % 94.6 % 94.6 % 92.6 % 94.2 % 93.2 % 94.7 % 94.9 %
Morris Behavior 74.0 % 711 % 84.6 % 71.6 % 76.0 % 76.0 % 69.8 % 76.4 % 78.8 %
Morris Horizon 92.4 % 95.5 % 96.6 % 92.0 % 91.5% 95.2 % 95.1 % 93.6 % 95.1 %
Morris Sunset 90.9 % 0.0% 91.3% 91.2% 91.1% 90.0 % 92.0 % 92.9 % 92.3 %
Morrow ES 95.3 % 94.6 % 96.8 % 93.9 % 95.9 % 95.3 % 94.2 % 94.9 % 93.7 %
Mountain View ES 94.6 % 91.2 % 95.0 % 94.8 % 92.9 % 95.0 % 94.0 % 95.2 % 94.8 %
Neal ES 96.0 % 91.3% 96.7 % 96.1 % 96.0 % 96.0 % 94.9 % 95.7 % 95.4 %
Newton ES 95.3% 94.4 % 95.1 % 94.0 % 94.8 % 95.7 % 93.2% 95.6 % 94.6 %
O'Callaghan MS 93.6 % 89.0 % 96.6 % 94.2 % 922 % 93.1 % 90.6 % 94.1 % 93.6 %
Ober ES 95.0 % 93.8 % 96.0 % 94.6 % 93.2% 95.2 % 93.2 % 94.7 % 93.5%
Odyssey Charter ES/MS 98.2 % 98.0 % 99.4 % 98.0 % 97.3% 98.3 % 97.7 % - -

Odyssey Charter HS 96.6 % 97.9 % 97.2 % 96.0 % 96.9 % 96.6 % 96.0 % - -

Orr MS 90.8 % 87.9 % 93.0 % 92.0 % 87.8% 89.1 % 87.9 % 91.8% 92.6 %
Palo Verde HS 99.0 % 97.9 % 99.3 % 98.8 % 98.8 % 99.1 % 98.7 % 98.6 % 98.1 %
Paradise ES 93.9 % 91.9 % 93.4 % 94.3 % 93.4% 93.5% 91.9 % 94.6 % 93.9 %
Park ES 94.4 % 91.1% 95.0 % 94.8 % 93.6 % 92.3% 92.7 % 95.1 % 94.4 %
Parson ES 95.4 % 96.3 % 95.7 % 96.3 % 94.0 % 95.4 % 94.4 % 96.9 % 95.0 %
Perkins ES 94.5 % 93.7 % 90.9 % 95.7 % 92.0 % 93.9 % 94.3 % 96.0 % 94.8 %
Petersen ES 93.3% 88.7 % 94.6 % 94.4 % 91.6 % 90.4 % 91.1% 95.2 % 93.3 %
Peterson Behavior 78.8 % 97.6 % 78.8 % 83.5% 729 % 81.5% 75.6 % 84.9 % 69.2 %
Peterson Horizon 82.1% 100.0 % 86.7 % 83.4 % 80.3 % 81.0% - 84.8 % 82.0%
Piggott ES 95.3 % 98.2 % 95.8 % 94.0 % 96.9 % 95.3 % 93.6 % 95.8 % 95.1 %
Pittman ES 94.0 % 82.4% 93.7 % 94.3 % 93.9 % 94.0 % 90.6 % 95.0 % 94.4 %
Priest ES 95.6 % 92.7 % 95.6 % 95.0 % 96.1 % 95.6 % 95.2 % 95.2 % 95.6 %
Rancho HS 94.7 % 92.3 % 96.5 % 94.2 % 94.9 % 95.6 % 95.0 % 94.8 % 93.4 %

*-"indicates data not presented for groups fewer than 10.
‘N/A indicates that this population was not represented.
*" indicates data are not available.

Charter school data are not included in district totals.

Website: www.ccsd.net Page 21 of 99 Clark County School District



2004-2005 Accountability Report

Stﬁgg"rits |nd/?;1?Ar_l|ZZr|lan AS:;’:E da;riﬁc Hispanic Bﬁﬂ‘é ﬁg;z:” White IEP LEP FRL
Native

Red Rock ES 95.2 % 94.3 % 96.9 % 95.5 % 94.4 % 94.6 % 93.1% 95.8 % 95.6 %
Reed ES 94.1 % 96.7 % 94.8 % 94.5 % 93.7 % 93.6 % 93.3 % 94.9 % 94.6 %
Reid ES 95.3 % 0.0% 100.0 % 94.5 % 89.7 % 95.8 % - - 95.4 %
Rhodes ES 95.8 % 95.2 % 96.6 % 96.0 % 94.5 % 95.9 % 95.8 % 94.9 % 95.1 %
Roberts ES 95.2 % 93.6 % 95.8 % 94.2 % 94.7 % 95.4 % 93.9 % 95.5 % 94.4 %
Robison MS 93.7 % 925 % 96.5 % 94.5 % 90.6 % 92.2% 91.9 % 94.4 % 94.5%
Rogers ES 95.6 % 94.8 % 96.7 % 94.9 % 95.3 % 95.4 % 93.3 % 96.4 % 95.4 %
Rogich MS 95.5 % 95.8 % 97.0 % 94.8 % 95.5 % 95.4 % 93.9 % 96.6 % 95.2 %
Ronnow ES 94.0 % 87.6 % 95.5 % 94.4 % 91.1% 925 % 94.2 % 94.7 % 94.0 %
Ronzone ES 95.1 % 912 % 94.5 % 95.9 % 94.0 % 94.3 % 93.6 % 96.3 % 95.5 %
Rowe ES 94.1 % 90.5% 94.9 % 94.5 % 93.0 % 93.4 % 93.0 % 95.2 % 94.7 %
Rundle ES 94.8 % 93.4 % 95.8 % 95.1 % 94.2 % 94.1 % 92.3% 95.5 % 95.3%
S.N.V.T.C. 95.1 % 92.7 % 95.3 % 95.7 % 95.3 % 94.4 % 94.7 % 96.2 % 95.4 %
Sandy Valley ES/MS 94.8 % 96.2 % 96.3 % 96.2 % 90.4 % 94.5% 93.3% 95.9 % 94.9 %
Saville MS 97.2 % 98.2 % 97.1 % 97.3 % 96.6 % 97.3 % 95.9 % 96.7 % 96.3 %
Sawyer MS 94.2 % 91.4 % 96.9 % 91.4 % 93.3% 93.8 % 92.2% 95.3 % 93.9%
Scherkenbach ES 95.6 % 95.0 % 96.7 % 95.7 % 94.8 % 95.7 % 95.0 % 96.2 % 94.8 %
Schofield MS 94.5 % 87.4% 95.6 % 94.8 % 92.2 % 94.8 % 91.9 % 93.3% 93.3%
Sedway MS 92.8 % 95.1 % 96.5 % 92.7 % 92.2% 929 % 89.5 % 92.5% 93.3%
Sewell ES 93.8 % 91.9 % 93.6 % 93.7 % 93.2 % 94.0 % 93.5 % 94.1 % 94.1 %
Shadow Ridge HS 96.8 % 92.9 % 97.8 % 96.7 % 96.9 % 96.7 % 95.5 % 97.1% 96.1 %
Sierra Vista HS 97.5% 95.4 % 98.2 % 94.5 % 97.3% 97.3% 96.7 % 98.2 % 97.7 %
Silverado HS 94.2 % 90.6 % 95.8 % 93.7 % 92.9 % 94.3 % 91.8 % 93.1 % 89.0 %
Silvestri JHS 94.4 % 91.9% 96.8 % 93.8 % 92.9% 94.2 % 91.1% 94.4 % 93.2%
Simmons ES 95.5 % 96.1 % 95.6 % 95.3 % 94.7 % 95.7 % 95.4 % 95.6 % 95.2 %
Smith (Hal) ES 93.5% 92.3% 94.6 % 93.4 % 93.4 % 93.5% 91.7 % 94.2 % 93.5%
Smith (Helen) ES 94.9 % 92.2% 96.5 % 94.8 % 94.8 % 94.8 % 94.5 % 95.4 % 95.5%
Smith (J.D.) MS 91.3 % 87.2 % 86.1 % 92.0 % 87.6 % 87.8 % 88.7 % 92.2 % 91.3 %
Snyder ES 94.5 % 97.5% 94.6 % 94.9 % 92.2% 94.2 % 93.0 % 95.3 % 95.0 %
South Continuation 66.0 % 81.8% 80.1 % 63.1 % 65.0 % 66.4 % 67.0 % 63.8 % 77.1%
Southwest Behavior 88.2 % 87.4% 95.5 % 89.8 % 86.2 % 86.6 % 83.9 % 88.7 % -

Spring Mtn School 100.0 % 100.0 % 100.0 % 100.0 % 100.0 % 99.9 % 100.0 % 100.0 % 100.0 %
Spring Valley HS 95.9 % 96.3 % 97.4% 85.3 % 95.6 % 95.5 % 94.0 % 96.5 % 95.7 %
Squires ES 95.2 % 93.3% 92.5% 95.6 % 90.8 % 93.4 % 94.9 % 95.8 % 95.2 %
Stanford ES 94.8 % 91.8 % 94.6 % 94.9 % 95.6 % 94.7 % 92.9 % 95.5 % 94.7 %
Staton ES 95.4 % 94.6 % 95.7 % 94.8 % 93.2 % 95.6 % 94.8 % 96.3 % 94.6 %
Stewart School 92.2% 96.0 % 92.0 % 89.1 % 94.0 % 92.6 % 92.2% - 91.2%
Summit School 99.9 % 100.0 % 0.0 % 100.0 % 100.0 % 99.9 % - - -

Summit View 98.4 % 94.7 % 100.0 % 99.4 % 96.3 % 99.5% 96.9 % - -

Sunrise Acres ES 95.8 % 91.1% 93.2% 96.2 % 94.0 % 93.8 % 94.7 % 96.5 % 95.8 %
Swainston MS 93.4 % 96.3 % 96.2 % 94.1 % 92.1% 93.7 % 90.0 % 93.4 % 92.9%
Tanaka ES 95.2 % 95.8 % 96.3 % 94.2 % 94.9 % 95.0 % 94.4 % 95.5 % 94.6 %
Tarr ES 95.5 % 94.4 % 96.8 % 94.3 % 94.3 % 95.8 % 95.2 % 94.9 % 95.0 %
Tate ES 93.6 % 91.2% 96.9 % 94.4 % 91.5% 93.4 % 94.4 % 94.5 % 94.1 %
Taylor (Glen) ES 96.4 % 91.6 % 96.7 % 96.4 % 96.8 % 96.3 % 96.7 % 96.8 % 96.4 %

*-"indicates data not presented for groups fewer than 10.
‘N/A indicates that this population was not represented.
*" indicates data are not available.

Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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Taylor (Robert) ES 93.8% 90.3 % 96.3 % 94.3 % 92.6 % 93.5% 92.2 % 96.1 % 94.2 %
Thomas ES 92.9 % 94.7 % 93.0 % 93.7 % 90.2 % 91.2 % 91.6 % 94.1 % 92.9 %
Thorpe ES 94.4 % 96.5 % 95.6 % 94.2 % 93.0% 94.5 % 93.2% 95.1 % 93.6 %
Tobler ES 94.9 % 95.8 % 94.9 % 94.9 % 94.0 % 95.1 % 93.4 % 95.1 % 94.6 %
Tomiyasu ES 95.9 % 929 % 96.3 % 95.7 % 95.9 % 96.0 % 94.6 % 95.8 % 96.3 %
Treem ES 95.9 % 94.2 % 96.9 % 95.4 % 96.0 % 95.9 % 95.2 % 96.5 % 95.8 %
Twin Lakes ES 94.6 % 91.2 % 94.6 % 95.0 % 93.1% 93.7 % 93.1% 95.4 % 95.0 %
Twitchell ES 96.1 % 95.5% 95.9 % 95.5% 95.8 % 96.3 % 95.2 % 94.2 % 95.5 %
Ullom ES 95.5 % 97.3% 96.9 % 96.1 % 92.3 % 94.5 % 94.7 % 96.4 % 96.0 %
Valley HS 90.8 % 82.3% 94.2 % 90.5 % 89.6 % 91.0% 87.4 % 90.6 % 93.2%
Vanderburg ES 96.9 % 97.0 % 97.2 % 96.8 % 96.4 % 96.9 % 96.1 % 97.0 % 96.8 %
Variety School 91.5% 97.2% 93.1% 89.7 % 93.3 % 90.7 % 91.5% - 93.0 %
Vegas Verdes ES 95.0 % 0.0% 95.0 % 95.3% 93.1% 95.0 % 93.7 % 95.7 % 95.6 %
Virgin Valley ES 96.3 % 94.0 % 98.5 % 96.6 % 96.7 % 96.1 % 96.6 % 96.8 % 96.6 %
Virgin Valley HS 94.1 % 89.3 % 97.7 % 93.9 % 92.5% 94.2 % 92.4 % 94.0 % 93.7 %
Virtual HS 97.0 % 100.0 % 100.0 % 95.4 % 94.9 % 97.4% - - 96.3 %
Von Tobel MS 95.7 % 93.7 % 96.7 % 96.3 % 95.1 % 93.4 % 93.6 % 96.5 % 95.7 %
\Qﬁ:gg[ International 95.7 % 95.2 % 96.5 % 95.6 % 97.0 % 955% | 955% - 93.8 %
Ward ES 93.5% 91.7 % 93.4% 93.9% 92.7 % 924 % 92.1% 94.5 % 94.2 %
Warren ES 94.7 % 93.4% 94.7 % 95.4 % 94.2 % 93.2% 93.6 % 95.4 % 95.1 %
Wasden ES 94.5 % 94.2 % 95.4 % 94.8 % 93.5% 94.6 % 94.1 % 95.1% 94.6 %
Washington Continuation 64.7 % 27.8% 85.1 % 63.1 % 68.0 % 60.6 % 70.5 % 64.7 % 71.0%
Watson ES 95.5 % 95.3 % 96.3 % 95.0 % 95.4 % 95.8 % 95.1 % 94.5 % 95.1 %
Wengert ES 94.6 % 95.5% 95.8 % 94.9 % 93.9 % 93.9 % 93.0 % 95.3 % 94.9 %
West MS 90.0 % 79.1 % 94.1 % 92.6 % 88.2 % 85.8 % 86.9 % 92.6 % 90.0 %
Western HS 89.5 % 77.2% 91.2% 90.0 % 89.1 % 88.7 % 86.6 % 90.6 % 92.2 %
White MS 94.8 % 95.1 % 96.9 % 94.6 % 95.1 % 94.5 % 94.4 % 95.5 % 94.2 %
Whitney ES 95.0 % 95.6 % 96.7 % 95.5 % 93.9 % 94.2 % 94.5 % 95.8 % 95.4 %
Wiener ES 95.3% 94.0 % 95.7 % 945 % 95.0 % 95.8 % 95.0 % 95.0 % 95.2 %
Wilhelm ES 94.2 % 84.4% 95.2 % 93.9% 94.2 % 94.2 % 92.2 % 94.2 % 93.3%
Williams (Tom) ES 94.8 % 82.5% 95.1 % 95.0 % 91.7 % 92.9 % 92.9 % 95.3 % 94.8 %
Williams (Wendell) ES 92.8 % 96.8 % 91.0% 91.4% 93.1% 925 % 91.9% 91.5% 92.8 %
Wolfe (Eva) ES 95.4 % 95.5 % 95.4 % 95.4 % 95.1 % 95.4 % 95.2 % 96.2 % 95.2 %
Wolff (Elise) ES 95.5 % 97.6 % 97.0 % 95.7 % 93.8 % 95.2 % 95.0 % 95.9 % 94.0 %
Woodbury MS 93.7 % 92.2% 97.2 % 94.3 % 93.5% 92.7 % 92.2 % 95.4 % 94.5 %
Woolley ES 94.7 % 90.6 % 96.1 % 95.2 % 94.6 % 93.3 % 93.2 % 96.0 % 95.1 %
Wynn ES 93.2% 86.9 % 94.1 % 93.8% 90.8 % 92.8 % 91.6 % 94.8 % 94.3 %

‘-’ indicates data not presented for groups fewer than 10.
‘N/A indicates that this population was not represented.

o

indicates data are not available.

Charter school data are not included in district totals.

Website: www.ccsd.net

Page 23 of 99

Clark County School District



2004-2005 Accountability Report

Transiency, Truancy, and Discipline

Transiency ?iﬂ;uca; Habitual Dis_ciplinary
Rate* Incidents Expulsions
State 34.1% 2,197 95
District 37.0% 1,016 16
A-tech 3.0% 0 0
Acad Ind Study 88.6 % 2 0
Adams ES 26.2 % 0 0
Adcock ES 31.4% 0 0
Agassi 10.8 % 0 0
Alamo ES 46.4 % 0 0
Allen ES 144 % 0 0
Antonello ES 25.6 % 0 0
Bartlett ES 18.9 % 0 0
Basic HS 32.3% 3 0
Bass ES 324 % 0 0
Beatty ES 257 % 0 0
Becker MS 251% 1 0
Beckley ES 41.3% 0 0
Bell ES 43.1% 0 0
Bendorf ES 35.0% 0 0
Bennett ES 43.9 % 0 0
Bilbray ES 191 % 0 0
Biltmore Continuation HS 123.6 % 1 0
Blue Diamond ES 30.0 % 0 0
Bonanza HS 28.0 % 6 0
Bonner ES 24.2% 0 0
Booker ES 451 % 0 0
Boulder City HS 19.5% 4 0
Bowler (Grant) ES 20.6 % 0 0
Bowler (Joseph Sr) ES 30.9 % 0 0
Bracken ES 13.3 % 0 0
Bridger MS 31.6 % 0 0
Brinley MS 41.6 % 3 0
Brookman ES 19.9% 0 0
Brown JHS 30.8 % 8 0
Bruner ES 37.3% 0 0
Bryan (Richard) ES 28.7 % 0 0
Bryan (Roger) ES 29.5% 0 0
Bunker ES 35.5% 0 0
Burk Horizon HS 62.1 % 5 0
C. C. Detention 136.9 % 0 0
C. C. HS East 10.2 % 0 0
C. C. HS South 8.7 % 0 0
C. C. HS West 3.3% 0 0

* The purpose of some alternative programs is to enroll students for a short period of time until they can re-
enroll in a comprehensive high school; therefore, transiency rates may be greater than 100% or N/A.
Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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Cadwallader MS 27.1% 3 0
Cahlan ES 34.1% 0 0
Cambeiro ES 37.9% 0 0
Canarelli MS 37.0% 0 0
Cannon JHS 35.5% 4 0
Canyon Springs HS 45.4 % 3 0
Carl ES 27.8% 0 0
Carson ES 54.7 % 0 0
Cartwright ES 20.0 % 0 0
Cashman MS 43.0% 0 0
Centennial HS 24.7 % 1 0
Chaparral HS 40.6 % 6 0
Cheyenne HS 37.9% 13 0
Christensen ES 325% 0 0
Cimarron-Memorial HS 34.7% 38 0
Clark HS 374 % 68 0
Conners ES 32.6 % 0 0
Coronado HS 20.4 % 0
Cortez ES 52.4 % 0 0
Cortney JHS 42.8 % 14 0
Cowan Behavior 167.1 % 77 0
Cowan Sunset 97.2% 2 0
Cox (Clyde) ES 38.8 % 0 0
Cox (David) ES 222% 0 0
Cozine ES 34.3% 0 0
Craig ES 48.5 % 0 0
Cram MS 276 % 1 0
Crestwood ES 41.7 % 0 0
Culley ES 42.8 % 0 0
Cunningham ES 66.0 % 0 0
Dailey ES 35.0 % 0 0
Darnell ES 325% 0 0
Dearing ES 47.9 % 0 0
Decker ES 43.3 % 0 0
Del Sol HS 45.8 % 7 0
Derfelt ES 36.6 % 0 0
Desert Pines HS 43.8 % 3 0
Desert Willow ES/MS/HS 158.0 % 0 0
Deskin ES 28.7% 0 0
Detwiler ES 414 % 0 0
Diskin ES 43.8 % 0 0
Dondero ES 38.3% 0 0
Dooley ES 17.2% 0 0
Durango HS 30.7 % 24 2
Earl (Ira) ES 40.0 % 0 0

* The purpose of some alternative programs is to enroll students for a short period of time until they can re-
enroll in a comprehensive high school; therefore, transiency rates may be greater than 100% or N/A.
Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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Earl (Marion) ES 37.8% 0
Edwards ES 37.2% 0
Eisenberg ES 271 % 0 0
Eldorado HS 33.3% 23 0
Elizondo ES 43.6 % 0 0
Explore Knowledge 20.6 % 0 0
Ferron ES 36.4 % 0 0
Fertitta MS 26.4 % 0 2
Findlay MS 39.5% 4 0
Fitzgerald ES 46.3 % 8 0
Fong ES 52.7 % 0 0
Foothill HS 28.1% 2 0
Fremont MS 39.8 % 13 0
French ES 30.5% 0 0
Frias ES 30.8 % 0 0
Fyfe ES 43.7 % 0 0
Galloway ES 284 % 0 0
Garehime ES 21.9% 0 0
Garrett JHS 16.5 % 13 0
Garside JHS 36.8 % 2 0
Gehring ES 38.1 % 0 0
Gibson (James) ES 17.5% 0 0
Gibson (Robert) MS 40.1 % 12 0
Gilbert ES 6.6 % 0 0
Givens ES 24.8% 0 0
Goldfarb ES 20.6 % 0 0
Goodsprings ES 30.0 % 0 0
Goolsby ES 28.9 % 0 0
Gragson ES 41.1 % 0 0
Gray ES 42.7 % 0 0
Green Valley HS 212% 23 0
Greenspun JHS 179 % 1 0
Griffith ES 374 % 0 0
Guinn MS 30.6 % 2 0
Guy ES 259 % 0 0
Hancock ES 32.3% 0 0
Harmon ES 32.6 % 0 0
Harney MS 28.7 % 7 1
Harris ES 42.6 % 0 0
Hayes ES 33.7% 0 0
Heard ES 31.3% 0 0
Heckethorn ES 335% 0 0
Herr ES 34.5 % 0 0
Herron ES 34.6 % 0 0
Hewetson ES 33.1% 0 0

* The purpose of some alternative programs is to enroll students for a short period of time until they can re-
enroll in a comprehensive high school; therefore, transiency rates may be greater than 100% or N/A.
Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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Hill ES 31.0% 0 0
Hinman ES 352 % 0 0
Hoggard ES 10.3% 0 0
Hollingsworth ES 56.5 % 0 0
Hughes MS 20.5% 1 0
Hummel ES 314 % 0 0
Hyde Park MS 19.8 % 1 0
Indian Springs Schools 27.8% 0 0
Iverson ES 21.6 % 0 0
Jacobson ES 28.1% 0 0
Jeffrey Behavior 162.1 % 10 0
Jeffrey Horizon 85.6 % 1 0
Johnson JHS 28.9 % 6 0
Juvenile Court Schools 143.6 % 19 0
Jydstrup ES 51.6 % 0 0
Kahre ES 23.8% 0 0
Katz ES 43.8 % 0 0
Keller MS 284 % 0 4
Kelly ES 46.5 % 0 0
Kesterson ES 30.7 % 0 0
Keystone Academy 48.6 % 0 0
Kim ES 23.8% 0 0
King (Martha) ES 16.1 % 0 0
King (Martin Luther) ES 43.6 % 0 0
Knudson MS 249 % 0 0
Lake ES 42.1% 0 0
Lamping ES 27.6 % 0 0
Las Vegas Academy 55% 2 0
Las Vegas HS 29.2% 28 1
Laughlin MS/SR HS 36.6 % 15 0
Lawrence JHS 29.0 % 24 0
Leavitt MS 20.8 % 1 0
Liberty HS 34.8% 3 0
Lied MS 252 % 1 0
Lincoln ES 33.8% 0 0
Long ES 42.1% 0 0
Lowman ES 53.1 % 0 0
Lummis ES 17.3% 0 0
Lundy ES 39.3% 0 0
Lunt ES 45.4 % 0 0
Lynch ES 50.8 % 0 0
Lyon MS 145 % 2 0
Mack ES 29.6 % 0 0
Mackey ES 16.6 % 0 0
Manch ES 54.1 % 0 0

* The purpose of some alternative programs is to enroll students for a short period of time until they can re-
enroll in a comprehensive high school; therefore, transiency rates may be greater than 100% or N/A.
Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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Mannion MS 24.7 % 9 0
Martin MS 33.5% 1 3
Martinez ES 65.5 % 0 0
May ES 226 % 0 0
McCall ES 50.5 % 0 0
McCaw ES 40.7 % 0 0
McDoniel ES 29.5% 0 0
McMillan ES 42.6 % 0 0
McWilliams ES 42.9 % 0 0
Mendoza ES 27.9% 0 0
Miley ES/MS/HS 73.9 % 0 0
Miller (Bob) MS 21.8 % 1 0
Miller (John) ES 200.0 % 0 0
Miller (Sandy) ES 7.3% 0 0
Mitchell ES 22.0% 0 0
Moapa Valley HS 14.3 % 1 0
Mojave HS 40.3 % 13 0
Molasky JHS 26.7 % 10 0
Monaco MS 41.9% 0 1
Moore ES 33.6 % 0 0
Morris Behavior 162.3 % 6 0
Morris Horizon 80.9 % 0 0
Morris Sunset 104.7 % 0 0
Morrow ES 272% 0 0
Mountain View ES 46.0 % 0 0
Neal ES 224 % 0 0
Newton ES 21.8% 0 0
O'Callaghan MS 29.3 % 2 0
Ober ES 285% 0 0
Odyssey Charter ES/MS 41.6 % 10 0
Odyssey Charter HS 66.2 % 19 0
Orr MS 50.2 % 5 0
Palo Verde HS 255 % 6 0
Paradise ES 65.2 % 0 0
Park ES 48.5 % 0 0
Parson ES 29.2% 0 0
Perkins ES 27.4% 0 0
Petersen ES 56.3 % 0 0
Peterson Behavior 170.4 % 9 0
Peterson Horizon 97.6 % 2 0
Piggott ES 251 % 0 0
Pittman ES 31.0% 0 0
Priest ES 29.3% 0 0
Rancho HS 34.0% 211 0
Red Rock ES 35.4 % 0 0

* The purpose of some alternative programs is to enroll students for a short period of time until they can re-
enroll in a comprehensive high school; therefore, transiency rates may be greater than 100% or N/A.
Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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Transiency ?;ﬂ;ugll Habitual Di;ciplinary
Rate* Incidents Expulsions
Reed ES 36.0 % 0 0
Reid ES 535 % 0 0
Rhodes ES 21.9% 0 0
Roberts ES 28.4% 0 0
Robison MS 31.7% 0 0
Rogers ES 33.2% 0 0
Rogich MS 19.9% 0 0
Ronnow ES 38.1 % 0 0
Ronzone ES 47.1% 0 0
Rowe ES 53.2% 0 0
Rundle ES 36.8 % 0 0
S.N.V.T.C. 55% 0 0
Sandy Valley ES/MS 355% 0 0
Saville MS 24.6 % 1 1
Sawyer MS 319% 7 0
Scherkenbach ES 28.1% 0 0
Schofield MS 27.3% 2 0
Sedway MS 33.8% 3 0
Sewell ES 40.2% 0 0
Shadow Ridge HS 29.9 % 5 0
Sierra Vista HS 29.9 % 0 0
Silverado HS 245% 2 0
Silvestri JHS 254 % 29 0
Simmons ES 325% 0 0
Smith (Hal) ES 46.9 % 0 0
Smith (Helen) ES 30.4 % 0 0
Smith (3.D.) MS 41.8 % 9 0
Snyder ES 43.4 % 0 0
South Continuation 121.5% 26 0
Southwest Behavior 155.9 % 11 0
Spring Mtn School 112.6 % 4 0
Spring Valley HS 35.4% 8 0
Squires ES 36.7 % 0 0
Stanford ES 30.6 % 0 0
Staton ES 19.8 % 0 0
Stewart School 300.0 % 0 0
Summit School 108.0 % 0 0
Summit View 66.0 % 0 0
Sunrise Acres ES 51.6 % 0 0
Swainston MS 30.6 % 1 0
Tanaka ES 36.1 % 0 0
Tarr ES 23.0% 0 0
Tate ES 52.6 % 0 0
Taylor (Glen) ES 17.5% 0 0
Taylor (Robert) ES 42.2 % 0 0

* The purpose of some alternative programs is to enroll students for a short period of time until they can re-
enroll in a comprehensive high school; therefore, transiency rates may be greater than 100% or N/A.
Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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Transiency ?;ﬂ;ugll Habitual Di;ciplinary
Rate* Incidents Expulsions
Thomas ES 45.6 % 0 0
Thorpe ES 39.6 % 0 0
Tobler ES 32.3% 0 0
Tomiyasu ES 26.6 % 0 0
Treem ES 34.7% 0 0
Twin Lakes ES 35.6 % 0 0
Twitchell ES 27.0% 0 0
Ullom ES 30.1 % 0 0
Valley HS 43.3 % 42 0
Vanderburg ES 10.6 % 0 0
Variety School 74.2 % 0 0
Vegas Verdes ES 44.3 % 0 0
Virgin Valley ES 23.7% 0 0
Virgin Valley HS 19.0% 2 0
Von Tobel MS 415 % 0 0
Walker International School 17.3% 0 0
Ward ES 43.6 % 0 0
Warren ES 37.2% 0 0
Wasden ES 39.2% 0 0
Washington Continuation 119.0 % 2 0
Watson ES 35.1 % 0 0
Wengert ES 35.4% 0 0
West MS 43.2% 7 0
Western HS 44.2 % 28 0
White MS 242 % 17 1
Whitney ES 38.5% 0 0
Wiener ES 37.2% 0 0
Wilhelm ES 40.3 % 0 0
Williams (Tom) ES 33.6 % 0 0
Williams (Wendell) ES 54.4 % 0 0
Wolfe (Eva) ES 25.9 % 1 0
Wolff (Elise) ES 34.6 % 0 0
Woodbury MS 35.2% 6 0
Woolley ES 37.5% 0 0
Wynn ES 52.6 % 0 0

* The purpose of some alternative programs is to enroll students for a short period of time until they can re-
enroll in a comprehensive high school; therefore, transiency rates may be greater than 100% or N/A.
Charter school data are not included in district totals.

Number of Incidents Resulting in Suspension/Expulsion for:

Violence to ) Possession of Distribution of - Possession/Use of Possession/Use of
Other Students Violence to Staff Weapon Controlled Controlled ‘Alcohol
Substance Substance
State 12,317 390 1,342 189 1,397 547
District 9,687 302 1,084 156 1,009 321
A-tech 3 0 0 0 0 0

Incidents are reported at the school where the action occurred.
Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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Number of Incidents Resulting in Suspension/Expulsion for:

Violence to ) Possession of Distribution of - Possession/Use of Possession/Use of
Other Students Violence to Staff Weapon Controlled Controlled ‘Alcohol
Substance Substance
Acad Ind Study 22 0 8 6 8 2
Adams ES 0 0 1 0 0 0
Adcock ES 1 0 0 0 0 0
Agassi 24 0 0 0 0 0
Alamo ES 1 0 2 0 0 0
Allen ES 0 0 0 0 0
Antonello ES 0 1 0 0 0
Bartlett ES 0 0 0 0 0
Basic HS 87 2 7 1 23 7
Bass ES 0 0 1 0 0 0
Beatty ES 0 0 0 0 0 0
Becker MS 123 2 8 0 5 0
Beckley ES 1 0 0 0 0
Bell ES 0 0 0 0 0 0
Bendorf ES 0 2 0 0 0
Bennett ES 16 2 3 0 0 0
Bilbray ES 0 1 0 0 0 0
Biltmore Continuation HS 20 1 0 0 4 0
Blue Diamond ES 0 0 0 0 0 0
Bonanza HS 76 0 11 0 20 12
Bonner ES 0 0 0 0 0
Booker ES 0 1 0 1 0
Boulder City HS 38 0 1 0 0 3
Bowler (Grant) ES 0 0 0 0 0
Bowler (Joseph Sr) ES 4 0 0 0 0 0
Bracken ES 0 2 0 0 0
Bridger MS 163 0 8 1 5 0
Brinley MS 141 4 17 2 5 1
Brookman ES 0 0 0 0 0 0
Brown JHS 288 5 7 0 2 0
Bruner ES 1 0 1 0 0 0
Bryan (Richard) ES 0 0 1 0 0 0
Bryan (Roger) ES 1 0 1 0 0 0
Bunker ES 7 0 0 0 0 0
Burk Horizon HS 9 1 1 1 4 0
C. C. Detention 0 1 0 0 1 0
C. C. HS East 2 0 0 0 0 0
C. C. HS South 0 0 0 0 0 0
C. C. HS West 0 0 0 0 0 0
Cadwallader MS 106 2 12 1 3 1
Cahlan ES 0 0 0 0 0 0
Cambeiro ES 0 0 0 0 0 0
Canarelli MS 76 1 8 2 3 1
Cannon JHS 81 1 6 2 7 7

Incidents are reported at the school where the action occurred.
Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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Number of Incidents Resulting in Suspension/Expulsion for:

Violence to ) Possession of Distribution of - Possession/Use of Possession/Use of
Other Students Violence to Staff Weapon Controlled Controlled ‘Alcohol
Substance Substance

Canyon Springs HS 99 0 10 0 3 5
Carl ES 0 0 0 0
Carson ES 0 0 0 0 0 0
Cartwright ES 1 1 1 0 1 0
Cashman MS 12 0 2 0 0 0
Centennial HS 87 4 12 5 24 16
Chaparral HS 66 4 14 1 11 8
Cheyenne HS 68 1 0 11

Christensen ES 3 0 0 0 0

Cimarron-Memorial HS 127 6 15 10 58 4
Clark HS 84 9 10 1 28 14
Conners ES 0 0 0 0 0 0
Coronado HS 43 1 7 39 19
Cortez ES 0 0 2 0 0 0
Cortney JHS 144 6 10 1 16 0
Cowan Behavior 21 6 6 3 30 0
Cowan Sunset 11 0 2 0 3 6
Cox (Clyde) ES 1 0 0 0 0 0
Cox (David) ES 3 0 0 0 0 0
Cozine ES 1 0 1 0 0 0
Craig ES 0 0 2 0 0 0
Cram MS 147 1 17 1 8 2
Crestwood ES 1 0 0 0 0 0
Culley ES 5 0 1 0 0 0
Cunningham ES 1 0 0 0 0 0
Dailey ES 0 0 0 0 0 0
Darnell ES 1 0 0 0 1 0
Dearing ES 0 0 0 0 0 0
Decker ES 0 0 0 0 0 0
Del Sol HS 110 5 12 1 20 2
Derfelt ES 0 0 0 0 0 0
Desert Pines HS 54 5 12 1 25 6
Desert Willow ES/MS/HS 11 2 2 0 0 0
Deskin ES 0 0 0 0 0 0
Detwiler ES 3 0 5 0 0 0
Diskin ES 0 1 0 0 0 0
Dondero ES 0 0 0 0 0 0
Dooley ES 0 0 1 0 0 0
Durango HS 71 2 14 7 17 4
Earl (Ira) ES 0 0 2 0 0 0
Earl (Marion) ES 0 0 1 0 0 0
Edwards ES 1 3 0 0
Eisenberg ES 0 0 0
Eldorado HS 144 2 25 8 54 8

Incidents are reported at the school where the action occurred.
Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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Number of Incidents Resulting in Suspension/Expulsion for:

Distribution of

Possession/Use of

Other Students | Viotence to saff| e | contolled | Contralled | PSS ERS €
Elizondo ES 2 0 2 0 0 0
Explore Knowledge 1 0 0 0 0 1
Ferron ES 2 0 1 0 0 0
Fertitta MS 29 0 6 1 4 0
Findlay MS 245 4 18 0 6 0
Fitzgerald ES 1 0 1 0 0 0
Fong ES 0 0 2 0 0 0
Foothill HS 93 2 8 2 17 10
Fremont MS 190 4 8 6 8 3
French ES 1 0 3 0 0 0
Frias ES 0 0 0 0 0 0
Fyfe ES 7 0 0 0 0 0
Galloway ES 3 0 0 0 0 0
Garehime ES 0 0 1 0 0 0
Garrett JHS 27 0 1 0 2 0
Garside JHS 147 5 15 1 2 3
Gehring ES 30 2 0 0 0 0
Gibson (James) ES 2 0 1 0 0 0
Gibson (Robert) MS 95 0 2 0 3 0
Gilbert ES 0 0 0 0 0 0
Givens ES 0 0 0 0 0 0
Goldfarb ES 1 0 0 0 0 0
Goodsprings ES 0 0 0 0 0 0
Goolsby ES 0 0 0 0 0 0
Gragson ES 10 0 2 0 0 0
Gray ES 0 0 0 0 0 0
Green Valley HS 45 6 16 3 32 6
Greenspun JHS 176 1 6 1 5 0
Griffith ES 1 0 0 0 0 0
Guinn MS 30 0 6 7 8 0
Guy ES 0 0 0 0 0
Hancock ES 0 0 0 0 0 0
Harmon ES 1 2 1 0 0 0
Harney MS 292 12 17 0 5 2
Harris ES 0 1 0 0 0 0
Hayes ES 0 0 0 0 0 0
Heard ES 3 0 0 0 0 0
Heckethorn ES 0 0 1 0 0 0
Herr ES 0 0 0 0 0 0
Herron ES 0 0 0 0 0 0
Hewetson ES 4 0 2 0 0 0
Hill ES 2 0 0 0 0 0
Hinman ES 2 0 2 0 0 0
Hoggard ES 0 0 0 0 0 0

Incidents are reported at the school where the action occurred.
Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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Number of Incidents Resulting in Suspension/Expulsion for:

Distribution of

Possession/Use of

OX\ié)rleSr]tE?j(t;r)ns Violence to Staff Po\s/s:z;igrr]] of Controlled Controlled PosseAslséigrr]]cl)Llee of
Substance Substance
Hollingsworth ES 0 0 0 0 0 0
Hughes MS 35 2 1 0 0 0
Hummel ES 0 0 1 0 0 0
Hyde Park MS 70 0 8 2 8 4
Indian Springs Schools 20 1 0 0 0 0
Iverson ES 0 0 0 0 0
Jacobson ES 0 0 0 0 0
Jeffrey Behavior 0 2 0 4 3
Jeffrey Horizon 2 0 0 0 1 0
Johnson JHS 151 3 17 0 6 5
Juvenile Court Schools 26 0 2 0 1 0
Jydstrup ES 2 0 0 0 0 0
Kahre ES 0 0 0 0 0
Katz ES 3 0 2 0 0 0
Keller MS 280 2 19 0 5 4
Kelly ES 1 0 0 0 0 0
Kesterson ES 0 0 0 0 0 0
Keystone Academy 4 0 0 0 1 0
Kim ES 7 0 3 0 0 0
King (Martha) ES 1 0 0 0 0 0
King (Martin Luther) ES 0 0 0 0 0 0
Knudson MS 116 0 8 1 8 3
Lake ES 1 0 0 0 0 0
Lamping ES 0 1 1 0 0 0
Las Vegas Academy 7 0 3 5 11 8
Las Vegas HS 127 3 21 2 39 11
Laughlin MS/SR HS 6 0 3 0 0
Lawrence JHS 41 1 12 5 4 0
Leavitt MS 87 1 0 6 0
Liberty HS 74 0 4 0 12 6
Lied MS 79 5 23 1 1 5
Lincoln ES 0 0 0 0 0 0
Long ES 2 1 3 0 0 0
Lowman ES 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lummis ES 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lundy ES 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lunt ES 2 1 0 0 0 0
Lynch ES 1 0 0 0 0 0
Lyon MS 4 0 5 0 0 0
Mack ES 2 2 2 0 0 0
Mackey ES 0 0 0 0 0 0
Manch ES 1 0 2 0 0 0
Mannion MS 147 6 11 2 9 6
Martin MS 74 1 22 0 1 0

Incidents are reported at the school where the action occurred.
Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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Number of Incidents Resulting in Suspension/Expulsion for:

Distribution of

Possession/Use of

OX\ié)rleSr]tE?j(t;r)ns Violence to Staff Po\s/s:z;igrr]] of Controlled Controlled PosseAslséigrr]]cl)Llee of
Substance Substance
Martinez ES 0 0 0 0 0 0
May ES 0 0 0 0 0 0
McCall ES 0 0 0 0 0 0
McCaw ES 5 1 1 0 0 0
McDoniel ES 4 0 0 0 0 0
McMillan ES 0 0 1 0 0 0
McWilliams ES 0 0 0 0 0 0
Mendoza ES 7 0 0 0 0 0
Miley ES/MS/HS 0 0 0 0 0 0
Miller (Bob) MS 95 0 10 3 20 0
Miller (John) ES 0 0 0 0 0 0
Miller (Sandy) ES 0 0 0
Mitchell ES 1 0 0
Moapa Valley HS 18 1 0 0 2
Mojave HS 182 0 16 0 18 1
Molasky JHS 195 8 17 0 6 0
Monaco MS 150 12 18 0 7 0
Moore ES 0 0 0 0 0 0
Morris Behavior 35 1 3 1 6 1
Morris Horizon 5 0 2 0 4 0
Morris Sunset 3 0 0 0 1 2
Morrow ES 0 0 0 0 0
Mountain View ES 0 0 1 0 0 0
Neal ES 18 1 4 0 0 0
Newton ES 4 0 0 0 0 0
O'Callaghan MS 257 3 15 3 9 1
Ober ES 1 0 0 0 0 0
Odyssey Charter ES/MS 0 0 0 0
Odyssey Charter HS 0 0 0 0
Orr MS 125 4 16 0 1 0
Palo Verde HS 32 0 12 0 33 3
Paradise ES 6 0 3 0 0 0
Park ES 0 0 0 0 0 0
Parson ES 0 0 0 0 0 0
Perkins ES 0 0 0 0 0 0
Petersen ES 0 1 0 0 0 0
Peterson Behavior 84 0 3 1 8 0
Peterson Horizon 13 0 0 0 2 0
Piggott ES 0 0 0 0 0 0
Pittman ES 1 0 2 0 1 0
Priest ES 0 0 1 0 1 0
Rancho HS 118 4 12 4 16 9
Red Rock ES 5 0 0 0 0 0
Reed ES 0 0 0 0

Incidents are reported at the school where the action occurred.
Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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Number of Incidents Resulting in Suspension/Expulsion for:

Violence to ) Possession of Distribution of - Possession/Use of Possession/Use of
Other Students Violence to Staff Weapon Controlled Controlled ‘Alcohol
Substance Substance
Reid ES 0 0 0 0
Rhodes ES 0 1 0 0
Roberts ES 4 0 0 0 0 0
Robison MS 215 3 33 2 13 6
Rogers ES 0 0 0 0 0 0
Rogich MS 70 0 1 0 3 0
Ronnow ES 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ronzone ES 0 1 0 0 0
Rowe ES 1 1 0 0 0
Rundle ES 0 0 0 0 0
S.N.V.T.C. 54 1 11 1 10 5
Sandy Valley ES/MS 2 0 4 1 0 0
Saville MS 145 2 10 2 4 0
Sawyer MS 184 5 12 2 11 1
Scherkenbach ES 2 1 0 0 0 0
Schofield MS 242 13 2 8 4
Sedway MS 307 6 20 1 2 1
Sewell ES 10 4 2 0 0 3
Shadow Ridge HS 67 6 12 2 9 2
Sierra Vista HS 63 0 19 8 23 9
Silverado HS 59 6 19 7 23 13
Silvestri JHS 147 5 14 3 1 0
Simmons ES 0 0 1 0 0 0
Smith (Hal) ES 1 0 0 0 0
Smith (Helen) ES 0 0 0 0 0 0
Smith (J.D.) MS 139 1 6 0 2 4
Snyder ES 0 0 0 0 0 0
South Continuation 2 0 0 2 2
Southwest Behavior 6 0 1 1 5 0
Spring Mtn School 6 0 0 0 3 0
Spring Valley HS 81 3 32 3 25 10
Squires ES 0 0 0 0 0 0
Stanford ES 1 0 0 0 0 0
Staton ES 1 0 0 0 0 0
Stewart School 0 0 0 0 0 0
Summit School 1 0 0 0 0 0
Summit View 2 0 0 0 0 0
Sunrise Acres ES 0 0 4 0 0 0
Swainston MS 226 8 10 3 4 0
Tanaka ES 1 0 0 0 0 0
Tarr ES 0 0 0 0 0 0
Tate ES 0 0 0 0 0 0
Taylor (Glen) ES 3 0 0 0 0 0
Taylor (Robert) ES 2 0 0 0 0 0

Incidents are reported at the school where the action occurred.
Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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Number of Incidents Resulting in Suspension/Expulsion for:

Distribution of

Possession/Use of

OX\ié)rleSr]tE?j(t;r)ns Violence to Staff Po\s/s:z;igrr]] of Controlled Controlled PosseAslséigrr]]cl)Llee of
Substance Substance
Thomas ES 0 0 1 0 0 0
Thorpe ES 0 0 0 0 0 0
Tobler ES 3 0 0 0 0 0
Tomiyasu ES 0 0 1 0 0 0
Treem ES 2 0 3 0 0 0
Twin Lakes ES 0 0 0 0 0 0
Twitchell ES 11 0 1 0 0 0
Ullom ES 3 0 0 0 0 0
Valley HS 110 1 6 1 19 4
Vanderburg ES 2 0 0 0 0 0
Variety School 0 7 1 0 1 0
Vegas Verdes ES 1 0 1 0 0 0
Virgin Valley ES 0 0 0 0 0 0
Virgin Valley HS 38 0 1 2 5 5
Virtual HS 6 0 0 0 0 0
Von Tobel MS 175 4 0 0 3 0
Walker International School 1 0 0 0 0 0
Ward ES 0 0 0 0 0 0
Warren ES 0 5 0 0 0
Wasden ES 0 1 4 0 0 0
Washington Continuation 19 0 1 0 6 0
Watson ES 0 0 0 0 0
Wengert ES 0 0 0 0 0 0
West MS 57 9 15 0 2 0
Western HS 190 13 32 2 30 16
White MS 124 2 15 0 6 0
Whitney ES 1 0 2 0 0 0
Wiener ES 5 3 2 0 0 0
Wilhelm ES 3 0 2 0 0 0
Williams (Tom) ES 2 0 1 0 0 0
Williams (Wendell) ES 13 1 1 0 0 0
Wolfe (Eva) ES 1 1 0 0 0
Wolff (Elise) ES 0 0 2 0 0 0
Woodbury MS 78 3 17 0 7 3
Woolley ES 0 1 2 0 0 0
Wynn ES 2 1 1 0 0 0

Incidents are reported at the school where the action occurred.
Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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Retention

Kindergarten | 1st Grade 2nd Grade 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade

# [ | 2T # [ #[% ]| #]x|#]w]#[%]|# x| #]»

State 365 [1.3%| 803 [2.6 %[ 296 [1.0%| 191 [0.6%| 132 [0.4%| 62 [0.2%| 399 [1.3%]| 400 [1.39%]| 505 [1.6 %
District 249 [1.2%| 566 [25%] 198 |0.9%| 130 [06%| 72 [03%| 27 [0.1%| 359 [16%| 322 |1.4%]| 331 [15%
Acad Ind
Studly 0 loo%w] 0 Joow| 0 [oow|] 0 [00%]| O Joow| 0 [oow| 1 |125% 1 |o1w| 4 [133%
Adams ES 0 [oo%| 2 |24%| 0 [oow|] o [oow| o Joow| 1 [row| NA | nalNwa] na ] NA [ Na
Adcock ES 0 [oow| 1 [10w] 1 |11%|] 1 [10w] 0 Joow| o [oow|Nna | Nna ] Nna ] nal Na [ na
Agassi NA | na I NA [ nafnva ] na]l o Joow] o [oow] o Joow| 1 [20w] 1 [20w] o oow
Alamo ES 1 losw| 2 [10w] 1 |osw] o |oow| o [ocow| o [oow| NA | Nna ] NA [ NA | NA T NA
Allen ES 1 |11%] 1 [osw| o [oow] 1 Jo7wn| o [cow| o |oow| NA | NnaA | NA NA ] NAT NA
AntonelloES | 0 [0.0%| 0 [oow| 0 |oow] o [0o0%n| o [cow]| o Joow| NA | Nna | NA | Na | NA | NA
Bartlett ES 0 [oow| 8 [eo0w| 1 |oown| 2 [14w]| 0 Joow| o [oow| NA | Nna ] NA| na | NA [ Na
Bass ES 0 [oow| 1 Jo7w| o [oow| 1 [oewn| o Joow| o [ocow| Na | nalNwa] na ] Na | Na
Beatty ES 2 l16wn| 2 |15w] 2 [13w] 2 |12%] 1 Jo7w] 2 [12w] NnAa | na ] Nwa] na | NA [ Na
BeckerMS | NA [ na [ NA T NnalNA T NAlNA T NnAINA]T AT NATNAT 8 [17%] 6 [12%w] 8 [16%
Beckley ES 0 [oow| o Joow| 3 [24%] 1 [oew| o Joow| 1 [o7w| NAa | nalNwa] na ] NA [ Na
Bell ES 2 |11w| 2 [11w] 1 [oew| o |oow| o |oow]| o [ocow| A | NnalNa] na ] Nna | Na
Bendorf ES 7 |s1iw| 5 [37%] 2 [13w] 4 |29w| 2 |14aw] 1 [o7w| Nna | nalNwa] na ] Nna | na
Bennett ES 0 [oo0%w| 12 759 4 [57%] 1 [17%] o Joow| o [oow| NA | Nna | NA ] Nna | NA [ NA
Bilbray ES 3 |2a%| o Joow| 2 [16%| o |oown| 0 |oow] o [ocow| A | Nna]NA] A NA [ NA
g'i:'fnon ges | © |oow| o [oow]| o |oow| O |oow| 0 [oo%| O |oow| NA [ NA | NA| NA|NA [ NA
Bonner ES 1 |1aw] 4 [32%] 1 |o9w 0.0 % 0.0 % 00%| NA [ na [ Nva | e | Na | Na
Booker ES 6 |7.4% 00%| o [oow 0.0 % 0.0 % 00w NA [ na [ NA T va [ Nva ] na
(B(;’g'netr) Es 1 [10%] o |oow| 1 |1ow| o Joow| o |oow| o |oow| NA | na | NA | na | NA | A
Bowler
(Joseph Sr) 1 |11w] 0 [oow| 0 |oow]| 1 |13%] 0 [oow| O |oow| NA | NnA | NA [ NA | NA | NA
ES
BrackenES | 0 [oow| 1 |12%|] o [oow| 1 [13w] 0 |oown| o [ocow| NA | na | NA [ NnA | NA T NA
Bridger MS | NA | na [ NA | na I NA [ na A ] nva [ NAa ] na [ NA [ na ] 8 16w 16 [sew] 6 [1ow
BrinleyMS | NA [ na [ NA T na I NA T na T NvaA T vava] naNA T Al 3 Jorw| 2 [osw] 5 [12%
Brookman ES| 0 [oow| 2 [12%] 0o [oow| 1 [oew| 0 [oo%n| o [ocow| NA | na | NA [ NnA | NA T NA
BrownJHS | NA | nva [ NA | na I NA [ na A va fva ] na fNAa a7 isw| 14 [30w] 12 [20%
Bruner ES 0 [oow| 2 [15w] 3 |23%| 2 [15%]| 1 |osw| o [oow| NA | Nna | NA | Nna | NA [ NA
(BF:?';nard) es | 0 [o0%] & |eow| 1 [os%]| 0 oow| o [oow]| 0 |oow| WA | Nna | NA | na | NA | NA
?F%Z';r) Es 0 [oow| 9 |s52w] 1 |o7%n]| 2 [12w] 1 o6%| O [oow| NA | Nna | NA [ na | NA | NA
Bunker ES 1 losw| 3 [28%] 1 [1ow] o Joow| 1 [oow| o |oow| NA | Nna | NA T NA ] NAT NA
Egk Horizon | nya [ wa [ A | na | A | na [ A [ e [ A | e A [ na [ A [ s [ va | e | L 83w
g'et%n ion NA | Nna | NA [ A NA L na] o Joow] 0 [oow] 0 Joow| 0 |oow] 0 [oow| 0 |oow
cadwallader | A | na | NA [ i | Na | nia | A | s [ A [ A [ A L na |3 fosw| 3 o] 4 |osw
Cahlan ES 2 |13%| 5 [33w] 4 [27%] o Joow| o [oow| o [oow| NA | Nna | NA| A NA T Na
cambeiroES| 2 [19%| 3 [31%] 4 [42%] o [oow| 0 |oow| o [oow| Nna | Nna ] Nna ] na ] Na [ na
canareliMs | NA [ na [ NA [ nva [ Nva [ na A [ na [ nva T va [ va ] na ] 15 [26%] 4 Jo7zw] 9 [18%

'N/A" indicates that this population was not represented.

Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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Kindergarten | 1st Grade 2nd Grade 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade

# % # % # % # % # % # % # % # % # %

CannonJHS | N/A | N/A | NJA | NJA | N/A | N/A | N/A | N/A | NJ/A | N/A | NA | N/A 6 17%| 9 [25%] 9 |25%

Carl ES 0 |00%] 2 14%| 0 |00%] O [0.0% 1 ]106%] O |0o0%]| NA | NJA | NA | NA | NA | NA

Carson ES 0 0.0% 1 18%] O 0.0% 0 00%] O 0.0% 0 0.0%] NA | N/A | NJA | N/A | N/A | N/A

Cartwright ES] 0 |0.0%] 4 |25%] O |0.0%] 1 |o8%] O |o0o0%] O [00%| NA | N/A | NJA | NA | N/A | N/A

Cashman MS| N/A | N/A | NJA | NJA | N/A | N/A | N/A | N/A | NJA | N/A | NA | N/A 4 |1.0%] 2 06%] 7 1.7 %

chistensen |2 100) 2 |19%]| 1 |oow| 0 [oow| 0 [o0o%| o |oow| NA [ Na | NA [ A | NA | A
Connerses | 0 [oow| 3 [33%| 0 [oow| o [oow| o [oow| o [oow| NA | na | NA ] na | NA T NA
Cortez ES 2 [12%| 5 [28%| 5 [32%| & |06%| 0 [00%| O [o0%| NA | Na | NA| Nna | NA | NA

Cortney JHS | N/A | N/A | NJA | N/A | NJ/A | N/A | N/A | NIA | N/A | N/A | N/A | N/A 26 |43%| 21 |3.7%| 17 |3.0%

ggn:vr;or NA | na fNA A fNnAa ] na fNva ] na b Nva | nva P NvA | na ]l o Joow]l 0 |oow| o [oo%
(E:gx (Clyde) 3 |10%| 5 [19w| 4 |15%] NA | NnA | NA NA L NA ] NA ] NA | A NAT NA ] NA | NA
ng Cavid) I o foow| 3 |23%| 1 |osw| 2 [1s5%| o [oow| o oosw| WA | na | NA | wa | Na | A
Cozine ES 0 |oow]| 1 [07%] 0 Joow| 1 [06%] 0 |oow| 0 [oow| NA | NnA | NA| NA L NA [ NA
Craig ES 3 [17%] o Joow| 1 |oew]| 0 [oow]| o Joow| 1 [o7%| NA | Na | NA | Nna | NA T NA
Cram MS NA [ nva A na A va b Nva ] vava ] nalva | va] 14 20wl 5 [119%] 7 [14%
ErSES‘WOOd 1 |osw| 3 [22%w] 1 |o9%w] 1 [08%] O [00%w] O |oo0%| NA | NnA | NNA | NA | NA | N/A
Culley ES 3 [18%] 1 |o7w| 2 [14%] 1 [osw| o |oow| o [oow| NA | Na | NA | NnaA | NA T NA
‘ég””'”gham 2 [12%] 6 [36%|] O |oo%w| 1 [07%| 1 [07%n] 2 [15%] NA | nA | NA | NnA | NA | NA
Dailey ES NA [ nva ] NA T nafNAa ] nval o Joow] o Joow| o [oow] NA | na | Na [ va | A | A
Darnell ES 0 |oow] 1 [07%] 2 |15w| 2 [15%] 0 |oow| o [oow| NA | Nna |l NA | na | NA | NA
Dearing ES 1 [07%] 1 |o6%w| O |oo%w] O [00%] O [00%| O |oo%| N/A | NJ/A | N/A | N/A | N/A | N/A
Decker ES 2 [13%] 5 [32%] o |oow]| 0 [oow| o Joow| o [oow| NA | Nna | NA | Nna | NA | NA
Derfelt ES 0 |oow] 1 [12%] o Joow| 1 [o9w|] 0 |ocow| o [oow| NAa | NnalNA| na ] NA | A
Desen Miowl o foow| o [oo%| o |oow| o |oow| o [oow| o [oo%| o |oow| o |oow]| o |oow
Deskin ES 1 [oow| 3 [27w| 1 [o08w| 1 |oow| 1 |osw]| 1 [o7w| NA | Nna ] NA [ NA ] NA T NA
Detwiler ES 2 [11%] 3 |18w| 2 |12%w] 1 [o7%w| 1 |o7w]| 0 [oo%| NA | NA | NA [ NA | NA | NA
Diskin ES 1 [o7%| 6 [32w] 0o [0o0%w| 1 |o7w| o [0o0w| o [oow| NA | na ] NA| na | NA T NA
DonderoES | 3 [20%] 2 [14%| 1 Josw| 2 [12%] 0 |oow| o [oow| NA | Nna | NA | na | NA [ NA
Dooley ES 1 [14%]| 12 h2sw] 2 [23%] 2 [22w] 1 11wl 1 [1z1%] NA ] Nna L NA [ na | NA T NA
Earl(ra)ES | 1 [oew| 8 [52%| 2 [13w| 0o [oo0w| 2 |12w]| o [oow| Na | na | NaA | na | A | na

Earl (Marion) 0

ES 0.0%] 2 1.7% 1 06%] O [00%] O |00%] O |0.0%] N/A | NJA | NJ/A | NJA | N/A | N/A

Edwards ES 2 1.3% 3 22% 1 0.7% 0 00%] O 0.0% 0 00%] NJ/A | NJ/A | NJA | NJA | N/A | N/A

Eisenberg ES 1 1.1% 1 0.8% 2 18%] 4 3.1% 1 0.8% 0 0.0%] NA | N/A | NJA | NJA | N/A | N/A

Elizondo ES 1 [05%] 1 |04%] O |00%] 1 |04%] O |00%] 1 |05%] NA | NJA | NA | NA | NA | NA

Eﬁg{;’/[:dge NA [ nva] o Joow| 0 |oow] 0 [oow] 0 |oow]| 1 [20%] 0 |oow| O [oo0w] 1 |40%
Ferron ES 0 [oow| o Joow[ o [oow| o [oow[| o [oow| 0 [oowlNa | NnaNAT T naAl NAT NA

Fertitta MS NA | NA | NJA | NA | NA | N/A | NJA | N/A | NIA | NIA | NA | N/A 0 |00%] 2 [04%] 3 |07%

Findlay MS N/A | NJA | NJA | NA | NA | NJ/A | N/A | N/A | N/A | N/A | NA | N/A 18 [29%] 4 |08%] 18 |35%

Fitzgerald ES 3 |32%] 2 |28%|] O |00%] O |00%| O |00%| O [00%| NA | NJA | NA | NJA | NA | NA

Fong ES 2 1.3% 7 4.8 % 1 0.8% 1 0.7%] O 0.0% 0 0.0%] NJA | N/A | NJA | N/A | N/A | N/A

Fremont MS N/A | NJA | NJA | NNA | NNA | N/A | N/A | N/A | N/A | N/A | NA | N/A 0 |00%] 6 13%| 8 1.6 %

'N/A" indicates that this population was not represented.
Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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Kindergarten | 1st Grade 2nd Grade 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade

# % # % # % # % # % # % # % # % # %
French ES 2 [24%w] 0 |oow| O |oow| 1 [o9%w| O [0o0%w]|] O [ocow| NA | NnA | NA | NnA | NA | NA
Frias ES 0 |oow|] 3 |15%] 1 Jos%w| O Joow| 1 |o5%] O [0o%w] NA | NA | NA | NA | NA | N/A
Fyfe ES 1 |11%] 3 |28%] O |oow] O |oow| O [00%| O [00%| NA | NJA | N/A | N/A | NA | N/A
GallowayES | 2 |19%]| 21 [160%] 3 [28%| 2 |16%|] O [00%] O [00%| NA | NJA | NJA | NJA | N/A | N/A
Garehime ES| 2 [20%]| 2 [19%| O |oo%w| O |oo%w| O [00%]|] O [oo0%| NA | NnA | NA | NA | NA | NA

Garrett JHS N/A | NJA | NJA | NA | NNA | N/A | N/A | N/A | NJA | N/A | NA | N/A 0 |00%] 3 15%| 3 1.4%

Garside JHS | N/A | NJ/A | NJA | NJA | N/A | N/A | NJA | N/A | NJA | N/A | NA | N/A 0 |00%] 2 |[04%] 5 |1.0%

Gehring ES 2 |18%| 4 [30w| 1 |o7%w] 1 |o7w| O [00%| O |oo0%| NA [ NA | NA | N/A | N/A | N/A
Gibson 3 [36w] 3 |28%| 1 [09%w] 1 |10w| O Joo%w| 1 [oew| NA | NA | NA | NA | NA | NA
(James) ES
Gibson

N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 5 w| 3 w| 5 9
(Robert) MS N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 1.3% 0.7% 1.3%
Gilbert ES 0 |00%] 1 |13w] 0 |00%| O Joow| O [oow| O |00%| NA | NA | NA | N/A | N/A | N/A
Givens ES 0 |00%] 2 |28%| O [00%]| O |oo0%| O [o0%w| O [00%] NA | NJA | N/A [ N/A | N/A | NIA

Goldfarb ES 1 |109%] 4 [|36%] 2 18%| 0 [00%] O |[00%] O |0.0%| NA | N/A | NA | NJA | NA | N/A

gg(’ds"“”gs 0 |oow| 0 [00%| 0 |oow| O [00%] O |oow| O [0o0%w| NA | NnA | NA | NA | NA | NA

Goolsby ES 1 11%] 0 [00%] O |00%] O [0.0% 1 1.0%| O [00%] NA | NJA | NA | NJA | N/A | N/A

Gragson ES 6 |3.0%w] 6 |35%) 6 |34%] 6 |42%] 3 |21% 1 107%| NA | NNJA | NJA | N/A | N/A | N/A

Gray ES 1 [16%]| 6 [56%] 0 [oow] o [oow| 0 [oow| o Joow|NA] nalNAl A NAT A
f‘:'ese”Sp”” NA | Nna | NA [ A NvA | na A nva ]l NA [ na ] Nva a3 Josw] 2 [o4aw] 1 |o2w
Griffith ES 1 [13%] 0 [oow| o [oow| o [Joow| o [oow| o Joow| NAa] nalNAT A NAT NA
Guinn MS NA [ NnAINATNATNAT AT NAT AT NA T NATNATNAT 6 [isw] 3 [osw] 8 [23%
Guy ES 0 loow| 3 [22%] o [oow| o [oow] o [oow| o [oow| NA ] nalNaA ] naANAT NA

Hancock ES 1 0.9% 6 6.3 % 1 1.1% 0 0.0%] O 0.0% 1 09%] NA | N/A | NJA | N/A | N/A | N/A

Harmon ES 6 |39%| 10 [74%] 3 |26%] O |00%] O |00%] O |00%| NA | N/A | NJ/A | NJA | NA | N/A

Harney MS N/A | NJA | NJA | NA | NA | NA | N/A | N/A | NIA | N/A | NA | N/A 5 |08%] O [0.0% 1 102%

Harris ES 1 [o9%| 0 Joow| 1 [07%] 3 |25%| 1 |08%] O [00%| NA | NA | NA [ N/A | NIA | NIA
Hayes ES 0 |oow| 2 [16%] 1 |o7w| 1 [08%] 0 |oow| O |oow| NA | NnA | NA | NA | NA [ NA
Heard ES 0 [oow| 0o Joow] 1 |o8w| 1 [10w| 1 |10%| 1 [o9w| NA | NA | NA | NA | NA [ NA
E'gc"ethom 1 |o7w]| 4 [25%] 1 Joew| 3 |16w| 1 |o6%] O [0ow| NA | NnA | NA | NA | NA | NA
Herr ES 0 |oow| 6 [40%] 0 |oow| 2 [16%] 1 |o7w| O |oow| NA | NnA | NA | NA | NA [ NA
Herron ES 1 [04%| 29 |121%w 2 [11%] 2 |10w| 8 |41%] O [00%| NA | NA | NA [ NA | NIA | NIA
HewetsonES| 2 [14%]| 5 [36%| 2 |16w| 5 [40%] 7 [47%]| 1 [o9w] NA | NnA | NA | NA | NA | NA
Hill ES NA | NALNA|NALNALNAL 0O Joow] 0 [00%n] 0 [oow] NA | NnA | NA [ NnA | NA | NA
Hinman ES 6 [82%] 0 |oow| 1 |11%] O [oow| 2 |24%] 1 [10%| NA | NA | NA [ N/A | NIA | NIA
HoggardES | 0 Jo.0%| 0 [00%| 1 |15%w| 0 [00%] 0 |oow| O |oow] NA | NnA | NA | NA | NA | N/A

Hollingsworth 13

ES 7.2%] O 10.0%] 2 1.2%] O |0.0% 1 Jo6%] O [00%] NA | NA | NVA | N/A | NA | NA

Hughes MS NA | NA | NJA | NA | NA | N/A | NJA | N/A | NIA | N/A | NA | N/A 0 |00%] O [00%] 1 |06%

Hummel ES 0 0.0% 1 0.8% 2 21% 0 00%] O 0.0% 0 0.0%] NJA | N/A | NJA | NJA | N/A | N/A

Hyde Park 1 nia [ e [ A [ e [ [ e | va [ e | va [ e e [ e | 9 [17%] 8 [1a%] 3 [osw

MS

Indian

Springs 0 0.0% 0 00%] O 0.0% 0 00%] O 0.0% 0 0.0% 1 4.8% 0 00%] O 0.0%
Schools

Iverson ES 1 0.9% 2 1.4% 3 2.3% 1 09%) O 0.0% 0 0.0%f NA | NJA | NA | NJA | N/A | NA

Jacobson ES 2 |124%| 2 1.7% 1 10%| O [00%] O |00%] O |0.0%| NA | NJ/A | NA | NA | NJA | N/A

'N/A" indicates that this population was not represented.
Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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2004-2005 Accountability Report

Kindergarten | 1st Grade 2nd Grade 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade

# % # % # % # % # % # % # % # % # %

iﬂg’n NA | NA | NA [ na [ NvA | nva P NA T NnaA ] NA L va P NA A NA [ na | NA T NnA] 2 |80%

Johnson JHS | N/A | N/A | NJ/A | N/A | NJA | NJA | NJA | N/A | NA | NJA | NA | NA 3 |06%] 8 [16%] 6 |12%

ét:)vuer?lle 0 |oow] O |oow] O |oow] O |oow| O |oow| O [00%| O |0O0%|] O |00%| O |0.0%
Schools

Jydstrup ES 0 0.0 % 4 22% 3 1.6 % 3 1.7% 0 0.0 % 1 0.6%] N/A | NA N/A N/A N/A | N/A
Kahre ES 0 |00%] 1 |10%] 1 |o8%n] O |oo0%w] O |00%| O ([00%| NJA | N/A | NJA | N/A | N/A | N/A
Katz ES 0 0.0 % 4 31% 1 0.8 % 1 0.7% 0 0.0 % 1 0.8%] N/A | N/A N/A N/A N/A | N/A
Keller MS N/A | N/A N/A N/A N/A | N/A N/A N/A N/A | N/A N/A N/A 0 0.0% 6 0.9% 4 0.7%
Kelly ES 0 0.0 % 2 3.0% 1 1.9% 0 0.0% 0 0.0 % 0 0.0%] N/A | NA N/A N/A N/A | N/A
Kesterson ES 1 0.9 % 0 0.0% 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 % 0 0.0%] N/A | N/A N/A N/A N/A | N/A
Kim ES 0 |00%] O [00%] O J00%|] O |00%] O |00%| O |00%] NA | NNA | NA | NJA | N/A | N/A

Ko (Marth2) | na | s | NA | wa | A | a2 [13%| 1 [osw] 0 |oow| NA | na | NA | na | wA | A

King (Martin |3 1006] 18 |15506) 9 |o7%| 2 [22%]| 0 [o0%| 0 |oosw| WA | na | A | na | Na | A

Luther) ES

KnudsonMS | N/A | NA | NIA | NNA | NA | NnA | NIA ] NIA I NIA | A [ NA | A | 5 |11 %] 7 15w 1 |02%
Lake ES 1 |oewn]| 4 [25%] 4 |24%| 1 |o6%w| O |00%] O [00%| NA | NVA | NA | NA | N/A | N/A
LampingES | 4 |25%| 8 [46%] 1 [06%]| 1 Jo7%] 1 (06%| O |00%| NA | NA | NA | NA | N/A | N/A
kAa;/%hFEan NA | nA fNA A fNAa ] na fNva ] na b Nva | nalNA a2 [2e%] 0 |oow| 3 [46%
'J—aVSernce NA | NnA | NA L NnA | NA T NALTNALTNALPNALNALNALNAL 5 [10%] 1 |Jo2%w] 8 |15%
Leavitt MS NA | NA | NA L NALNALNALTNALTNALNALNALNALTNAL 9 [16%] 7 |123%] 1 [02%
Lied MS NA | NA | NA L NA | NA L NALNALTNALNALNALNALTNAL O Jo0w] 2 |o4%w| 5 [11%
Lincoln ES 1 |o7w] 1 [o6%] O Joow| O [00%| O |0o0%| O [0o0%w| NA | NA | NA | NA | NA | N/A
Long ES 1 |07%] O |00%] O |oo%| O [00%| O |00%]| O |oo0%w] NA | NA | NA [ NA | NA | NA
Lowman ES 0 [00%w] 4 [19%]| 2 |09%| NA [ NA | NJA | NA | N/A | NIA | N/A | N/A | N/A | N/A | NIA | NIA
Lummis ES 2 |24%| 1 [10w| O |oo%w] O |oow| O [00%]| O Joo%| NA [ nA | NJA | NJA | NA | N/A
Lundy ES 0 [0o0%] O |oow| O |oo%]| O [00%| O |00%| O |00%]| NA | NJA | N/A | N/A | N/A | N/A
Lunt ES 0 [00%] 1 |10%w| O [00%| O |oo%| 1 [09%| O [00%] NA | NA | N/A [ N/A | N/A | NIA
Lynch ES 0 [oow] 1 |o6%w| 0 |oo%w| O [00%w| O |oo%| O |00%] NA | NA | NA | N/A | N/A | N/A
Lyon MS NA | NA | NA L NA | NA | NA L NA L NALNALNALNALNAL O Joow] O Joow| 0 [00%
Mack ES 2 |22%| 1 [1o0w| 1 |o7%] O |oow| O [00%]| O Joo%| NA [ nA | NJA | N/A | N/A | N/A
Mackey ES 0 [o0o0%] 1 [13%]| 1 |13%] O [00%| O |00%| O |00%] NA | NJA | N/A | N/A | N/A | N/A

Manch ES N/A | NJA | N/A | NA | NA | N/A 1 |104% 1 ]04%] O |00%]| NA | N/A | NJA | N/A | NA | NA

MannionMS | N/A | N/A | N/A | NJA | N'A | NJA | NA | N/A | NJA | N/A | N/A | N/A 2 0.3% 5 0.9% 7 12%

Martin MS N/A | NA | NJA | NNA | NJ/A | N/A | N/A | N/A | N/A | NA | NA | N/A 1 ]102%| 9 1.8% 1 102%

MartinezES | 2 [14%| 3 [24%] 0 [oow| o [oow| o Joow[ o [ocow| Na]nalwNal wa] Nal na
May ES 1 [1ow] 0 [oow| o Joow| o Joow| o [oow| o Joow| Nna] na ]l NATl A NAT NA
McCall ES 1 [11w] 3 [48%] o [oow| o Joow| o [oow| o Joow|NA] nalNAT NA NAT NA
McCaw ES 1 [11w] 5 [49%] o Joow| o Joow] o [oow| o Joow| ~Na] nalNA| A NAT A
McDonielES | 0 [oow| 3 [32%w] 1 [12%] o Joow[| 1 [riwl o [oow| NA ] NnalNAT NA T NAT NA
McMillanES | 3 [28%| 3 [27%[ o [oow| o [oow| o Joow[ o [ocow| Na]nalnNal va] Nal na
'I\E";W""ams 0 loo%w| 1 |o7w| 0 [oow|] o [o0o%n]| 0 |oow| 0 [ocow| NA | Nna | NA | NnA | NA | NA

Mendoza ES 1 0.8% 0 00%] O 0.0% 0 00%] O 0.0% 0 00%] NJA | N/A | NJA | NJA | N/A | N/A

Miller (Bob) N/A

MS N/A | NA [ NA | NA | NA | NVA | N/A | NA | N/A | N/A | N/A 3 |05%] 3 |05%] 4 |0.7%

'N/A" indicates that this population was not represented.
Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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2004-2005 Accountability Report

Kindergarten 1st Grade 2nd Grade 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade
# % # % # % # % # % # % # % # % # %
. 0 . 0 . 0 . 0 . 0 . 0
viterGanil o foow| o [oo%]| 1 |osw| o [oow| o [o0ow| o |oow| NA | Na | NA | A | NA | A
Mitchell ES 0 [oowl 3 [22%] 1 Joew[NnalnalNalnalNnalTNnalNaAT Al NAT AT NAT A
Molasky JHS [ NA [ na T NA [ nva T NA T na [ nva T nva T va T nva T va T na 14 [27%] 8 [1ew[ 10 [1.8%
MonacoMs | NA [ na [ NA [ nvalNA T NnaAl AT vaAlTNATNATNATNAT 4 o7l 1 Jo2w] 7 [13%
Moore ES 2 [13%] 8 [49%| 4 [36%| 3 [27%] 0 |oow| o [ocow| NA | na ] NA | Nna | NA T NA
ggﬁgﬁior NA | na A | na fNa e P NA [ nva b Nva ] va [ NA | nva ] 0 Joow] 1 31wl 2 [s54%
Morrow ES 0 loow| 4 [30%] 0 Joow| 1 [07%] o |oow| 1 [o7w] NA | na | NA | Nna | NA | na
\'\;'iguwng‘é” 3 [19%] 2 |16w| 5 |29%] 0 [oow| 2 |13%] 0 [oo%w| NA | NnA | NA | Nna | NA | NA
Neal ES 1 [1.0% 74%] 0 [00% 00%] 0 [0o0% 00%| VA [ Nna [ NA [ nva [ Nva [ va
Newton ES 1 |osw]| 4 |30% 24%| 4 [33% 1.6 % 00%| NA | na [va [ wva [ va | na
3sca”a9ha” NA f nva A na e va b va el va ] nalva | wval 2 Jozwl 7 [11%] 10 |16%
Ober ES 0 [oow] 3 [20%] 1 [o7w[| 1 [o9w| o [oow| o [oow[ NA] NnalNAT A NAT A
Odyssey
Charter 0 |oow| 0 [0o0%w| 0 |oow| 1 [22w] 0 |oow| 0o |oow| 2 [19w| 7 |4a7w| 9 [52%
ESIMS
orr MS NA [ nAa T NATNnalT AT AT NA T naNalT valva]T nal 24 [s6%l 17 [a1%] 5 [13%
Paradise ES | 2 [17%[] 1 [10%| 0o [oow| o Joow| o Joow| o [oow[ ~na | Nna]Nal valNal na
Park ES 1 loew| 2 [1a%w] 2 [15%] 4 [26%] 0 [oow| 0 [oow| NA | nalNA | na ] NAT NA
Parson ES 1 [11%]| 6 [s6w[| 1 [10%] 0 [oow| o [oow| o [oow[ Al NnalNa]NnalNAT A
Perkins ES 0 loow] 1 [38%] 0 |oow| o [0o0w|] o |oow| o [oow| NA | Nna | NA | Na | NA | NA
PetersenES | 0 [oow| 0 [oow| 0 [oow| o [oowl o Joow| o [oow[~Na|NnalNal walNval na
Peterson N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 0 9 0 9 0 9
Bt N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 % 0.0 % 0.0 %
Peterson N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 7 9
Hortoon N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 38.9 %
Piggott ES 0 [oow] 0o [0o0%w] 0 [oow[| o [oo0wl o [oow| o Joowl NA | NnalNAT NA [ NAT NA
Pittman ES 0 [oow] o [oo0w] 2 [19w[| o [oo0%w| o [oow| o [oow[ NAa] NnalNAT A NAT NA
Priest ES 1 lo9w| 5 [33%] o [oow| 1 Joow| o [cow| o [oow| NA | NnalNA A NAT A
RedRockES| 0 [oow] 2 [17%] 1 [oow| o Joow| o Joow| o [oow[ ~Na | na]Nal valNal na
Reed ES 0 [oow] o [oo0%w] 0o [oow[| o [oo0w| o [oow| o [oow|[ NAa ] NnalNAT NANAT A
Reid ES 0 [oow] 0o [00%w] 0 [oow[| o [oo0wl o [oow| o Joowl NA | NnalNAT NANAT A
Rhodes ES 0 [oowl 3 [21%] 1 Josw| 1 [o8w| 2 [1aw] 1 [osw[ Na ] nalNAT na NAT A
Roberts ES 3 [22w] 0 Joow| 1 [osw| o [oow| 0 [oow| o [oow| NAa | walNal valNaAT NA
RobisonMsS | NA [ na I NA [ nva T NA T NnAlTNAT AT NATNATNAT NAT 13 [25%] 3 Josw| 2 [04%
Rogers ES 1 [os5%| 5 [23w[| 2 [10%| 2 [oow| o Joow[ o [oow| NA [ NnalNa| wal NAT NA
RogichMS [ NA [ NnaA I NAT AT NATNATNATNATNATNATNATNAT 1 Jo2w] 3 Joew| 1 [o2%
Ronnow ES 0 [oowl 2 [12%] 1 Joew[| 0 [00%w| 0 [oow| o [oow[ NAa] NnalNAT A NAT A
RonzoneES | 0 [oow| 5 [32%] 0 [oow| 1 Joew| 0 Joow| o [oow[ Na | NnalNal nvalNal na
Rowe ES 1 [o7%| 2 [13w[] 0o [oow| o [oow| o [oow[ o [oow|NA | NnaAlNA nAT NAT NA
Rundle ES 2 [14%] o Joow|l 1 Jo7wl 1 [o7%] 1 [o7w[ o [oow| NAa [ NnaNa| wal Nval A
Eg?'slysValley 0 loow| 1 [a8%| 1 |a5%] 0 |oow| 1 |36%| 0 [oow| o |oow| 1 |32%| o |oow
Saville MS NA T NnATNATNATNATNATNA T NATNAT AT NATNAT 12 Jo3zwl 1 [osw] 3 [o9%
sawyerMS | NA [ NnA T NA T NnATNATNATNATNATNAT AT NATNAT 4 Toswl 5 [oowl 2 Joaw
Scherkenbac | 3 f1006| 1 |os%| 2 |15%| 0 [oow| 0 [o0o%]| o |oow| NA [ na | NA [ na | NA | A

'N/A" indicates that this population was not represented.

Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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Kindergarten | 1st Grade 2nd Grade 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade
# o | # ] % | # | % | # % # %] # %] # %] # %[ # [ %
SchofieldMS | N/A [ na | NA | na [ NA [ na A [ e [ NA | v [ VA | na | 14 [26%] 6 (119 2 [osaw
SedwayMs [ NA [ na [ NA T na T NA [ nalNA T va T NA T AT NAT AT 19 [37%] 15 [30%] 6 [13%
Sewell ES 1 foow| 3 [26%| 2 [16%| 2 [21%]| 4 [32%] 1 [Joow[NA[NnaNANA]NAT A
SilvestriJHS | N/A | N/A | N/A | N/A | NJA | NJA | NJA | N/A | NA | N/A | NA | N/A 1 0.2 % 1 0.2% 5 0.8%
simmonsES [ 0 [oo%] 0o [oow| o [oow| o [oow| o [oow| o [oow| NA] NnalNAT NA T NAT NA
Egith (Hal) 1 losw| 3 |22%| 0 loow| 0 |oow| 1 [o6%| 0 [oow| NA [ na ] NA [ na | NA | na
S (Helem ) o Jooo| 6 [s0m| 1 [12%| 1 |10%| 0 |oow| o [oow| NA [ na | Na | Na | NA | A
,\S/g“h OD) bva | wa | Na [ va |l wa | na | Nna | wa | va [ na | va | wa | 23 [sow| 16 |azw| 16 [45%
Snyder ES 1 losw| 4 [30%] 1 [o7w| 2 [14%] o [oow| o [oow[ NA | nalNAl A NAT A
South e wa | e | na | A | e [ v [ e e | na | e | wa | A | e | s oso] 9 s
ggﬁg‘v"i‘g‘ft NA | NA L NA | NA | NA L NALNALNA]NAL A LNALTNAL 0 Jo0%n] O [oow] 0 |o0%
25.2'23 M A [ e A e [ Nva [ e | A e [ nva [ e VA e | o foow] o Joow| o [oow
Squireses [ 15 [83%| 13 [94w| 4 [25% 00%[ 0 [oow[ 0 [oow|NA|[NaNAT A NAT NA
stanfordES | 0 [oo0w| 4 [35% 51%| 0 [oow]| 1 [osw| 2 [17w| NA ] NnalNA [ na | NA T na
Staton ES 0 [oo% 00%[| 0 [oo%| o [oow| o [oow| o Joow| NA| NnalNAT Al NAT NA
ggm)rg;t NA [ na P Nna | na | va | wa | Nva | na [ NA [ va [ va e ] o Joow] o [oow| 0 [oow%
summitView [ NAA [ na [ NA [ na [ NA [ nva T Nva T nva I NA T vafNA T na] o Joowl o [oow] o [oow
Sunrise Acres| 4 f270| 3 |22%] 0 |oow| 0 [oow| 1 [o7%]| o |oow| NA [ Na | NA [ A | NA | A
'\SAVéai”StO” NA | NA L NA|NALNALNALNALNALNALNALNATNAL 1 Jo2%] 4 [osw]| 6 |13%
Tanaka ES 00%[| 5 [37% 0.0 % 00%| 0 [0o0% 00%| NA [ A [ NA [ A [ Nva | e
Tarr ES 0 [oowl 1 [ro0w] o [oow 00%[| 1 [o9w] 0 [oow|NA[NaNA A NAT NA
Tate ES 9 [sa%| 10 [6ow| 6 [43w] 3 [22w] 2 [13%] 1 [osw| NAa | nalNA T nalNAT A
fylor(@em 4 Ha00| 2 |row| 1 [oew| o [oo%]| o |oow| o [oow| NA | A | NA | NA | NA | Na
(ng't:’;rt) es | 2 |20%] 4 |49%]| o Joow]| 1 |10%| O |oow| O foo%w| NA [ Na | NA [ NA | NA | NA
ThomasES [ 1 [o7%[| 2 [14%[| o Joow| 1 [o7w[ o [oow| o [oow|NA|Nna]NAT NATNAT NA
Thorpe ES 1 [os5%| 15 [64%| 1 [os5%| NA [ Nna [ NA T AT NAT A TNAT A TNA T AT NA T NA
Tobler ES 0 [oow| 1 [11%] o [oow 0.0% 0.0% 00%| NA | nA [ NA [ na [ Na | A
TomiyasuES| 0 |0.0%| 4 [40%] 2 [20% 0.0% 0.0 % 00%| NA | NNA | NA | A | NA | N/A
Treem ES NA [ nalNvalnvalNna]lna] 5 [2iw] 1 [osw] o Joow[ Na ] na Al nal Nva na
E"S“” Lakes 0 [oow| 1 |11%] 1 |11%] o [oow| O |oow| O [oow| NA | NA | NA| NnA | NA | NA
Twitchell ES | 3 [24%[| 8 [75%[ 1 [oew[ 1 [osw| o [ocow| o [oow| NA]NnalNA| NnalNAT NA
Ullom ES 5 [38%] 5 [45%] 1 Joow| 1 [osw 0.0 % 00%| NA | nA [ NA [ na [ Nva | A
\E/g”derb“rg 3 [29%] 8 |60%| O [oow| O Joow] O |00%| O [o0o%w]| NA | NA | NA [ NA | NA | NA
vegas | o |oow| o |oow| o [oow| o [oow]| o |oow| o [oow| NA | A | NA | Na | NA | Na
\E’isrgi” valley 1 2 19| 3 |25%| 0o [oow]| o [oow| o |oow| o |oow| NA [ na | NA | na | NA | A
\’\;95” Tobel NA | na [ NA | na Nva ] na | va | na [ A | e [ A [ e | 22 [a7w] 9 [20%] 19 |38%

‘N/A" indicates that this population was not represented.

Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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Kindergarten | 1st Grade 2nd Grade 3rd Grade 4th Grade 5th Grade 6th Grade 7th Grade 8th Grade
# % # % # % # % % # % # % # % # %
Walker
International | 3 |15%| 1 [06%] O [00%| O |00% 00%] 0 [00%]| NA | NA | NA | NA | NA [ N/A
School
Ward ES 1.2% 1 0.5% 2 0.8% | N/A N/A N/A | N/A N/A N/A N/A | N/A N/A N/A N/A | N/A
Warren ES 0 0.0 % 0 0.0% 1 1.0 % 0 0.0% 0.0 % 0 0.0%] NA | NJ/A | N/A N/A N/A | N/A
Wasden ES 0.0% 1 0.9% 0 0.0% 1 1.1% 0.9% 0 0.0%] NA | NJ/A | NJA | NNA | N/A | N/A
\é’ashingtqn NA | NA | NA L NA L NA L NA L NA A | NA | A | NA [ na [ NA [ na ] 4 [i2s 0] 12 [15.4 9
ontinuation
Watson ES 0 0.0 % 2 1.0% 2 1.3% 0 0.0% 0.0 % 0 0.0%] N/A | NA N/A N/A N/A | N/A
Wengert ES 6 45 % 8 5.0% 1 0.8% 1 0.8% 0.0% 0 0.0%[] N/A | N/A N/A N/A N/A | N/A
West MS N/A | N/A N/A N/A N/A | N/A N/A N/A N/A | N/A N/A N/A 16 |48%] 17 |55%] 15 |42%
White MS NA | NNA L NA | NA | NA | NA ] NA T NA | NAJL NA]JNA]| NA 6 1.1% 8 13% 3 0.5%
Whitney ES 1 0.7% 0 0.0% 1 1.0% 0 0.0% 0.8% 0 0.0%] NJA | NJMA J NNA | NNA | NA | N/A
Wiener ES 4 1.9% 2 0.8% 1 04%| NA | NJA | NJ/A | N/A | N/A | N/A | NJA | N/A | NA | N/A | NA | N/A
Wilhelm ES 0.0% 2 1.1% 1 0.6 % 1 0.7% 0.0% 0 0.0%[] N/A | N/A N/A N/A N/A | N/A
Williams 5 |30%| 7 [34%]| 4 |24%] 2 |12% 16%| 1 [o6%| NA | nA | NA | NA | NA | N
(Tom) ES
Williams 4 [s3%| 2 [26%| 0 [oo0w| 1 [14% 00%| 0 Joow| NA | na | NA | na | NA | A
(Wendell) ES
\évso'fe ®&a | o [oow| o |oow| o |oow]| 1 [oow 00%| 0o loow| NA [ na | NA | na | NA | NA
\é"so'ff Elise) 4 [320] 2 [13%] 2 |13%| 0 |oo% 07%| 0 |oow| NA | NA | NA | NA | NA | NA
\'\’AVgOdbU'y NA | na I NA [ na A | na b va ] va Na [ na ] va | va | 23 [6ow] 26 [720] 2 |osw
Woolley ES N/A | NJA | NA | N/A | NA | N/A 2 0.7% 0.0% 0 0.0%] NA | NJ/A | NJA | NNA | N/A | N/A
Wynn ES 2 1.3% 6 35% 2 1.1% 1 0.6 % 0.7 % 1 0.6%] N/A | NA N/A N/A N/A | N/A
'N/A" indicates that this population was not represented.
Charter school data are not included in district totals.
Credit Deficiency
9th Grade 10th Grade 11th Grade 12th Grade
# % # % # % # %
State 4,293 (11.9%] 3,176 [11.0%] 1,100 | 5.1% | 876 | 45%
District 2,668 10.3%§ 1,703 | 83% | 121 | 08% | 624 | 45%
A-tech 0 0.0% 0 0.0 % 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
Acad Ind Study 1 8.3 % 17 1266 %) 19 |148%] 30 |27.3%
Basic HS 70 8.8% 42 6.7 % 3 0.7 % 6 1.6 %
Biltmore Continuation HS 6 53% 4 9.8 % 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 %
Bonanza HS 100 |12.7%) 71 [11.2%]f 15 3.2% 15 32%
Boulder City HS 14 160% | 10 | 45% 2 1.1% 6 4.3 %
Burk Horizon HS 11 116.4%| 22 |22.4%] 17 |19.8%| 27 |62.8%
C. C. Detention 4 1267%) 1 7.7 % 2 |154% 0.0 %
C. C. HS East N/A N/A N/A N/A 0 0.0% 0.0%
C. C. HS South N/A N/A N/A N/A 0 0.0% 0 0.0 %
C. C. HS West N/A N/A N/A N/A 0 0.0% 0.0%
Canyon Springs HS 132 [125%]| 101 |18.6 %] 1 05% | N/A N/A
Centennial HS 76 [ 9.0% [ 55 | 7.4% 0 00% ]| 42 | 78%
Chaparral HS 42 6.2 % 18 2.8 % 0 0.0 % 9 1.8 %
Cheyenne HS 168 [16.6 % 149 [209%] O 00%] 30 |50%

Students are retained in grades 9-12 if they have insufficient credits.
'N/A" indicates that this population was not represented.

Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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9th Grade 10th Grade 11th Grade 12th Grade

# % # % # % # %
Cimarron-Memorial HS 134 |123%| 57 | 8.0% 0 00%] 30 [51%
Clark HS 90 9.0 % 56 8.5% 0 0.0 % 12 2.4 %
Coronado HS 31 |42% | 36 |56% 0 0.0% 1.6 %
Cowan Behavior 0 0.0 % 0 0.0% 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 %
Cowan Sunset 13 136.1%] 8 |148%]) 2 10.0%| 30 [36.6%
Del Sol HS 111 [12.7 %] 54 |10.6% 1 0.4% | N/A N/A
Desert Pines HS 110 | 89% | 42 | 48% 1 02% [ 27 |52%
Desert Willow ES/MS/HS 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 % 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
Durango HS 99 |12.7%| 52 | 7.7% 2 05% ] 12 [3.0%
Eldorado HS 147 (141 %] 89 |115% 0 0.0 % 33 59 %
Explore Knowledge 0 0.0% 1 6.7 % 7 |778%] 1 |25.0%
Foothill HS 46 6.7 % 35 6.5 % 2 0.4% 21 51%
Green Valley HS 30 |38% | 32 |43% 0 0.0% 9 1.4%
Indian Springs Schools 1 3.1% 1 43 % 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
Jeffrey Behavior 1 21% 1 3.7% 0 0.0 % 3 |60.0%
Jeffrey Horizon 4 |129%]) 27 |435%| 11 |220%] 6 |[66.7%
Juvenile Court Schools 0 0.0% 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 %
Keystone Academy 2 16.7 % 11.8 % 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 %
Las Vegas Academy 0 0.0 % 0 0.0% 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 %
Las Vegas HS 165 (146 %] 82 | 9.4% 3 06%] 15 | 23%
Laughlin MS/SR HS 4 6.7 % 2 29% 1 22% 0 0.0 %
Liberty HS 29 |59% | 10 | 23% 0 0.0% 15%
Moapa Valley HS 6 3.6% 1 0.6 % 0 0.0% 0.0%
Mojave HS 71 | 78% | 73 |87% ] 10 |21% | 21 |3.9%
Morris Horizon 2 182%f 8 [11.0%] 1 1.2% 6 9.4 %
Morris Sunset 12 [23.1%] 9 |184%] 4 |148%] 30 [100.0 %
Odyssey Charter HS 56 [25.2%| 103 [52.0%] 30 [248%]) 19 |24.7%
Palo Verde HS 58 6.5 % 25 3.1% 0 0.0 % 21 2.8%
Peterson Behavior 1 |125%) O 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0 %
Peterson Horizon 0 0.0% 0.0 % 0 0.0% 0.0%
Rancho HS 201 [16.9%]) 99 |115% 1 0.2% 57 110.5%
S.N.V.T.C. 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 % 0 0.0% 0.0%
Shadow Ridge HS 79 7.8 % 39 5.6 % 9 21% 22%
Sierra Vista HS 67 19.0% | 33 |55% 0 0.0 % 6 0.9 %
Silverado HS 70 8.3% 53 7.6 % 2 0.3% 12 21%
South Continuation 4 9.3% 2 9.5% 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 %
Southwest Behavior 125%] O 0.0% 0 0.0 % 0.0%
Spring Mtn School 0 0.0% 0.0 % 0 0.0% 0.0%
Spring Valley HS 81 |10.7%| 62 |105%] 1 02% | N/A N/A
Summit School 0 0.0% 0.0 % 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
Summit View 8 |615%| 3 |115%) 1 5.0 % 3 [231%
Valley HS 128 |149%] 75 | 85% 1 02% | 54 [11.3%
Virgin Valley HS 34 [159%) 12 | 83% 0 00%] 12 | 91%
Virtual HS 29 [27.9%]| 12 |148%] 1 23% 0 0.0 %
Western HS 177 [175%] 123 |19.0% 8 2.6 % 18 5.0%

Students are retained in grades 9-12 if they have insufficient credits.
‘N/A" indicates that this population was not represented.

Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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Student to Teacher Ratio

Student/ Teacher Ratio is listed for all classes whose students do not rotate to different teachers.

All School | Kindergarten+ 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th 7th 8th
Grade | Grade | Grade | Grade | Grade | Grade | Grade | Grade

District 22:1 26:1 18:1 17:1 20:1 28:1 28:1 N/A N/A N/A
Adams ES 231 30:1 17:1 16:1 21:1 30:1 351 N/A N/A N/A
Adcock ES 22:1 22:1 17:1 17:1 24:1 29:1 29:1 N/A N/A N/A
Agassi 25:1 * * * * * * N/A N/A N/A
Alamo ES 23:1 23:1 19:1 18:1 25:1 32:1 28:1 N/A N/A N/A
Allen ES 20:1 22:1 15:1 16:1 18:1 29:1 27:1 N/A N/A N/A
Antonello ES 24:1 24:1 16:1 21:1 21:1 40:1 35:1 N/A N/A N/A
Bartlett ES 22:1 27:1 18:1 16:1 20:1 26:1 32:1 N/A N/A N/A
Bass ES 22:1 28:1 18:1 17:1 20:1 23:1 29:1 N/A N/A N/A
Beatty ES 2311 34:1 15:1 17:1 21:1 311 331 N/A N/A N/A
Beckley ES 25:1 26:1 21:1 26:1 20:1 34:1 28:1 N/A N/A N/A
Bell ES 22:1 25:1 21:1 19:1 16:1 29:1 24:1 N/A N/A N/A
Bendorf ES 22:1 32:1 17:1 19:1 19:1 27:1 27:1 N/A N/A N/A
Bennett ES 20:1 14:1 16:1 19:1 26:1 25:1 21:1 N/A N/A N/A
Bilbray ES 22:1 28:1 16:1 17:1 20:1 311 28:1 N/A N/A N/A
Blue Diamond ES 12:1 * * * * * * N/A N/A N/A
Bonner ES 21:1 19:1 17:1 17:1 18:1 311 27:1 N/A N/A N/A
Booker ES 19:1 26:1 16:1 13:1 18:1 22:1 24:1 N/A N/A N/A
Bowler (Grant) ES 22:1 25:1 17:1 211 20:1 29:1 27:1 N/A N/A N/A
Bowler (Joseph Sr) ES 22:1 22:1 19:1 19:1 20:1 26:1 26:1 N/A N/A N/A
Bracken ES 20:1 17:1 16:1 16:1 19:1 27:1 29:1 N/A N/A N/A
Brookman ES 22:1 22:1 21:1 17:1 22:1 30:1 28:1 N/A N/A N/A
Bruner ES 21:1 231 17:1 16:1 18:1 311 29:1 N/A N/A N/A
Bryan (Richard) ES 21:1 17:1 17:1 18:1 23:1 28:1 27:1 N/A N/A N/A
Bryan (Roger) ES 211 22:1 17:1 15:1 20:1 29:1 29:1 N/A N/A N/A
Bunker ES 23:1 311 16:1 16:1 22:1 30:1 30:1 N/A N/A N/A
Cahlan ES 24:1 311 351 18:1 231 24:1 21:1 N/A N/A N/A
Cambeiro ES 24:1 27:1 29:1 18:1 21:1 26:1 24:1 N/A N/A N/A
Carl ES 21:1 17:1 18:1 16:1 21:1 331 29:1 N/A N/A N/A
Carson ES 20:1 26:1 17:1 17:1 20:1 20:1 21:1 N/A N/A N/A
Cartwright ES 21:1 26:1 18:1 17:1 20:1 25:1 26:1 N/A N/A N/A
Christensen ES 22:1 27:1 17:1 15:1 23:1 26:1 30:1 N/A N/A N/A
Conners ES 23:1 311 19:1 18:1 21:1 331 23:1 N/A N/A N/A
Cortez ES 20:1 24:1 17:1 18:1 16:1 27:1 27:1 N/A N/A N/A
Cox (Clyde) ES 22:1 311 17:1 21:1 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Cox (David) ES 23:1 24:1 16:1 18:1 20:1 26:1 50:1 N/A N/A N/A
Cozine ES 211 24:1 16:1 17:1 17:1 331 311 N/A N/A N/A
Craig ES 211 25:1 22:1 18:1 16:1 22:1 23:1 N/A N/A N/A
Crestwood ES 231 331 24:1 16:1 21:1 21:1 26:1 N/A N/A N/A
Culley ES 22:1 28:1 16:1 16:1 23:1 29:1 30:1 N/A N/A N/A
Cunningham ES 23:1 29:1 17:1 17:1 21:1 39:1 27:1 N/A N/A N/A
Dailey ES 22:1 N/A N/A N/A 22:1 28:1 17:1 N/A N/A N/A

‘N/A indicates that this grade level was not present or there was no full time teacher at that grade level.

* Teachers may serve multiple grade levels as needed. Student/Teacher Ratio is reported for the school as a whole.
+ Kindergarten ratios are based on the number of classes, not teachers.

Charter school data are not included in district totals.

Website: www.ccsd.net Page 46 of 99 Clark County School District




2004-2005 Accountability Report

All School | Kindergarten+ 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th 7th 8th
Grade | Grade | Grade | Grade | Grade | Grade | Grade | Grade

Darnell ES 22:1 28:1 19:1 17:1 20:1 26:1 29:1 N/A N/A N/A
Dearing ES 25:1 32:1 20:1 16:1 27:1 43:1 32:1 N/A N/A N/A
Decker ES 22:1 26:1 19:1 19:1 18:1 29:1 30:1 N/A N/A N/A
Derfelt ES 211 20:1 12:1 17:1 29:1 27:1 30:1 N/A N/A N/A
Deskin ES 23:1 27:1 20:1 16:1 19:1 331 311 N/A N/A N/A
Detwiler ES 20:1 24:1 18:1 16:1 18:1 22:1 24:1 N/A N/A N/A
Diskin ES 211 25:1 17:1 16:1 19:1 331 30:1 N/A N/A N/A
Dondero ES 22:1 25:1 16:1 19:1 20:1 29:1 34:1 N/A N/A N/A
Dooley ES 21:1 24:1 16:1 17:1 18:1 30:1 32:1 N/A N/A N/A
Earl (Ira) ES 24:1 29:1 19:1 16:1 22:1 38:1 36:1 N/A N/A N/A
Earl (Marion) ES 22:1 27:1 18:1 17:1 23:1 24:1 32:1 N/A N/A N/A
Edwards ES 22:1 311 16:1 18:1 21:1 27:1 29:1 N/A N/A N/A
Eisenberg ES 22:1 24:1 16:1 19:1 22:1 311 29:1 N/A N/A N/A
Elizondo ES 24:1 331 18:1 18:1 22:1 331 331 N/A N/A N/A
Explore Knowledge 34:1 * * * * * * N/A N/A N/A
Ferron ES 22:1 22:1 16:1 19:1 20:1 35:1 27:1 N/A N/A N/A
Fitzgerald ES 20:1 331 21:1 16:1 21:1 17:1 19:1 N/A N/A N/A
Fong ES 22:1 311 19:1 15:1 21:1 27:1 26:1 N/A N/A N/A
French ES 211 20:1 18:1 16:1 21:1 331 25:1 N/A N/A N/A
Frias ES 22:1 30:1 18:1 18:1 16:1 28:1 30:1 N/A N/A N/A
Fyfe ES 22:1 30:1 18:1 19:1 19:1 27:1 27:1 N/A N/A N/A
Galloway ES 22:1 27:1 15:1 19:1 21:1 29:1 30:1 N/A N/A N/A
Garehime ES 24:1 26:1 13:1 21:1 26:1 28:1 29:1 N/A N/A N/A
Gehring ES 22:1 29:1 17:1 18:1 18:1 29:1 26:1 N/A N/A N/A
Gibson (James) ES 22:1 21:1 16:1 17:1 20:1 32:1 331 N/A N/A N/A
Gilbert ES 20:1 25:1 15:1 19:1 18:1 25:1 25:1 N/A N/A N/A
Givens ES 231 27:1 19:1 16:1 21:1 27:1 38:1 N/A N/A N/A
Goldfarb ES 22:1 27:1 16:1 17:1 20:1 331 30:1 N/A N/A N/A
Goodsprings ES 8:1 * * * * * * N/A N/A N/A
Goolsby ES 211 22:1 16:1 19:1 22:1 22:1 27:1 N/A N/A N/A
Gragson ES 20:1 29:1 17:1 20:1 16:1 19:1 17:1 N/A N/A N/A
Gray ES 22:1 32:1 17:1 16:1 23:1 26:1 29:1 N/A N/A N/A
Griffith ES 23:1 26:1 19:1 23:1 19:1 25:1 27:1 N/A N/A N/A
Guy ES 22:1 30:1 17:1 18:1 18:1 28:1 311 N/A N/A N/A
Hancock ES 21:1 26:1 16:1 17:1 21:1 25:1 29:1 N/A N/A N/A
Harmon ES 22:1 27:1 17:1 17:1 20:1 29:1 30:1 N/A N/A N/A
Harris ES 22:1 28:1 21:1 17:1 19:1 311 27:1 N/A N/A N/A
Hayes ES 22:1 26:1 17:1 15:1 18:1 39:1 331 N/A N/A N/A
Heard ES 211 26:1 17:1 16:1 20:1 25:1 28:1 N/A N/A N/A
Heckethorn ES 22:1 26:1 16:1 16:1 21:1 28:1 331 N/A N/A N/A
Herr ES 22:1 24:1 20:1 15:1 17:1 35:1 28:1 N/A N/A N/A
Herron ES 23:1 25:1 24:1 22:1 20:1 29:1 19:1 N/A N/A N/A
Hewetson ES 34:1 28:1 60:1 36:1 29:1 25:1 46:1 N/A N/A N/A
Hill ES 27:1 N/A N/A N/A 21:1 30:1 331 N/A N/A N/A
Hinman ES 20:1 18:1 16:1 18:1 20:1 29:1 25:1 N/A N/A N/A

‘N/A’” indicates that this grade level was not present or there was no full time teacher at that grade level.

* Teachers may serve multiple grade levels as needed. Student/Teacher Ratio is reported for the school as a whole.
+ Kindergarten ratios are based on the number of classes, not teachers.

Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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All School | Kindergarten+ 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th 7th 8th
Grade | Grade | Grade | Grade | Grade | Grade | Grade | Grade

Hoggard ES 20:1 32:1 14:1 15:1 18:1 25:1 25:1 N/A N/A N/A
Hollingsworth ES 21:1 32:1 17:1 16:1 17:1 27:1 30:1 N/A N/A N/A
Hummel ES 21:1 29:1 17:1 16:1 19:1 311 24:1 N/A N/A N/A
Indian Springs Schools 18:1 * * * * * * N/A N/A N/A
Iverson ES 22:1 27:1 16:1 16:1 19:1 35:1 30:1 N/A N/A N/A
Jacobson ES 22:1 22:1 19:1 17:1 20:1 30:1 311 N/A N/A N/A
Juvenile Court Schools 8:1 * * * * * * N/A N/A N/A
Jydstrup ES 20:1 19:1 17:1 16:1 22:1 26:1 24:1 N/A N/A N/A
Kahre ES 21:1 22:1 14:1 17:1 19:1 34:1 30:1 N/A N/A N/A
Katz ES 21:1 26:1 15:1 15:1 23:1 26:1 27:1 N/A N/A N/A
Kelly ES 19:1 21:1 16:1 17:1 15:1 29:1 25:1 N/A N/A N/A
Kesterson ES 23:1 29:1 18:1 16:1 20:1 30:1 36:1 N/A N/A N/A
Kim ES 22:1 19:1 16:1 19:1 22:1 311 30:1 N/A N/A N/A
King (Martha) ES 25:1 N/A N/A N/A 19:1 29:1 29:1 N/A N/A N/A
King (Martin Luther) ES 25:1 26:1 22:1 15:1 30:1 59:1 32:1 N/A N/A N/A
Lake ES 21:1 29:1 15:1 17:1 18:1 24:1 32:1 N/A N/A N/A
Lamping ES 22:1 26:1 17:1 17:1 21:1 30:1 311 N/A N/A N/A
Lincoln ES 24:1 29:1 18:1 21:1 19:1 39:1 30:1 N/A N/A N/A
Long ES 22:1 24:1 17:1 17:1 22:1 27:1 29:1 N/A N/A N/A
Lowman ES 20:1 26:1 18:1 18:1 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Lummis ES 21:1 17:1 17:1 18:1 18:1 30:1 32:1 N/A N/A N/A
Lundy ES 15:1 * * * * * * N/A N/A N/A
Lunt ES 23:1 25:1 17:1 20:1 24:1 24:1 35:1 N/A N/A N/A
Lynch ES 20:1 23:1 17:1 15:1 19:1 24:1 29:1 N/A N/A N/A
Mack ES 22:1 23:1 16:1 16:1 23:1 29:1 331 N/A N/A N/A
Mackey ES 19:1 34:1 14:1 15:1 18:1 23:1 24:1 N/A N/A N/A
Manch ES 26:1 N/A N/A N/A 20:1 29:1 331 N/A N/A N/A
Martinez ES 19:1 36:1 12:1 16:1 18:1 26:1 22:1 N/A N/A N/A
May ES 211 24:1 15:1 17:1 17:1 311 28:1 N/A N/A N/A
McCall ES 20:1 30:1 18:1 15:1 15:1 22:1 22:1 N/A N/A N/A
McCaw ES 22:1 23:1 18:1 19:1 21:1 26:1 28:1 N/A N/A N/A
McDoniel ES 20:1 29:1 17:1 15:1 18:1 21:1 23:1 N/A N/A N/A
McMillan ES 22:1 22:1 15:1 17:1 21:1 32:1 32:1 N/A N/A N/A
McWilliams ES 211 23:1 19:1 16:1 20:1 28:1 29:1 N/A N/A N/A
Mendoza ES 23:1 331 15:1 15:1 25:1 311 40:1 N/A N/A N/A
Miller (Sandy) ES 23:1 N/A 17:1 29:1 19:1 28:1 28:1 N/A N/A N/A
Mitchell ES 19:1 22:1 18:1 18:1 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Moore ES 231 26:1 20:1 19:1 23:1 25:1 29:1 N/A N/A N/A
Morrow ES 23:1 23:1 17:1 21:1 19:1 36:1 30:1 N/A N/A N/A
Mountain View ES 23:1 28:1 18:1 19:1 22:1 26:1 32:1 N/A N/A N/A
Neal ES 22:1 25:1 18:1 16:1 21:1 39:1 311 N/A N/A N/A
Newton ES 22:1 30:1 17:1 16:1 20:1 29:1 311 N/A N/A N/A
Ober ES 231 28:1 19:1 17:1 22:1 35:1 27:1 N/A N/A N/A
Odyssey Charter ES/MS 8:1 * * * * * * N/A N/A N/A
Paradise ES 19:1 311 15:1 15:1 16:1 19:1 26:1 N/A N/A N/A

‘N/A’” indicates that this grade level was not present or there was no full time teacher at that grade level.

* Teachers may serve multiple grade levels as needed. Student/Teacher Ratio is reported for the school as a whole.
+ Kindergarten ratios are based on the number of classes, not teachers.

Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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All School | Kindergarten+ 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th 7th 8th
Grade | Grade | Grade | Grade | Grade | Grade | Grade | Grade

Park ES 21:1 26:1 25:1 17:1 17:1 23:1 23:1 N/A N/A N/A
Parson ES 23:1 22:1 19:1 21:1 23:1 311 29:1 N/A N/A N/A
Perkins ES 19:1 331 21:1 22:1 17:1 22:1 9:1 N/A N/A N/A
Petersen ES 20:1 32:1 18:1 14:1 16:1 22:1 21:1 N/A N/A N/A
Piggott ES 211 23:1 16:1 16:1 24:1 23:1 27:1 N/A N/A N/A
Pittman ES 22:1 25:1 18:1 17:1 24:1 25:1 29:1 N/A N/A N/A
Priest ES 231 28:1 17:1 20:1 21:1 29:1 29:1 N/A N/A N/A
Red Rock ES 23:1 27:1 17:1 19:1 19:1 32:1 311 N/A N/A N/A
Reed ES 21:1 20:1 20:1 17:1 21:1 26:1 29:1 N/A N/A N/A
Reid ES 16:1 * * * * * * N/A N/A N/A
Rhodes ES 21:1 27:1 17:1 16:1 18:1 28:1 331 N/A N/A N/A
Roberts ES 21:1 23:1 17:1 18:1 18:1 30:1 28:1 N/A N/A N/A
Rogers ES 21:1 22:1 15:1 17:1 22:1 28:1 311 N/A N/A N/A
Ronnow ES 22:1 27:1 18:1 20:1 17:1 26:1 32:1 N/A N/A N/A
Ronzone ES 22:1 32:1 19:1 17:1 19:1 26:1 25:1 N/A N/A N/A
Rowe ES 22:1 30:1 17:1 17:1 20:1 28:1 27:1 N/A N/A N/A
Rundle ES 231 24:1 22:1 17:1 19:1 30:1 38:1 N/A N/A N/A
Sandy Valley ES/MS 16:1 * * * * * * N/A N/A N/A
Scherkenbach ES 21:1 22:1 17:1 18:1 19:1 32:1 28:1 N/A N/A N/A
Sewell ES 20:1 25:1 15:1 15:1 17:1 28:1 26:1 N/A N/A N/A
Simmons ES 22:1 24:1 17:1 16:1 20:1 36:1 331 N/A N/A N/A
Smith (Hal) ES 24:1 331 19:1 17:1 211 311 311 N/A N/A N/A
Smith (Helen) ES 21:1 19:1 19:1 15:1 24:1 22:1 27:1 N/A N/A N/A
Snyder ES 2311 331 18:1 17:1 20:1 30:1 27:1 N/A N/A N/A
Squires ES 211 30:1 15:1 22:1 18:1 21:1 21:1 N/A N/A N/A
Stanford ES 23:1 21:1 19:1 20:1 19:1 311 29:1 N/A N/A N/A
Staton ES 22:1 30:1 19:1 16:1 18:1 29:1 28:1 N/A N/A N/A
Sunrise Acres ES 24:1 30:1 19:1 26:1 20:1 29:1 27:1 N/A N/A N/A
Tanaka ES 2311 22:1 21:1 19:1 25:1 25:1 27:1 N/A N/A N/A
Tarr ES 21:1 21:1 17:1 16:1 21:1 29:1 28:1 N/A N/A N/A
Tate ES 25:1 36:1 20:1 19:1 24:1 311 27:1 N/A N/A N/A
Taylor (Glen) ES 22:1 24:1 21:1 16:1 19:1 29:1 30:1 N/A N/A N/A
Taylor (Robert) ES 20:1 25:1 17:1 15:1 16:1 26:1 28:1 N/A N/A N/A
Thomas ES 211 30:1 21:1 18:1 18:1 23:1 20:1 N/A N/A N/A
Thorpe ES 19:1 26:1 18:1 1711 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Tobler ES 21:1 25:1 18:1 17:1 21:1 24:1 311 N/A N/A N/A
Tomiyasu ES 22:1 23:1 17:1 17:1 21:1 38:1 28:1 N/A N/A N/A
Treem ES 26:1 N/A N/A N/A 21:1 29:1 29:1 N/A N/A N/A
Twin Lakes ES 20:1 26:1 19:1 22:1 16:1 18:1 20:1 N/A N/A N/A
Twitchell ES 22:1 21:1 19:1 17:1 20:1 29:1 331 N/A N/A N/A
Ullom ES 23:1 34:1 16:1 17:1 21:1 27:1 30:1 N/A N/A N/A
Vanderburg ES 22:1 27:1 16:1 17:1 22:1 29:1 28:1 N/A N/A N/A
Vegas Verdes ES 24:1 331 22:1 18:1 21:1 311 29:1 N/A N/A N/A
Virgin Valley ES 22:1 28:1 17:1 16:1 22:1 26:1 311 N/A N/A N/A
Walker International School 22:1 26:1 16:1 17:1 21:1 35:1 29:1 N/A N/A N/A

‘N/A’” indicates that this grade level was not present or there was no full time teacher at that grade level.

* Teachers may serve multiple grade levels as needed. Student/Teacher Ratio is reported for the school as a whole.
+ Kindergarten ratios are based on the number of classes, not teachers.

Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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All School | Kindergarten+ 1st 2nd 3rd 4th 5th 6th 7th 8th
Grade | Grade | Grade | Grade | Grade | Grade | Grade | Grade

Ward ES 24:1 30:1 18:1 25:1 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Warren ES 22:1 23:1 16:1 17:1 24:1 311 28:1 N/A N/A N/A
Wasden ES 21:1 16:1 18:1 17:1 23:1 29:1 26:1 N/A N/A N/A
Watson ES 22:1 311 17:1 17:1 19:1 27:1 28:1 N/A N/A N/A
Wengert ES 211 23:1 16:1 19:1 16:1 32:1 331 N/A N/A N/A
Whitney ES 23:1 28:1 16:1 17:1 21:1 331 32:1 N/A N/A N/A
Wiener ES 19:1 24:1 17:1 17:1 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Wilhelm ES 22:1 29:1 17:1 18:1 18:1 28:1 28:1 N/A N/A N/A
Williams (Tom) ES 20:1 24:1 17:1 12:1 21:1 311 23:1 N/A N/A N/A
Williams (Wendell) ES 20:1 28:1 18:1 16:1 17:1 20:1 26:1 N/A N/A N/A
Wolfe (Eva) ES 231 29:1 16:1 19:1 20:1 29:1 331 N/A N/A N/A
Wolff (Elise) ES 231 26:1 20:1 19:1 22:1 27:1 30:1 N/A N/A N/A
Woolley ES 26:1 N/A N/A N/A 19:1 29:1 35:1 N/A N/A N/A
Wynn ES 22:1 24:1 17:1 17:1 20:1 311 40:1 N/A N/A N/A

‘N/A indicates that this grade level was not present or there was no full time teacher at that grade level.

* Teachers may serve multiple grade levels as needed. Student/Teacher Ratio is reported for the school as a whole.
+ Kindergarten ratios are based on the number of classes, not teachers.

Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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Average Class Size

Average Class Size is listed for all classes where students rotate to different teachers for different subjects.

English Math Science Social Studies
District 23 24 27 26
A-tech 19 19 20 19
Agassi 24 24 24 24
Basic HS 30 33 33 31
Becker MS 28 27 31 31
Biltmore Continuation HS 8 4 9 10
Bonanza HS 29 29 28 31
Boulder City HS 26 23 27 25
Bridger MS 25 26 30 29
Brinley MS 30 28 31 35
Brown JHS 28 27 29 29
Burk Horizon HS 7 12 26 18
C. C. Detention 2 1 1 2
C. C. HS East 20 7 0 16
C. C. HS South 20 9 0 18
C. C. HS West 19 17 0 17
Cadwallader MS 30 30 30 31
Canarelli MS 31 35 36 35
Cannon JHS 27 27 28 33
Canyon Springs HS 28 27 29 28
Cashman MS 25 22 23 25
Centennial HS 24 27 28 28
Chaparral HS 26 30 28 27
Cheyenne HS 30 31 31 31
Cimarron-Memorial HS 26 30 30 29
Clark HS 26 25 28 28
Coronado HS 30 29 31 33
Cortney JHS 28 30 31 31
Cowan Behavior 1 2 2 5
Cowan Sunset 1 2 2 3
Cram MS 25 29 30 29
Del Sol HS 23 27 28 29
Desert Pines HS 29 30 29 28
Desert Willow ES/MS/HS 1 2 2 1
Durango HS 32 31 33 34
Eldorado HS 31 30 30 34
Explore Knowledge 11 11 17 13
Fertitta MS 34 29 32 32
Findlay MS 27 31 31 31
Foothill HS 26 28 30 31
Fremont MS 19 21 25 32
Garrett JHS 22 22 24 23
Garside JHS 27 28 30 31

‘N/A’ indicates that this subject is not offered at this school.
Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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English Math Science Social Studies
Gibson (Robert) MS 26 30 29 31
Green Valley HS 29 29 28 25
Greenspun JHS 29 29 31 33
Guinn MS 26 27 23 24
Harney MS 27 27 32 31
Hughes MS 25 27 30 30
Hyde Park MS 28 27 29 33
Indian Springs Schools 8 8 9 9
Jeffrey Behavior 6 2 4 5
Jeffrey Horizon 13 12 13 13
Johnson JHS 32 32 35 34
Keller MS 30 27 32 32
Keystone Academy 14 10 10 13
Knudson MS 27 29 30 32
Las Vegas Academy 23 24 30 26
Las Vegas HS 29 30 32 30
Laughlin MS/SR HS 10 13 14 11
Lawrence JHS 28 28 32 33
Leavitt MS 28 28 30 29
Liberty HS 31 30 30 30
Lied MS 26 29 31 31
Lyon MS 22 23 26 26
Mannion MS 31 28 24 29
Martin MS 26 25 26 25
Miley ES/MS/HS 2 2 3 2
Miller (Bob) MS 29 30 22 29
Moapa Valley HS 17 18 23 15
Mojave HS 29 31 31 32
Molasky JHS 32 26 30 29
Monaco MS 26 30 28 30
Morris Behavior 13 11 13 12
Morris Horizon 6 11 5 16
Morris Sunset 2 3 6 4
O'Callaghan MS 29 28 24 31
Odyssey Charter HS 47 40 58 56
Orr MS 23 24 30 30
Palo Verde HS 29 29 30 32
Peterson Behavior 5 4 7 8
Peterson Horizon 1 1 1 2
Rancho HS 28 29 30 30
Robison MS 26 30 30 28
Rogich MS 29 27 30 32
S.N.V.T.C. 25 25 25 26
Sandy Valley ES/MS 12 12 15 13
Saville MS 32 29 32 31
Sawyer MS 30 31 30 32
Schofield MS 26 27 26 28

‘N/A indicates that this subject is not offered at this school.
Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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English Math Science Social Studies
Sedway MS 28 30 32 30
Shadow Ridge HS 30 33 32 33
Sierra Vista HS 30 31 28 30
Silverado HS 28 31 31 34
Silvestri JHS 26 24 29 28
Smith (J.D.) MS 20 18 22 22
South Continuation 5 3 3
Southwest Behavior 3
Spring Mtn School 1 1
Spring Valley HS 30 31 31 32
Summit School 1 1 1
Summit View 1 1 4 1
Swainston MS 29 29 31 30
Valley HS 21 18 21 23
Virgin Valley HS 17 17 20 21
Virtual HS 12 10 11 12
Von Tobel MS 25 25 26 29
Washington Continuation 15 16 16 16
West MS 23 17 23 23
Western HS 29 31 29 29
White MS 28 29 27 28
Woodbury MS 32 33 35 35

‘N/A indicates that this subject is not offered at this school.
Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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Graduation Rate: Class of 2004

American

Total Students Male Female Indian/AIaskan Asli;r;/f daecrific Hispanic Blzfnkéﬁir"iicnan White
Native

# % # % # % # % # % # % # % # %
State 15,165|67.0 %] 7,263 | 64.2 % | 7,902 | 69.7 % | 198 |58.2 % | 1,236 |73.4 %] 2,655 |52.6 % | 1,147 | 50.5 %] 9,929 | 74.7 %
District 9,858 162.7 % | 4,601 [ 59.5 %] 5,257 |65.9 %) 62 |[51.7%] 999 |71.8%| 2,022 |50.4 %] 1,065 |50.0 % | 5,710 |70.8 %
A-tech 161 [95.8 %] 102 |93.6 % 59 [100.09% - - 25 |100.099 27 [100.09%9 11 |100.0% 98 |93.3%
Acad Ind Study N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Basic HS 288 169.4%] 138 |69.7 %] 150 |69.1%| - - 12 |63.2%] 52 |584%| 17 |60.7%]| 204 |74.2%
Biltmore ) ) ) ) ) ) ) } B ) ) } ) R ) )
Continuation HS
Bonanza HS 408 |67.5%| 183 |63.5%]| 225 |71.2%] - - 40 |76.9%| 72 |57.1%] 29 |53.7%] 267 |71.8%
Boulder City HS 125 |75.3%| 66 |76.7%] 59 |73.8%] - - - - - - - - 106 |75.7 %

Burk Horizon HS N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

C. C. Detention N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

C. C. HS East 106 [86.9%| 30 [909%| 76 [85.4%| - ; 11 |000d - } 30 |909%| 57 [81.4%
C. C. HS South 69 [98.6%| 19 [100.09d 50 [98.0%| - - - - ] - - - 54 |98.2%
C. C. HS West 129 |97.7%| 37 |wo0.0od 92 [o68%| - - 19 [00.09d 13 o009 - R 85 [97.7%
Centennial HS 703 |705%| 332 |64.8%| 371 |76.5%| - ; 41 |77.4%| 79 |60.8%| 64 |62.1%| 515 |73.3%
Chaparral HS 326 [525%| 151 [49.2%| 175 [s5.7 %] - ; 16 [59.3%| 81 [429%| 32 [42.7%| 191 [60.3%
Cheyenne HS 348 |52.1%| 142 |425%| 206 |61.7%| - ; 27 |57.4%| 55 [42.3%| 114 [49.6 %[ 152 [58.5 %
Cimarron- o o o o o 0 o
vl 455 |635%| 198 |58.2%| 257 |es.am| - - 39 |68.4%| 67 |s5.8%| 74 |52.9%| 274 |69.4 %
Clark HS 284 |55.6 %| 150 |56.6 %| 134 |545%]| - - 60 [723%| 95 [47.7%| 22 [40.0%| 105 [61.4 %
Coronado HS NAa | A e ] v e | va va | va va ] va e | va e | e [na | wia
Cowan Behavior | NA | na I nva | na Inva | na Iva | na Inva | na Iva | na Iva | v va | nia
Cowan Sunset NA | A e ] va e ] va e | va e ] va e | va [va | va e | wia
Desert Pines HS | 292 [48.3%| 138 [47.1%| 154 [405%| - - 17 |s86%| 176 [48.8%| 48 [44.0%| 50 [49.5%
ng&g,‘ﬁ"gow NAa | A e | A e | ova I na | ova e ] v e | v na | e | na | e
Durango HS 433 [70.1%| 217 |68.9%| 216 713 %] - ; 91 |728%| 64 [62.1%| 21 [51.2%| 255 [74.1%
Eldorado HS 301 |543%| 140 |51.9%| 161 |56.7 %] - - 27 |61a%| 84 [46.4%| 44 [49.4%| 139 [60.4 %
Eﬁg{f&lree dge NAa | A e | na e | ova e | ova e | ona [ na | v na | e | v | e
Foothill HS 351 |80.0%| 180 [80.0%| 171 |79.9%| - } 17 |85.0%| 40 [71.4%| 14 [70.0%[ 277 [82.0%
Green Valley HS | 584 [79.8%| 262 [75.5%| 322 [836%| - - 58 |784%| 63 [76.8%| 31 [73.8%| 428 [80.9%
'S”gk']iggp””gs 20 [741%| 12 [s00%| - - - - - - - - - - 15 [78.9%
Jeffrey Behavior | A | na [ va | nva [va | nva Iva | nva [va | va [va | e va | ova [ va | wia
Jeffrey Horizon NAa | A e | v e | v e | o va e | va s | ova e | v s | wia
Juvenile Court ) ) ) ) ) ) } ) B ) ) ) ; R ) )
Schools

igzg‘; 11 |47.8%| - - - - - - - - - - - - 11 |47.8%
/%\?:Z S’eerﬁis 278 |92.7%| 104 [91.2%| 174 |935%] - ; 18 0009 33 |86.8%| 24 |85.7%| 199 [93.9%
Las Vegas HS 417 |e1.6 %] 215 |62.1%| 202 [61.0%| - - 55 [67.1%| 128 [55.7%| 53 [s55.2%| 177 [67.8%
LaughinMSISR 1 40 |75.5%| 17 |es.a%| 23 |ss20| - . - . . . . - | 35 [761%
Liberty HS 55 |67.1%| 27 |s87%| 28 |77.8%| - - 11 |846%| 16 [727%[ - - 21 |70.0%

‘-’ indicates data not presented for groups fewer than 10.
‘N/A indicates sufficient data were not available.

*" indicates data are not available.

Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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Total Students Male Female Ind?ei?l?ﬁr_\ll(;as?(an Asli;;/f deg:rific Hispanic BIz;kéﬁfCr;:nan White
Native
# % # % # % # % # % # % # % # %
Miey ESMS/HS [ nia | wa [ nva | wa [nva | wa Iva | va [va [ va Iva [ va e [ va v | via
Moapa Valley HS | 106 [835%| 54 [80.6%| 52 [86.7%| - - - - - - - - 94 |86.2%
Mojave HS 285 [45.0%| 140 [43.2%| 145 [46.8%| - - 20 |6a5%| 87 [405%| 93 [465%| 84 [45.4%
Morris Horizon NA | na nva ] va va] va va] vanval vanval valnval vanval nva
Morris Sunset NA | na nva ] va nva] va va] vanval vanval valnval vanval nva
(HDgyssey Charter |t \va | na [nva | wa [ nva | nva e | wa e | nva v | owa e | va | e | e
Palo Verde HS 549 |68.1%| 254 [64.3%| 205 [71.89%| - - 67 |744%| 54 [563%| 53 [495%]| 375 [73.1%

Peterson Behavior | N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

Peterson Horizon N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

Rancho HS 298 |46.3%] 161 |44.8%| 137 |48.2% - - 36 |75.0%]| 128 |37.1%| 42 |47.2%] 92 |57.5%

S.N.V.T.C. 311 |81.2%] 135 |79.4 %] 176 |82.6 % - - 27 196.4%]| 131 |84.0%] 43 |75.4%| 107 |77.0%

Shadow Ridge HS | N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

Sierra Vista HS N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

Silverado HS 502 |71.4%]| 232 |67.4%]) 270 |75.2% - - 71 |1789%| 74 |53.6%] 33 |61.1%| 323 |76.9%

South

Continuation N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

Sgﬁg‘v"i‘fft NA | A e | e e ] s s | ona P na | s v | s | ova | s | A | ia
spring Mtn School | WA | na [ nva | na va | s s | s va | onva Ivva | onwa Iva | e | na | Nia
Summit View NA | A e na e | s nva | s e | s va | s s | s | ova | i
Valley HS 300 |46.8%| 139 |44.1%| 161 |49.4%| - - 38 |56.7%| 145 [41.0%| 32 [432%| 85 [59.4%
Variety School NA | A e na e | s s | s Pna | s va | s va | s | ova | wia
Virgin Valley HS | 103 [77.4 %| 52 [825%[ 51 [729 %[ - - - - 22 |s37%| - - 80 |89.9%
Washington

Conmua e NA | A e na e s s | s P na | s v | s s | s | A | ia
Western HS 200 |45.8%| 91 [41.2%| 100 |505%| - - 14 |636w| 66 |423%[| 41 |363%| 77 [s55.0%

*-"indicates data not presented for groups fewer than 10.
‘N/A’” indicates sufficient data were not available.

*" indicates data are not available.

Charter school data are not included in district totals.

Dropout Rate: Class of 2004

American Asian/Pacific . . Black/African .
Total Students Male Female Indlan/AIaskan Islander Hispanic American White
Native

# % # % # % # % # % # % # % # %
State 6,166 | 5.8% 3,494 6.4% |2,672|152% | 132 | 74% | 375 | 49% |2,163| 8.2% | 827 | 7.4% |2,669| 4.5%
District 5,281 | 7.2% |2,993| 8.0% | 2,288 6.4 % 74 |11.9%]) 342 | 54% |1954|96% | 799 | 7.7% | 2,112 | 6.0%
A-tech 18 1.7 % 13 21 % - - - - - - - - - - 17 3.0%
Basic HS 117 | 55% 68 6.1 % 49 4.8 % - - - - 32 6.8 % - - 75 5.6 %
gltrwi?]fation HS 19 186%) 16 | 98% | - ) ) ) ) ) ) ) ) ) ) )
Bonanza HS 156 | 5.6 % 77 54 % 79 5.7 % - - 14 55% 35 6.5 % 16 57 % 89 52%
Boulder City HS 24 3.1% 13 3.2% 11 29% - - - - - - - - 18 26%
Burk Horizon HS 93 |25.7%] 50 |28.2%] 43 |23.2% - - 14 136.8%] 30 [265%]) 11 |20.8%] 37 |23.9%
C. C. Detention 32 169.6%) 30 |69.8% - - - - - - 12 |75.0%) 14 |73.7% - =
C. C. HS East 16 8.1% - - 13 8.9 % - - - - - - - - 12 |111.2%
C. C. HS South - - N/A N/A - - - - - - - - - - - -

*-"indicates data not presented for groups fewer than 10.
‘N/A’” indicates sufficient data were not available.

* indicates data are not available.

Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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Total Students Male Female Ind?ei?l?ﬁr_\ll(;as?(an Asli;;/f deg:rific Hispanic BIz;kéﬁfCr;:nan White
Native

# % # % # % # % # % # % # % # %
C. C. HS West - - N/A N/A - - - - - - - - - - - -
Centennial HS 251 | 83% | 153 | 98 % 98 6.6 % - - 12 6.6 % 44 1126 %] 31 89% | 159 | 7.5%
Chaparral HS 292 [10.2%]) 172 |11.7 %] 120 | 8.7% - - 16 |11.0%]| 112 [10.8%] 29 85% | 132 |10.2%
Cheyenne HS 265 | 88% | 163 |104%] 102 | 7.1 % - - 16 8.7% 64 9.6 % 81 8.1% 97 8.6 %
:\:lllg]n?(;rr(l):IHS 234 | 79% | 138 |9.0% | 96 |67% | - - 13 |61%| 51 |89%| 56 |86%| 111 | 7.4%
Clark HS 242 | 89% | 146 |10.7 %] 96 71% - - 18 44% | 132 |11.5%) 28 8.6 % 58 7.2%
Coronado HS 133 | 55% 77 6.1 % 56 4.8 % - - 14 5.8 % 27 ]110.8% - - 84 4.8 %
Cowan Behavior 12 |185% - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Cowan Sunset 101 |325%] 56 [36.6%]J 45 |285% - - - - 26 |27.1%] 10 [333%] 55 |33.7%
Desert Pines HS 281 | 96 % | 162 |10.7 %] 119 | 85% - - - - 182 |10.3%]| 48 8.4 % 38 8.9 %
Desert Willow ) ) ) B ) ) ) ) B ) ) ) ) B ) )
ES/MS/HS
Durango HS 111 | 4.1% 63 4.6 % 48 3.7% - - 19 4.3 % 32 55% 13 52% 45 3.3%
Eldorado HS 237 | 83% | 137 | 90% | 100 | 7.5% - - 18 9.0 % 95 9.3 % 26 5.8 % 94 8.2%
Explore ) ) ) B ) ) ) ) B ) ) ) ) B ) )
Knowledge
Foothill HS 51 25% 27 26 % 24 24 % - - - - 12 45 % - - 34 22%
Green Valley HS 110 | 3.6 % 66 4.4 % 44 2.9 % - - - - 14 31% - - 79 3.8%
Indian Springs ) ) ) B ) ) ) ) B ) ) ) ) B ) )
Schools
Jeffrey Behavior 13 |25.0%]) 11 |275% - - - - - - - - - - - -
Jeffrey Horizon 89 |46.6 %] 39 |54.2%] 50 |42.0% - - - - 27 |50.9%] 44 484 %) 17 |415%
Keystone ) ) ) B ) ) ) ) B ) ) ) } R ) R
Academy
;"ZZ (;;en%;ls 21 149 | - - 13 |13% ]| - - - - - - - - 14 | 14%
Las Vegas HS 259 | 76% | 150 | 85% | 109 | 6.7 % - - 21 54% ] 116 | 9.3% 30 6.1 % 91 7.3%
hasugh"” MSISR I 13 | 540 | - ; . - - - ; ; - - - - | 0 |s1%
Liberty HS 49 | 44%n | 26 [45% )| 23 |42%| - - - . - - - - 31 [59%
Miley ES/MS/HS - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Moapa Valley HS - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Mojave HS 314 |10.3%] 176 |11.1 %] 138 | 95% - - 14 85% ] 138 |12.6 %] 70 7.7 % 88 |10.4%
Morris Horizon 79 |27.0%] 38 [365%] 41 |21.7% - - - - 45 |25.1%]) 17 |293%] 16 |33.3%
Morris Sunset 10 |38.5% - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Eg)’,\jssey Charter 1 44 (720 | 24 |82% | 20 |63% | - - - - - - - - 27 | 63%
Palo Verde HS 187 | 52% | 105 | 5.8% 82 4.5 % - - 22 57% 28 6.0 % 24 39% | 111 | 52%
Peterson Behavior - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Peterson Horizon 51 |32.1%] 27 |30.0%] 24 |34.8% - - - - - - 13 |39.4%] 28 |35.0%
Rancho HS 363 [10.3%]| 210 |11.6 %] 153 | 9.0% - - 11 4.7% | 223 |11.4%| 44 9.3% 81 9.8 %
S.N.V.T.C. 24 1.3% 10 1.1% 14 15% - - - - 10 1.3% - - 11 1.7%
Shadow Ridge HS | 17 | 1.0% - - - - - - - - - - - - 11 | 09%
Sierra Vista HS 103 | 3.7% 59 4.2 % 44 3.2% - - 20 3.6% 26 55% - - 47 3.3%
Silverado HS 216 | 6.8% | 114 | 74% | 102 | 6.3% - - 19 53%] 64 | 88% 23 96% | 109 | 6.0%
o o 28 |262%| 21 |263%| - . . . - - 1 |zaaw] - - - :

‘-"indicates data not presented for groups fewer than 10.
‘N/A’” indicates sufficient data were not available.

" indicates data are not available.

Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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American . " }
. Asian/Pacific . . Black/African .
Total Students Male Female Indlan/AIaskan Islander Hispanic American White
Native
# % # % # % # % # % # % # % # %
Southwest
Behavior . . N/A N/A . . . . B . . . . B . .

Summit School - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Valley HS 396 |13.1%] 199 |13.1 %] 197 |13.1% - - 29 198% | 228 [143 %] 56 |12.7%| 81 |11.8%

Variety School - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Virgin Valley HS - - - - - - - - - - - R R _ - -

Virtual HS - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Western HS 157 | 69% | 92 | 76% ] 65 | 6.1% - - 10 | 85% ) 72 |76% | 27 |48% | 45 | 7.1%

*-"indicates data not presented for groups fewer than 10.
‘N/A’” indicates sufficient data were not available.

" indicates data are not available.

Charter school data are not included in district totals.

High School Completion Indicators: Class of 2004

Standard Diploma jAdvanced Diploma] Adult Diplomas* | Adjusted Diploma Cert. of
Attendance+
# % # % # % # % # %

State 10,931 | 63.1% | 4,042 | 23.3% 192 1.1% 1,195 6.9 % 951 55%
District 7,750 | 68.2% 1,987 175% 121 1.1% 753 6.6 % 760 6.7 %
A-tech 114 70.8 % 47 29.2 % 0 0.0 % 0 0.0% 0 0.0 %
Acad Ind Study 116 45.7 % 2 0.8 % 83 32.7% 7 28 % 46 18.1 %
Basic HS 240 70.6 % 48 141 % 0 0.0% 25 7.4 % 27 79 %
Biltmore Continuation HS 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 %
Bonanza HS 331 70.3 % 77 16.3% 0 0.0 % 35 7.4 % 28 59 %
Boulder City HS 109 76.8 % 16 11.3 % 0 0.0% 10 7.0% 7 4.9 %
Burk Horizon HS N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

C. C. Detention N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

C. C. HS East 93 87.7 % 13 12.3% 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 %
C. C. HS South 45 65.2 % 24 34.8% 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 %
C. C. HS West 93 72.1% 36 27.9 % 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 % 0 0.0%
Centennial HS 583 76.6 % 120 15.8 % 0 0.0 % 41 5.4 % 17 22%
Chaparral HS 263 66.2 % 63 159 % 0 0.0 % 30 7.6 % 41 10.3 %
Cheyenne HS 287 68.2 % 61 145 % 0 0.0 % 44 10.5% 29 6.9 %
Cimarron-Memorial HS 404 78.6 % 51 9.9 % 0 0.0 % 32 6.2 % 27 53%
Clark HS 229 68.8 % 55 16.5 % 0 0.0 % 22 6.6 % 27 8.1%
Coronado HS 317 78.3 % 74 18.3% 0 0.0 % 12 3.0% 2 0.5 %
Cowan Behavior 22 32.4% 0 0.0 % 24 35.3% 10 14.7 % 12 17.6 %
Cowan Sunset N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

Desert Pines HS 239 65.7 % 53 14.6 % 0 0.0 % 25 6.9 % 47 129 %
Desert Willow ES/MS/HS N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

Durango HS 362 73.9 % 71 145 % 0 0.0 % 24 4.9% 33 6.7 %
Eldorado HS 235 63.2 % 66 17.7 % 0 0.0 % 29 7.8 % 42 11.3%
Explore Knowledge N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

Foothill HS 286 73.9 % 65 16.8 % 0 0.0 % 26 6.7 % 10 2.6 %
Green Valley HS 475 76.5 % 109 17.6 % 0 0.0 % 25 4.0 % 12 19%
Indian Springs Schools 12 46.2 % 8 30.8 % 0 0.0% 6 23.1% 0 0.0%

'N/A" indicates that no diplomas of this type were issued.

* Adult diplomas issued to 12th grade students enrolled in a program of alternative education are included in these figures.

+ Certificates of Attendance are given to students who did not receive a diploma only because they did not pass the Nevada High School Proficiency Exam.
Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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Standard Diploma JAdvanced Diploma] Adult Diplomas* | Adjusted Diploma Cert. of
Attendance+
# % # % # % # % # %
Jeffrey Behavior N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Jeffrey Horizon 28.6 % 0.0 % 2 9.5% 23.8% 38.1 %
Juvenile Court Schools 0.0 % 0.0 % 0 0.0 % 0.0 % 0.0 %
Keystone Academy 9 60.0 % 0 0.0 % 2 13.3% 0.0 % 26.7 %
Las Vegas Academy 208 725 % 70 24.4% 0 0.0 % 4 1.4 % 5 1.7%
Las Vegas HS 327 66.6 % 90 18.3% 0 0.0 % 33 6.7 % 41 8.4 %
Laughlin MS/SR HS 35 79.5 % 5 114 % 0 0.0 % 3 6.8 % 1 23%
Liberty HS 46 63.9 % 125 % 0 0.0 % 8.3 % 11 153 %
Miley ES/IMS/HS 2 100.0 % 0.0 % 0 0.0 % 0.0 % 0.0 %
Moapa Valley HS 76 63.9 % 30 25.2% 0 0.0 % 6.7 % 4.2 %
Mojave HS 233 64.9 % 52 145 % 0 0.0 % 38 10.6 % 36 10.0 %
Morris Horizon 39 69.6 % 0 0.0% 0 0.0 % 0.0 % 17 30.4 %
Morris Sunset 2 66.7 % 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 % 1 33.3%
Odyssey Charter HS 30 81.1 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 8.1% 4 10.8 %
Palo Verde HS 387 62.3 % 162 26.1 % 0 0.0 % 45 72% 27 4.3 %
Peterson Behavior N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Peterson Horizon 2 15.4 % 0 0.0 % 10 76.9 % 1 7.7 % 0 0.0 %
Rancho HS 241 60.9 % 57 14.4 % 0 0.0 % 44 111 % 54 13.6 %
S.N.V.T.C. 172 48.7 % 139 39.4 % 0 0.0 % 22 6.2% 20 5.7 %
Shadow Ridge HS N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Sierra Vista HS 208 61.9 % 80 23.8% 0 0.0 % 32 9.5% 16 4.8%
Silverado HS 382 70.0 % 120 22.0% 0 0.0 % 27 4.9 % 17 31%
South Continuation N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Southwest Behavior N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Spring Mtn School N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Summit School N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Summit View N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Valley HS 230 61.2 % 70 18.6 % 0 0.0 % 28 7.4 % 48 12.8 %
Variety School 1 20.0 % 0 0.0% 0.0% 4 80.0 % 0 0.0%
Virgin Valley HS 90 70.3 % 13 10.2 % 0.0 % 15 11.7 % 10 7.8 %
Washington Continuation N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Western HS 169 65.0 % 31 11.9% 0 0.0 % 32 12.3% 28 10.8 %

'N/A" indicates that no diplomas of this type were issued.

* Adult diplomas issued to 12th grade students enrolled in a program of alternative education are included in these figures.

+ Certificates of Attendance are given to students who did not receive a diploma only because they did not pass the Nevada High School Proficiency Exam.

Charter school data are not included in district totals.

Nevada System of Higher Education (NSHE) (Fall 2004)

Students enrolled in remedial courses within the Nevada System of Higher Education (NSHE) do
not reflect all graduates. Some graduates do not attend college or attend college out of state.

Nevada System of Higher Education (NSHE)

# Enrolled # Remediated | % Remediated
District 3,991 1,590 39.8 %
A-tech 88 23 26.1 %
Basic HS 103 42 40.8 %
Bonanza HS 204 67 32.8%
Boulder City HS 53 14 26.4 %
Burk Horizon HS 4 0 0.0 %
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Nevada System of Higher Education (NSHE)

# Enrolled # Remediated | % Remediated

C. C. HS East 118 20 16.9 %
Centennial HS 289 105 36.3 %
Chaparral HS 132 49 37.1%
Cheyenne HS 133 51 38.3%
Cimarron-Memorial HS 152 53 34.9 %
Clark HS 129 51 39.5%
Coronado HS 201 87 43.3 %
Desert Pines HS 87 49 56.3 %
Durango HS 225 86 38.2%
Eldorado HS 125 48 38.4 %
Foothill HS 147 59 40.1 %
Green Valley HS 249 92 36.9 %
Indian Springs Schools 5 3 60.0 %
Las Vegas Academy 125 51 40.8 %
Las Vegas HS 189 81 429 %
Laughlin MS/SR HS 7 3 429 %
Liberty HS 20 10 50.0 %
Moapa Valley HS 24 11 45.8 %
Mojave HS 81 45 55.6 %
Morris Horizon 11 4 36.4 %
Morris Sunset 5 2 40.0 %
Odyssey Charter HS 1 1 100.0 %
Palo Verde HS 276 128 46.4 %
Rancho HS 132 48 36.4 %
S.N.V.T.C. 138 74 53.6 %
Shadow Ridge HS 1 0 0.0 %

Sierra Vista HS 126 62 49.2 %
Silverado HS 249 104 41.8 %
Valley HS 105 43 41.0%
Virgin Valley HS 4 1 25.0 %
Western HS 54 24 44.4 %

‘N/A indicates that this population was not represented.
Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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Fiscal Information

Per-Pupil Expenditures 2003-04

2004-2005 Accountability Report

Beginning in 2002-2003 total per pupil expenditures for all Nevada school districts and their schools have been calculated by In$ite, which results in
comparable financial information over time and across the state. Financial data are reported for the year prior to the school year just completed.

Instruction Instructional Support Operations Leadership Tg;?)lé?]ziet[]arteigg
$ % $ % $ % $ % $ %
State 3,685 61.2 % 818 13.6 % 1,060 17.6 % 456 7.6 % 6,019 100.0 %
District 3,507 61.0 % 794 13.8 % 986 171 % 467 8.1% 5,754 100.0 %
A-tech 4,119 54.2 % 376 49 % 2,647 34.8% 460 6.0 % 7,601 100.0 %
Acad Ind Study 445 30.3% 417 28.4% 76 52% 530 36.1 % 1,467 100.0 %
Adams ES 4,505 63.0 % 1,018 14.2 % 968 13.5% 664 9.3% 7,155 100.0 %
Adcock ES 3,631 57.6 % 853 13.5% 1,167 18.5% 652 10.3% 6,304 100.0 %
Agassi 3,811 48.9 % 918 11.8 % 2,045 26.3 % 1,016 13.0 % 7,790 100.0 %
Alamo ES 3,570 61.3 % 638 10.9 % 1,156 19.8 % 464 8.0 % 5,828 100.0 %
Allen ES 3,787 65.3 % 758 13.1% 781 135% 473 8.2% 5,799 100.0 %
Antonello ES 3,508 65.6 % 728 13.6 % 652 12.2 % 461 8.6 % 5,349 100.0 %
Bartlett ES 3,592 68.1 % 539 10.2 % 643 122 % 503 9.5% 5,277 100.0 %
Basic HS 2,720 52.1 % 908 174 % 1,136 21.8% 456 8.7% 5,220 100.0 %
Bass ES 3,214 63.7 % 523 10.4 % 897 17.8% 410 8.1% 5,044 100.0 %
Beatty ES 4,199 67.3 % 844 13.5% 696 11.2% 498 8.0 % 6,237 100.0 %
Becker MS 2,851 58.8 % 668 13.8 % 885 18.3 % 441 9.1% 4,845 100.0 %
Beckley ES 3,669 64.9 % 602 10.7 % 887 15.7 % 492 8.7% 5,650 100.0 %
Bell ES 5,587 68.2 % 875 10.7 % 1,287 15.7% 448 55% 8,197 100.0 %
Bendorf ES 3,699 65.6 % 640 11.4% 819 145 % 482 8.5% 5,640 100.0 %
Bennett ES 4,898 63.5 % 1,045 13.5% 1,250 16.2 % 519 6.7 % 7,712 100.0 %
Bilbray ES 3,637 65.0 % 655 11.7 % 840 15.0 % 461 8.2% 5,593 100.0 %
E'”Stmore Continuation 3,277 49.5 % 1,655 25.0 % 1,285 19.4 % 408 6.2 % 6,626 | 100.0%
Blue Diamond ES 3,700 56.5 % 659 10.1 % 1,988 30.4 % 199 3.0% 6,546 100.0 %
Bonanza HS 2,783 57.1 % 805 16.5 % 889 18.2 % 398 8.2% 4,875 100.0 %
Bonner ES 3,473 63.7 % 666 12.2% 775 14.2 % 536 9.8 % 5,449 100.0 %
Booker ES 6,472 68.3 % 1,133 12.0% 1,350 142 % 522 55 % 9,477 100.0 %
Boulder City HS 3,236 53.3% 926 15.2% 1,360 224 % 554 9.1% 6,076 100.0 %
Bowler (Grant) ES 3,381 58.8 % 634 11.0% 1,343 23.4% 391 6.8 % 5,749 100.0 %
Bowler (Joseph Sr) ES 4,530 61.4 % 759 10.3% 1,623 22.0% 470 6.4 % 7,382 100.0 %
Bracken ES 6,925 65.7 % 1,000 9.5% 2,146 20.4 % 462 4.4 % 10,533 100.0 %
Bridger MS 4,265 61.7 % 887 12.8 % 1,296 18.7 % 469 6.8 % 6,917 100.0 %
Brinley MS 3,038 62.2 % 837 171 % 709 145 % 301 6.2 % 4,885 100.0 %
Brookman ES 3,450 65.2 % 561 10.6 % 791 15.0 % 487 9.2% 5,289 100.0 %
Brown JHS 2,717 58.1 % 809 17.3% 777 16.6 % 375 8.0 % 4,679 100.0 %
Bruner ES 3,677 60.9 % 1,078 17.8 % 769 12.7 % 516 8.5% 6,039 100.0 %
Bryan (Richard) ES 4,009 68.2 % 713 12.1% 779 13.3% 377 6.4 % 5,878 100.0 %
Bryan (Roger) ES 3,760 65.9 % 690 121 % 807 14.1 % 451 79 % 5,708 100.0 %
Bunker ES 3,580 60.7 % 864 14.6 % 911 154 % 546 9.3 % 5,902 100.0 %
Burk Horizon HS 4,144 43.2% 2,877 30.0% 1,183 123 % 1,376 14.4 % 9,581 100.0 %
C. C. Detention 154 12.0% 856 66.9 % 76 59 % 194 15.2% 1,280 100.0 %

Schools showing only $0 for this element are new and data were not collected for 2003-2004.
Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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Total Operating

Instruction Instructional Support Operations Leadership Expenditures
$ % $ % $ % $ % $ %
C. C. HS East 1,405 28.6 % 2,529 51.5% 76 1.5% 904 18.4 % 4,914 100.0 %
C. C. HS South 2,054 78.7 % 279 10.7 % 76 29% 200 77 % 2,609 100.0 %
C. C. HS West 1,520 73.4% 275 13.3% 78 3.8% 199 9.6 % 2,071 100.0 %
Cadwallader MS 2,716 55.1 % 693 14.1% 1,093 222 % 426 8.6 % 4,929 100.0 %
Cahlan ES 4,155 68.8 % 336 5.6 % 919 152 % 628 10.4 % 6,038 100.0 %
Cambeiro ES 5,299 62.4 % 1,215 14.3% 1,348 159 % 627 7.4 % 8,488 100.0 %
Canarelli MS 2,674 53.9 % 548 11.0 % 1,339 27.0% 397 8.0% 4,958 100.0 %
Cannon JHS 2,857 57.9% 691 14.0 % 953 19.3% 431 8.7% 4,932 100.0 %
Canyon Springs HS 0 0.0% 0 0.0 % 0 0.0% 0 0.0 % 0 100.0 %
Carl ES 3,318 62.4 % 713 13.4% 873 16.4 % 413 7.8 % 5,317 100.0 %
Carson ES 4,997 54.3 % 1,280 13.9% 1,732 18.8 % 1,194 13.0% 9,204 100.0 %
Cartwright ES 3,654 65.1 % 737 13.1% 712 12.7% 506 9.0% 5,609 100.0 %
Cashman MS 3,638 64.4 % 884 15.6 % 734 13.0% 397 7.0% 5,652 100.0 %
Centennial HS 2,801 56.3 % 800 16.1 % 991 19.9% 382 77 % 4,975 100.0 %
Chaparral HS 2,705 54.7 % 899 18.2 % 942 19.0% 400 8.1% 4,946 100.0 %
Cheyenne HS 2,800 55.1% 921 18.1 % 974 19.2% 386 7.6 % 5,080 100.0 %
Christensen ES 3,538 64.8 % 597 10.9 % 746 13.7 % 575 10.5% 5,457 100.0 %
Cimarron-Memorial HS 2,737 56.7 % 867 18.0 % 832 17.2% 390 8.1% 4,826 100.0 %
Clark HS 2,888 53.2 % 703 12.9% 1,434 26.4 % 409 75 % 5,433 100.0 %
Conners ES 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 % 0 100.0 %
Coronado HS 2,474 53.5% 696 151 % 1,024 22.1% 431 9.3 % 4,625 100.0 %
Cortez ES 5,308 69.0 % 899 11.7% 1,026 13.3% 463 6.0 % 7,696 100.0 %
Cortney JHS 3,108 58.5% 845 159 % 945 17.8% 413 7.8 % 5,311 100.0 %
Cowan Behavior 1,812 58.5 % 402 13.0 % 76 25% 806 26.0 % 3,096 100.0 %
Cowan Sunset 4,760 47.7 % 2,512 252 % 1,911 19.1 % 801 8.0 % 9,984 100.0 %
Cox (Clyde) ES 5,394 69.7 % 874 11.3% 938 121 % 537 6.9 % 7,744 100.0 %
Cox (David) ES 3,632 64.6 % 600 11.0% 832 15.2 % 504 9.2% 5,468 100.0 %
Cozine ES 3,573 63.5 % 792 141 % 768 13.7 % 493 8.8 % 5,626 100.0 %
Craig ES 5,113 67.4 % 838 11.0% 1,166 154 % 474 6.2 % 7,591 100.0 %
Cram MS 2,566 56.0 % 723 15.8 % 917 20.0 % 380 8.3% 4,586 100.0 %
Crestwood ES 4,445 70.4 % 373 59 % 813 12.9% 681 10.8 % 6,312 100.0 %
Culley ES 3,823 65.5 % 736 12.6 % 783 13.4 % 494 8.5% 5,836 100.0 %
Cunningham ES 3,763 62.8 % 720 12.0% 1,017 17.0% 492 8.2% 5,992 100.0 %
Dailey ES 4,166 62.2 % 755 11.3% 1,226 18.3 % 553 8.3% 6,700 100.0 %
Darnell ES 3,788 62.3 % 714 11.7% 1,190 19.6 % 390 6.4 % 6,083 100.0 %
Dearing ES 4,387 67.4 % 811 125 % 818 12.6 % 498 7.6 % 6,514 100.0 %
Decker ES 3,604 64.4 % 554 9.9% 974 17.4 % 469 8.4 % 5,601 100.0 %
Del Sol HS 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 % 0 100.0 %
Derfelt ES 4,395 65.8 % 842 12.6 % 856 12.8 % 584 8.7 % 6,677 100.0 %
Desert Pines HS 3,239 56.9 % 795 14.0 % 1,268 22.3% 387 6.8 % 5,689 100.0 %
ng&gyd's”ow 172 75% 1,862 80.9 % 75 33% 192 8.4% 2301 | 100.0 %
Deskin ES 3,455 62.4 % 657 11.9% 888 16.0 % 533 9.6 % 5,533 100.0 %
Detwiler ES 4,377 68.4 % 745 11.6 % 804 12.6 % 475 7.4 % 6,402 100.0 %
Diskin ES 4,030 63.7 % 646 10.2 % 1,169 185 % 485 7.7 % 6,329 100.0 %
Dondero ES 3,437 65.4 % 672 12.8 % 694 13.2% 450 8.6 % 5,253 100.0 %

Schools showing only $0 for this element are new and data were not collected for 2003-2004.
Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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Dooley ES 3,866 63.9 % 679 11.2% 825 13.6 % 678 11.2% 6,049 100.0 %
Durango HS 2,837 56.7 % 775 15.5% 984 19.7 % 408 8.2% 5,005 100.0 %
Earl (Ira) ES 3,708 66.8 % 614 111 % 748 135% 484 8.7% 5,553 100.0 %
Earl (Marion) ES 4,323 63.6 % 1,023 151 % 944 13.9% 505 7.4 % 6,796 100.0 %
Edwards ES 3,789 66.1 % 666 11.6 % 779 13.6 % 502 8.8 % 5,736 100.0 %
Eisenberg ES 3,964 65.0 % 783 12.8 % 812 13.3% 544 8.9 % 6,103 100.0 %
Eldorado HS 2,876 56.4 % 978 19.2% 851 16.7 % 393 77 % 5,098 100.0 %
Elizondo ES 3,400 65.1 % 634 121 % 740 14.2 % 448 8.6 % 5,222 100.0 %
Explore Knowledge 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 100.0 %
Ferron ES 4,070 60.2 % 1,094 16.2 % 969 143 % 627 9.3% 6,759 100.0 %
Fertitta MS 2,462 53.1% 596 12.8 % 1,181 25.4% 401 8.6 % 4,641 100.0 %
Findlay MS 0 0.0% 0 0.0 % 0 0.0% 0 0.0 % 0 100.0 %
Fitzgerald ES 5,844 66.4 % 951 10.8 % 1,300 14.8 % 707 8.0 % 8,803 100.0 %
Fong ES 3,625 64.9 % 655 11.7% 840 15.0 % 469 8.4% 5,590 100.0 %
Foothill HS 2,708 53.1% 824 16.1 % 1,107 21.7% 464 9.1% 5,104 100.0 %
Fremont MS 3,448 61.1 % 1,112 19.7 % 717 12.7% 365 6.5 % 5,642 100.0 %
French ES 4,018 65.4 % 814 13.2% 908 14.8 % 408 6.6 % 6,147 100.0 %
Frias ES 3,334 62.5 % 607 11.4% 915 17.1% 478 9.0 % 5,335 100.0 %
Fyfe ES 3,863 59.4 % 919 141% 1,113 17.1% 606 9.3% 6,502 100.0 %
Galloway ES 3,806 64.5 % 689 11.7% 878 14.9% 527 8.9 % 5,899 100.0 %
Garehime ES 3,937 65.4 % 808 13.4% 748 124 % 526 8.7% 6,019 100.0 %
Garrett JHS 3,022 57.9 % 695 13.3% 914 17.5% 591 113 % 5,222 100.0 %
Garside JHS 2,805 61.8 % 791 17.4 % 578 12.7 % 365 8.0 % 4,539 100.0 %
Gehring ES 3,800 67.0 % 571 10.1 % 797 14.0 % 506 8.9% 5,674 100.0 %
Gibson (James) ES 3,791 66.4 % 861 151 % 694 122 % 365 6.4 % 5,711 100.0 %
Gibson (Robert) MS 3,106 63.4 % 765 15.6 % 626 12.8 % 399 8.1% 4,895 100.0 %
Gilbert ES 4,166 61.5 % 669 9.9% 1,449 21.4 % 487 72% 6,771 100.0 %
Givens ES 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 % 0 100.0 %
Goldfarb ES 3,563 54.1% 724 11.0% 1,727 26.2% 576 8.7% 6,590 100.0 %
Goodsprings ES 3,769 46.5 % 1,509 18.6 % 2,623 32.3% 208 26 % 8,109 100.0 %
Goolsby ES 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 % 0 100.0 %
Gragson ES 5,158 71.2% 777 10.7 % 831 11.5% 479 6.6 % 7,245 100.0 %
Gray ES 3,927 60.2 % 881 13.5% 1,144 17.5% 567 8.7% 6,519 100.0 %
Green Valley HS 2,597 57.3% 724 16.0 % 783 17.3 % 428 9.4 % 4,532 100.0 %
Greenspun JHS 2,728 60.3 % 629 13.9% 736 16.3 % 430 9.5% 4,523 100.0 %
Griffith ES 4,568 62.2 % 878 12.0% 1,179 16.1 % 718 9.8 % 7,343 100.0 %
Guinn MS 3,065 60.2 % 772 152 % 822 16.2 % 432 8.5% 5,091 100.0 %
Guy ES 3,715 62.4 % 760 12.8 % 1,108 18.6 % 373 6.3 % 5,955 100.0 %
Hancock ES 4,134 64.6 % 702 11.0% 943 14.7 % 622 9.7 % 6,401 100.0 %
Harmon ES 4,014 65.2 % 742 12.0% 856 13.9% 549 8.9 % 6,160 100.0 %
Harney MS 2,674 55.8 % 771 16.1 % 931 194 % 418 8.7% 4,795 100.0 %
Harris ES 4,127 64.8 % 723 114 % 955 15.0 % 567 8.9% 6,372 100.0 %
Hayes ES 3,984 67.2% 627 10.6 % 835 14.1 % 481 8.1% 5,927 100.0 %
Heard ES 3,970 60.1 % 871 13.2% 1,224 18.5 % 540 8.2% 6,605 100.0 %
Heckethorn ES 3,617 63.5 % 639 11.2% 819 14.4% 617 10.8 % 5,692 100.0 %
Herr ES 3,942 66.4 % 741 125 % 753 12.7 % 497 8.4 % 5,932 100.0 %

Schools showing only $0 for this element are new and data were not collected for 2003-2004.
Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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Herron ES 5,769 70.6 % 956 11.7% 1,047 12.8% 404 4.9 % 8,176 100.0 %
Hewetson ES 6,055 66.7 % 1,558 17.2% 935 10.3 % 532 5.9 % 9,080 100.0 %
Hill ES 3,115 56.6 % 737 13.4% 1,154 21.0% 501 9.1% 5,508 100.0 %
Hinman ES 4,078 62.4 % 803 12.3% 981 15.0 % 672 10.3 % 6,534 100.0 %
Hoggard ES 4,143 55.7 % 572 7.7 % 2,237 30.1% 488 6.6 % 7,440 100.0 %
Hollingsworth ES 3,930 61.3 % 712 111 % 1,127 17.6 % 645 10.1 % 6,414 100.0 %
Hughes MS 3,301 53.7 % 816 13.3% 1,570 25.5% 456 7.4 % 6,144 100.0 %
Hummel ES 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 % 0 100.0 %
Hyde Park MS 2,436 52.8 % 619 134 % 1,147 24.8 % 414 9.0 % 4,617 100.0 %
Indian Springs Schools 6,241 60.2 % 1,460 141 % 2,015 194 % 648 6.3 % 10,364 100.0 %
Iverson ES 3,732 65.6 % 661 11.6 % 907 15.9% 392 6.9 % 5,691 100.0 %
Jacobson ES 3,676 68.4 % 594 11.1% 741 13.8% 361 6.7 % 5,372 100.0 %
Jeffrey Behavior 238 9.9 % 85 3.6 % 1,885 78.5% 194 8.1% 2,403 100.0 %
Jeffrey Horizon 7,249 50.4 % 2,021 14.0 % 2,024 141 % 3,095 215% 14,389 100.0 %
Johnson JHS 2,910 59.7 % 766 15.7 % 754 155 % 446 9.1% 4,875 100.0 %
Juvenile Court Schools 1,582 50.8 % 962 30.9 % 74 24 % 493 15.8 % 3,111 100.0 %
Jydstrup ES 3,548 67.7 % 510 9.7 % 767 14.6 % 415 79% 5,240 100.0 %
Kahre ES 4,232 63.7 % 1,052 15.8 % 805 121 % 551 8.3% 6,640 100.0 %
Katz ES 3,464 63.3 % 626 114 % 875 16.0 % 508 9.3% 5,473 100.0 %
Keller MS 2,696 58.3 % 707 15.3% 808 175% 410 8.9 % 4,621 100.0 %
Kelly ES 6,568 60.6 % 1,260 11.6 % 1,893 175% 1,124 10.4 % 10,846 100.0 %
Kesterson ES 3,841 65.5 % 717 122 % 809 13.8% 498 8.5% 5,865 100.0 %
Keystone Academy 3,238 52.4% 609 9.9 % 707 114 % 1,626 26.3% 6,181 100.0 %
Kim ES 3,785 69.1 % 577 10.5 % 742 13.5% 375 6.8 % 5,479 100.0 %
King (Martha) ES 3,344 59.0 % 682 12.0% 977 17.2% 666 11.8% 5,670 100.0 %
King (Martin Luther) ES 4,586 64.6 % 1,175 16.5% 940 13.2% 404 57% 7,105 100.0 %
Knudson MS 3,043 56.4 % 649 12.0% 1,224 22.7% 475 8.8% 5,391 100.0 %
Lake ES 4,841 69.6 % 882 12.7% 781 112 % 449 6.5 % 6,953 100.0 %
Lamping ES 3,864 66.3 % 654 11.2% 795 13.6 % 515 8.8% 5,828 100.0 %
Las Vegas Academy 2,855 50.5 % 423 7.5 % 1,893 335% 487 8.6 % 5,658 100.0 %
Las Vegas HS 2,707 56.7 % 813 17.0% 852 17.8% 404 8.5% 4,776 100.0 %
Laughlin MS/SR HS 4,181 51.3% 1,180 145% 2,297 28.2% 492 6.0 % 8,150 100.0 %
Lawrence JHS 2,701 57.5% 697 14.8 % 864 18.4 % 438 9.3% 4,700 100.0 %
Leavitt MS 2,749 57.9 % 678 14.3 % 906 19.1 % 418 8.8% 4,751 100.0 %
Liberty HS 3,043 50.4 % 543 9.0 % 1,889 31.3% 564 9.3% 6,038 100.0 %
Lied MS 2,804 57.2% 780 159 % 884 18.0 % 438 8.9 % 4,905 100.0 %
Lincoln ES 4,122 69.4 % 371 6.3% 830 14.0 % 612 10.3% 5,936 100.0 %
Long ES 3,827 65.7 % 673 11.6 % 808 13.9% 513 8.8 % 5,821 100.0 %
Lowman ES 4,577 64.1 % 600 8.4% 1,346 18.9 % 618 8.7% 7,141 100.0 %
Lummis ES 3,698 66.4 % 650 11.7% 714 12.8 % 505 9.1% 5,567 100.0 %
Lundy ES 2,702 38.7% 787 11.3% 3,303 47.3 % 192 28 % 6,984 100.0 %
Lunt ES 5,774 66.6 % 1,069 12.3% 1,229 142 % 599 6.9 % 8,670 100.0 %
Lynch ES 4,027 70.0 % 398 6.9 % 760 13.2% 572 9.9 % 5,756 100.0 %
Lyon MS 3,539 51.4% 775 11.3% 2,094 30.4 % 476 6.9 % 6,885 100.0 %
Mack ES 3,559 57.5% 1,413 22.8% 835 135% 379 6.1 % 6,187 100.0 %
Mackey ES 4,366 55.7 % 695 8.9 % 2,305 29.4 % 477 6.1 % 7,843 100.0 %

Schools showing only $0 for this element are new and data were not collected for 2003-2004.
Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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Manch ES 3,921 60.5 % 802 124 % 1,199 185 % 555 8.6 % 6,477 100.0 %
Mannion MS 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 % 0 0.0% 0 0.0 % 0 100.0 %
Martin MS 4,384 63.1 % 854 12.3% 1,234 17.8% 476 6.9 % 6,949 100.0 %
Martinez ES 5,417 65.2 % 989 11.9% 1,350 16.2 % 557 6.7 % 8,313 100.0 %
May ES 3,530 64.7 % 730 13.4% 703 129 % 494 9.0 % 5,457 100.0 %
McCall ES 6,261 68.1 % 904 9.8 % 1,219 13.3% 809 8.8 % 9,194 100.0 %
McCaw ES 4,255 64.2 % 991 15.0 % 985 149 % 393 5.9 % 6,625 100.0 %
McDoniel ES 3,925 65.0 % 669 111 % 808 134 % 637 10.6 % 6,040 100.0 %
McMillan ES 4,073 66.1 % 763 124 % 850 13.8 % 477 7.7 % 6,162 100.0 %
McWilliams ES 4,249 66.5 % 772 121 % 841 13.2% 526 8.2% 6,389 100.0 %
Mendoza ES 3,258 66.4 % 586 11.9% 629 12.8 % 434 8.9 % 4,907 100.0 %
Miley ES/IMS/HS 10,943 55.0 % 7,279 36.6 % 644 32% 1,038 52% 19,905 100.0 %
Miller (Bob) MS 2,462 56.9 % 572 13.2% 928 21.5% 364 8.4% 4,326 100.0 %
Miller (John) ES 9,097 55.6 % 4,338 26.5 % 2,277 13.9% 642 3.9% 16,353 100.0 %
Miller (Sandy) ES 3,571 57.2% 410 6.6 % 1,854 29.7 % 407 6.5 % 6,242 100.0 %
Mitchell ES 5,023 67.3 % 742 9.9 % 1,192 16.0 % 505 6.8 % 7,462 100.0 %
Moapa Valley HS 4,034 52.5 % 1,040 13.5% 1,953 254 % 650 8.5% 7,677 100.0 %
Mojave HS 2,722 53.9% 915 18.1 % 1,024 20.3 % 386 7.6 % 5,046 100.0 %
Molasky JHS 2,783 59.6 % 672 14.4% 766 16.4 % 446 9.6 % 4,667 100.0 %
Monaco MS 3,619 62.2 % 995 171 % 864 14.8 % 343 59 % 5,822 100.0 %
Moore ES 4,778 67.1 % 821 11.5% 970 13.6 % 555 7.8 % 7,123 100.0 %
Morris Behavior 1,315 37.2% 344 9.7 % 1,687 47.6 % 194 55 % 3,540 100.0 %
Morris Horizon 7,147 53.3% 3,794 28.3% 1,373 10.2 % 1,092 8.1% 13,407 100.0 %
Morris Sunset 159 4.1% 853 22.2% 76 2.0% 2,748 71.6 % 3,835 100.0 %
Morrow ES 3,458 61.9 % 682 12.2 % 946 16.9 % 497 8.9% 5,584 100.0 %
Mountain View ES 3,833 63.0 % 786 129 % 995 16.4 % 467 7.7 % 6,082 100.0 %
Neal ES 3,893 66.8 % 747 12.8 % 826 14.2 % 359 6.2% 5,826 100.0 %
Newton ES 3,544 61.1 % 733 12.6 % 1,152 19.8 % 375 6.5 % 5,804 100.0 %
O'Callaghan MS 2,926 60.7 % 740 154 % 750 15.6 % 402 8.3% 4,818 100.0 %
Ober ES 3,755 68.1 % 615 111 % 686 124 % 461 8.4% 5,517 100.0 %
gg%assey Charter 2,908 69.6 % 508 122 % 122 2.9% 638 153 % 4,176 100.0 %
Odyssey Charter HS 2,908 69.6 % 508 122 % 122 29% 638 15.3% 4,176 100.0 %
Orr MS 3,991 65.1 % 853 13.9% 882 14.4% 406 6.6 % 6,131 100.0 %
Palo Verde HS 2,709 57.9 % 765 16.4 % 810 17.3 % 391 8.4% 4,674 100.0 %
Paradise ES 5,451 64.5 % 871 10.3% 1,521 18.0 % 605 7.2% 8,447 100.0 %
Park ES 4,593 70.7 % 365 5.6 % 875 135% 663 10.2 % 6,496 100.0 %
Parson ES 3,755 65.2 % 803 13.9% 814 14.1% 386 6.7 % 5,758 100.0 %
Perkins ES 6,407 55.4 % 1,629 141 % 2,556 22.1% 978 8.5% 11,571 100.0 %
Petersen ES 3,611 63.1 % 602 10.5 % 969 16.9 % 537 9.4 % 5,719 100.0 %
Peterson Behavior 2,633 41.1 % 472 7.4 % 1,748 27.3% 1,560 243 % 6,414 100.0 %
Peterson Horizon 8,599 47.1 % 4,082 223 % 2,141 11.7% 3,453 18.9% 18,275 100.0 %
Piggott ES 3,304 66.2 % 559 11.2% 646 13.0% 479 9.6 % 4,988 100.0 %
Pittman ES 3,830 64.0 % 849 14.2 % 910 152 % 396 6.6 % 5,985 100.0 %
Priest ES 3,837 63.7 % 769 12.8 % 861 14.3 % 555 9.2% 6,022 100.0 %
Rancho HS 3,074 54.7 % 981 17.5% 1,164 20.7 % 402 7.1% 5,621 100.0 %

Schools showing only $0 for this element are new and data were not collected for 2003-2004.
Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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Red Rock ES 4,200 65.9 % 1,046 16.4 % 748 11.7% 376 59 % 6,370 100.0 %
Reed ES 3,843 64.9 % 783 13.2% 777 13.1% 520 8.8% 5,923 100.0 %
Reid ES 7,123 72.9% 811 8.3% 1,643 16.8 % 194 2.0% 9,771 100.0 %
Rhodes ES 3,407 65.6 % 655 12.6 % 766 14.8 % 365 7.0% 5,193 100.0 %
Roberts ES 3,822 64.7 % 801 13.5% 806 13.6 % 482 8.2% 5,911 100.0 %
Robison MS 3,303 63.3 % 808 155% 667 12.8 % 444 8.5% 5,222 100.0 %
Rogers ES 3,494 60.8 % 505 8.8% 1,271 22.1% 478 8.3% 5,748 100.0 %
Rogich MS 2,612 57.4 % 642 141 % 906 19.9% 393 8.6 % 4,553 100.0 %
Ronnow ES 3,952 71.6 % 347 6.3 % 678 12.3 % 542 9.8% 5,518 100.0 %
Ronzone ES 3,799 65.3 % 736 12.6 % 785 135% 500 8.6 % 5,820 100.0 %
Rowe ES 4,531 67.9 % 781 11.7% 860 12.9% 497 7.5% 6,669 100.0 %
Rundle ES 3,702 59.4 % 1,224 19.6 % 823 13.2% 485 7.8% 6,234 100.0 %
S.N.V.T.C. 4,783 65.1 % 754 10.3% 1,385 18.8 % 426 5.8 % 7,347 100.0 %
Sandy Valley ES/MS 6,414 66.8 % 1,168 12.2% 1,358 14.1% 658 6.9 % 9,598 100.0 %
Saville MS 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 % 0 100.0 %
Sawyer MS 2,541 57.7% 660 15.0% 777 17.6 % 425 9.7 % 4,403 100.0 %
Scherkenbach ES 0 0.0% 0 0.0 % 0 0.0% 0 0.0 % 0 100.0 %
Schofield MS 2,600 58.3 % 626 14.0 % 802 18.0 % 428 9.6 % 4,457 100.0 %
Sedway MS 2,714 56.4 % 735 15.3 % 966 20.1 % 393 8.2% 4,809 100.0 %
Sewell ES 3,788 61.7 % 901 14.7 % 893 145 % 559 9.1% 6,140 100.0 %
Shadow Ridge HS 2,910 53.4 % 539 9.9 % 1,491 27.4% 504 9.3 % 5,445 100.0 %
Sierra Vista HS 2,752 55.5 % 707 142 % 1,206 243 % 297 6.0 % 4,962 100.0 %
Silverado HS 2,711 55.2 % 817 16.6 % 963 19.6 % 419 8.5% 4,911 100.0 %
Silvestri JHS 2,429 59.1 % 616 15.0 % 664 16.1 % 405 9.8% 4,114 100.0 %
Simmons ES 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 % 0 100.0 %
Smith (Hal) ES 4,005 59.7 % 1,233 18.4 % 928 13.8% 543 8.1% 6,709 100.0 %
Smith (Helen) ES 3,749 63.7 % 794 135% 922 15.7 % 421 72% 5,886 100.0 %
Smith (J.D.) MS 4,079 65.0 % 1,016 16.2 % 747 11.9% 434 6.9 % 6,275 100.0 %
Snyder ES 4,123 65.3 % 691 10.9 % 957 152 % 546 8.6 % 6,318 100.0 %
South Continuation 2,445 38.2% 1,739 271 % 1,727 26.9 % 498 7.8 % 6,409 100.0 %
Southwest Behavior 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 % 0 100.0 %
Spring Mtn School 1,106 37.5% 1,565 53.1 % 76 26% 199 6.8 % 2,947 100.0 %
Spring Valley HS 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 % 0 100.0 %
Squires ES 4,610 64.2 % 787 11.0% 1,312 18.3 % 476 6.6 % 7,185 100.0 %
Stanford ES 4,079 63.1 % 889 13.8% 911 14.1 % 581 9.0 % 6,461 100.0 %
Staton ES 3,251 65.4 % 606 12.2% 782 15.7% 333 6.7 % 4,971 100.0 %
Stewart School 8,787 40.9 % 8,943 41.6 % 2,846 13.3% 898 42 % 21,474 100.0 %
Summit School 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 % 0 100.0 %
Summit View 2,335 87.4 % 59 22% 83 31% 195 7.3% 2,671 100.0 %
Sunrise Acres ES 6,278 67.4 % 1,498 16.1 % 1,026 11.0% 520 5.6 % 9,321 100.0 %
Swainston MS 2,768 57.6 % 851 17.7% 763 15.9% 425 8.8 % 4,807 100.0 %
Tanaka ES 0 0.0% 0 0.0 % 0 0.0% 0 0.0 % 0 100.0 %
Tarr ES 3,863 66.8 % 737 12.7 % 847 14.6 % 340 59% 5,787 100.0 %
Tate ES 5,005 68.7 % 948 13.0 % 839 11.5% 497 6.8 % 7,290 100.0 %
Taylor (Glen) ES 3,791 61.4 % 708 11.5% 1,103 17.9% 572 9.3% 6,174 100.0 %
Taylor (Robert) ES 5,675 66.5 % 1,073 12.6 % 1,173 13.8% 607 7.1% 8,528 100.0 %

Schools showing only $0 for this element are new and data were not collected for 2003-2004.
Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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Thomas ES 5,783 70.5 % 802 9.8 % 1,071 13.1 % 545 6.7 % 8,200 100.0 %
Thorpe ES 5,173 63.5 % 895 11.0% 1,470 18.0 % 606 7.4% 8,144 100.0 %
Tobler ES 4,393 64.9 % 891 13.2% 909 13.4 % 577 8.5 % 6,769 100.0 %
Tomiyasu ES 3,559 65.0 % 630 115 % 891 16.3 % 394 7.2% 5,475 100.0 %
Treem ES 3,381 56.8 % 773 13.0 % 1,247 21.0 % 547 9.2 % 5,948 100.0 %
Twin Lakes ES 6,327 70.2 % 1,264 14.0 % 1,004 11.1 % 422 47 % 9,017 100.0 %
Twitchell ES 3,805 62.7 % 757 12.5% 994 16.4 % 514 8.5 % 6,069 100.0 %
Ullom ES 4,386 66.0 % 806 12.1% 912 13.7 % 544 8.2 % 6,649 100.0 %
Valley HS 2,929 525 % 849 15.2 % 1,411 25.3 % 385 6.9 % 5,575 100.0 %
Vanderburg ES 3,983 67.2 % 710 12.0 % 865 14.6 % 367 6.2 % 5,926 100.0 %
Variety School 9,804 49.5 % 5,582 28.2% 3,368 17.0 % 1,032 5.2 % 19,787 | 100.0%
Vegas Verdes ES 3,976 65.1 % 801 13.1% 795 13.0 % 532 8.7% 6,104 100.0 %
Virgin Valley ES 4,552 64.4 % 765 10.8 % 1,139 16.1 % 612 8.7 % 7,068 100.0 %
Virgin Valley HS 3,428 50.1 % 1,049 15.3 % 1,710 25.0 % 655 9.6 % 6,842 100.0 %
Virtual HS 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 % 0 0.0 % 0 100.0 %
Von Tobel MS 3,719 63.0 % 1,018 17.3% 788 133 % 377 6.4 % 5,903 100.0 %
\é"ci‘]'zg{ International 3,417 64.5 % 559 10.5 % 827 15.6 % 497 9.4% 5300 | 100.0 %
Ward ES 6,524 70.3 % 851 9.2 % 1,328 14.3 % 572 6.2 % 9,276 100.0 %
Warren ES 4,041 66.7 % 782 12.9 % 864 14.3 % 374 6.2 % 6,061 100.0 %
Wasden ES 4,136 65.5 % 792 12.5% 980 15.5 % 410 6.5 % 6,318 100.0 %
Washington 2,924 46.4% 1,366 21.7 % 1,415 225% 593 9.4% 6,298 100.0 %
Continuation

Watson ES 3,457 63.8 % 707 13.0 % 909 16.8 % 348 6.4 % 5,421 100.0 %
Wengert ES 3,856 62.9 % 733 12.0 % 833 13.6 % 708 11.6 % 6,130 100.0 %
West MS 2,654 61.3 % 342 7.9% 760 17.6 % 574 13.3% 4,330 100.0 %
Western HS 3,063 55.4 % 1,002 18.1 % 1,019 18.4 % 442 8.0 % 5,525 100.0 %
White MS 2,542 55.3 % 710 15.4 % 935 20.3 % 409 8.9 % 4,596 100.0 %
Whitney ES 3,971 64.2 % 719 11.6 % 1,110 18.0 % 381 6.2 % 6,181 100.0 %
Wiener ES 4,366 62.9 % 608 8.8 % 1,384 20.0 % 580 8.4% 6,938 100.0 %
Wilhelm ES 3,411 64.6 % 679 12.9 % 722 13.7 % 464 8.8 % 5,277 100.0 %
Williams (Tom) ES 4,966 71.9 % 690 10.0 % 822 11.9 % 432 6.3 % 6,910 100.0 %
Williams (Wendell) ES 6,351 62.6 % 1,230 12.1% 1,749 17.2 % 809 8.0 % 10,139 | 100.0%
Wolfe (Eva) ES 4,103 61.6 % 821 12.3% 1,168 17.5 % 568 8.5 % 6,662 100.0 %
Wolff (Elise) ES 3,219 60.7 % 695 13.1% 925 17.5 % 461 8.7 % 5,300 100.0 %
Woodbury MS 3,134 60.4 % 888 17.1% 744 14.3 % 424 8.2 % 5,190 100.0 %
Woolley ES 3,970 64.8 % 695 11.3% 950 15.5 % 510 8.3% 6,125 100.0 %
Wynn ES 4,009 66.4 % 825 13.7 % 745 12.3 % 461 7.6 % 6,039 100.0 %

Schools showing only $0 for this element are new and data were not collected for 2003-2004.
Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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Personnel Information

Classes Not Taught by Highly Qualified Teachers

Highly qualified teachers hold a minimum of a bachelor’s degree, are licensed to teach in the State of Nevada, and have demonstrated competence
in their teaching area. Data was obtained from the Office of Teacher Licensure as of October 1, 2004.

Elementary English Mathematics | Science Sstﬁgiigls ng;}gge Arts
District 34.9 % 44.8 % 47.2 % 51.4 % 39.5% 36.2 % 27.6 %
A-tech (L) N/A 17.0% 0.0% 10.9 % 13.0% 39.1 % 40.0 %
Adams ES 50.3 % 100.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 50.0 %
Adcock ES 29.0 % 0.0% N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Agassi 0.0 % N/A N/A 0.0 % 0.0% N/A N/A
Alamo ES 40.5 % 0.0% N/A N/A N/A N/A 66.7 %
Allen ES (L) 26.6 % 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 77.3%
Antonello ES 28.6 % 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Bartlett ES (L) 24.4 % 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Basic HS N/A 34.4% 14.9% 35.7% 41.5% 21.1% 32.3%
Bass ES 394 % 100.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Beatty ES (L) 33.6 % 0.0% N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Becker MS 25.0% 58.1 % 40.5 % 84.6 % 16.7 % 0.0 % 19.2%
Beckley ES (H) 44.4 % 0.0% N/A N/A N/A N/A 100.0 %
Bell ES (H) 35.7% 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Bendorf ES (L) 39.8 % 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 25.0 %
Bennett ES 35.3% 0.0% N/A N/A N/A N/A 50.0 %
Bilbray ES (L) 12.6 % 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Biltmore Continuation HS N/A 66.7 % 44.4 % 37.5% 37.5% N/A N/A
Blue Diamond ES (L) 0.0% N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Bonanza HS N/A 45.6 % 17.7% 31.0% 27.9% 0.0% 30.0 %
Bonner ES (L) 21.3% 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Booker ES (H) 26.5% 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 %
Boulder City HS N/A 44.4 % 45.7 % 69.2 % 34.8% 37.5% 68.8 %
Bowler (Grant) ES 23.3% 60.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 50.0 %
Bowler (Joseph Sr) ES (H) 18.0 % 0.0% N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Bracken ES 46.4 % 0.0% N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Bridger MS (H) 64.6 % 49.3 % 725 % 95.5 % 36.0 % 0.0 % 100.0 %
Brinley MS (H) 52.4 % 56.1 % 75.0 % 36.8 % 56.5 % 0.0 % 0.0%
Brookman ES 36.4 % 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 50.0 %
Brown JHS 75.0 % 56.6 % 70.6 % 70.0 % 79.2 % N/A 68.4 %
Bruner ES 36.5 % 0.0% N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Bryan (Richard) ES (L) 13.7% 0.0% N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Bryan (Roger) ES 27.5% 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 33.3%
Bunker ES 28.2% 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Burk Horizon HS N/A 100.0 % 100.0 % 0.0 % 100.0 % N/A N/A
C. C. HS East N/A 0.0% 0.0% N/A 66.7 % N/A N/A
C. C. HS South N/A 0.0 % 0.0 % N/A 100.0 % N/A N/A
C. C. HS West N/A 0.0 % 0.0% N/A 50.0 % N/A N/A

'N/A" indicates that this population was not represented.
'H' = High Poverty School defined as being within the bottom quartile throughout the state of percentages of students who qualify for free or reduced price lunch.
‘L' = Low Poverty School defined as being within the top quartile throughout the state of percentages of students who quality for free or reduced price lunch.

Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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Elementary English Mathematics Science §83:2L nggﬂgge Arts

Cadwallader MS (L) 75.5% 31.1% 66.7 % 24.0 % 143 % 0.0 % 29.4%
Cahlan ES (H) 53.3% N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 20.0%
Cambeiro ES (H) 37.1% 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 50.0 %
Canarelli MS 27.4% 82.8 % 67.7 % 100.0 % 83.3% 0.0 % 20.8 %
Cannon JHS (H) 354 % 46.7 % 48.3 % 100.0 % 50.0 % 0.0% 25.0%
Canyon Springs HS N/A 48.1 % 58.6 % 55.2 % 51.1% 62.5 % 30.0 %
Carl ES (L) 29.6 % 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 %
Carson ES (H) 44.4 % 0.0% N/A N/A N/A N/A 50.0 %
Cartwright ES (L) 26.3% 100.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 54.5%
Cashman MS (H) 32.7% 78.5 % 71.8% 34.8% 43.8 % 0.0% 0.0%
Centennial HS N/A 14.7 % 9.9 % 19.8 % 28.6 % 171 % 60.0 %
Chaparral HS N/A 56.8 % 34.7% 57.9 % 38.9% 13.6 % 41.9 %
Cheyenne HS (L) N/A 53.6 % 46.8 % 82.1% 433 % 0.0 % 30.8 %
Christensen ES 36.0 % 100.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Cimarron-Memorial HS (L) N/A 35.8% 33.3% 43.1% 28.0 % 58.3% 65.6 %
Clark HS N/A 25.3% 422 % 61.0 % 26.3% 55.6 % 64.5 %
Conners ES (L) 21.1% 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 50.0 %
Coronado HS N/A 17.0 % 244 % 39.7 % 211 % 84.8 % 125 %
Cortez ES (H) 30.3% 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Cortney JHS (H) 30.4 % 46.3 % 89.6 % 82.1% 13.9% 100.0 % 50.0 %
Cowan Behavior 0.0% 57.1% 54.5% 100.0 % 30.0 % N/A N/A

Cox (Clyde) ES (H) 42.3 % 0.0% N/A N/A N/A N/A 50.0 %
Cox (David) ES (L) 36.2 % 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 66.7 %
Cozine ES 38.1% 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Craig ES (H) 42.0% 0.0% N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Cram MS 25.0% 71.4 % 48.7 % 64.3 % 64.3 % 0.0 % 53.6 %
Crestwood ES (H) 59.3 % 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 %
Culley ES (H) 40.4 % 0.0% N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Cunningham ES (H) 46.9 % 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Dailey ES (H) 314 % 100.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Darnell ES (L) 29.3% 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 33.3%
Dearing ES (H) 45.0 % 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 33.3%
Decker ES 33.0% 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 50.0 %
Del Sol HS N/A 41.7 % 49.0 % 37.0% 26.5% 63.6 % 28.6 %
Derfelt ES 30.8 % 0.0% N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Desert Pines HS N/A 46.8 % 53.8 % 51.8 % 25.4% 25.0 % 152 %
Deskin ES 324 % 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 33.3%
Detwiler ES (H) 31.3% 0.0% N/A N/A N/A N/A 50.0 %
Diskin ES 43.3% 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 50.0 %
Dondero ES 28.9 % 0.0% N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Dooley ES (L) 134 % 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Durango HS N/A 29.9 % 10.1 % 8.9 % 27.5% 26.9 % 19.2%
Earl (Ira) ES (H) 343 % 0.0% N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Earl (Marion) ES 355% 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Edwards ES (H) 29.2% 0.0% N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%

‘N/A" indicates that this population was not represented.

'H' = High Poverty School defined as being within the bottom quartile throughout the state of percentages of students who qualify for free or reduced price lunch.
'L' = Low Poverty School defined as being within the top quartile throughout the state of percentages of students who quality for free or reduced price lunch.
Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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Eisenberg ES 27.0% 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 33.3%
Eldorado HS N/A 54.0 % 422 % 222% 63.6 % 23.5% 54.3 %
Elizondo ES 53.2 % 0.0% N/A N/A N/A N/A 25.0 %
Explore Knowledge 0.0% 0.0 % 0.0% 0.0 % 0.0% N/A N/A
Ferron ES 255 % 0.0% N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Fertitta MS 323 % 78.3 % 65.1 % 55.6 % 81.5% 100.0 % 0.0%
Findlay MS 0.0% 60.8 % 63.6 % 86.5 % 50.0 % 100.0 % 23.8%
Fitzgerald ES (H) 51.4 % 100.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 50.0 %
Fong ES 37.4% 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Foothill HS N/A 24.7 % 22.7% 24.6 % 12.2% 0.0% 20.8 %
Fremont MS (H) 0.0% 36.5 % 48.3 % 42.3 % 16.1 % 100.0 % 25.0%
French ES 25.3% 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 %
Frias ES (L) 41.6 % 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 33.3%
Fyfe ES (H) 48.5 % 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 50.0 %
Galloway ES 342 % 0.0% N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Garehime ES (L) 21.6 % 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 %
Garrett JHS (L) 10.3% 63.6 % 45.0 % 69.2 % 29.4% N/A 40.0 %
Garside JHS 85.7 % 80.3 % 64.3 % 68.8 % 21.9 % 100.0 % 75.0 %
Gehring ES 15.7 % 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Gibson (James) ES (L) 20.1 % 0.0% N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Gibson (Robert) MS (H) 54.4 % 90.9 % 86.1 % 48.0 % 60.0 % N/A 154 %
Gilbert ES 39.7 % 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 50.0 %
Givens ES (L) 16.7 % 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 50.0 %
Goldfarb ES 429 % 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Goodsprings ES 0.0% N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Goolsby ES (L) 30.1% 100.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Gragson ES (H) 23.9% 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 33.3%
Gray ES 37.5% 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 %
Green Valley HS (L) N/A 33.6 % 16.3 % 23.0% 16.7 % 18.8 % 0.0%
Greenspun JHS (L) 40.3 % 47.7 % 314% 46.4 % 30.6 % 100.0 % 294 %
Griffith ES (H) 51.5% 50.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Guinn MS 47.1 % 40.6 % 76.7 % 77.8 % 24.0% 100.0 % 31.3%
Guy ES 35.2% 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 50.0 %
Hancock ES 40.6 % 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Harmon ES (H) 37.2% 0.0% N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Harney MS 16.0 % 39.5% 39.1% 37.9% 28.6 % 0.0 % 22.7%
Harris ES 33.0% 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 %
Hayes ES 34.5% 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 50.0 %
Heard ES 36.5% 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 50.0 %
Heckethorn ES (L) 27.7 % 100.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 33.3%
Herr ES 31.8% 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Herron ES (H) 66.2 % 100.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 60.0 %
Hewetson ES (H) 38.5% 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 25.0%
Hill ES 35.6 % 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Hinman ES (H) 323 % 0.0% N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%

‘N/A" indicates that this population was not represented.
'H' = High Poverty School defined as being within the bottom quartile throughout the state of percentages of students who qualify for free or reduced price lunch.

'L' = Low Poverty School defined as being within the top quartile throughout the state of percentages of students who quality for free or reduced price lunch.

Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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Hoggard ES 10.4 % 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Hollingsworth ES (H) 31.6 % 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 %
Hughes MS 20.0 % 61.5 % 66.7 % 100.0 % 0.0% 0.0 % 33.3%
Hummel ES 37.2% 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 50.0 %
Hyde Park MS 24.7 % 724 % 82.3 % 63.0 % 100.0 % 100.0 % 0.0%
Indian Springs Schools 26.5% 39.1% 29.4% 100.0 % 50.0 % 0.0 % 100.0 %
Iverson ES 314 % 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 %
Jacobson ES 26.4 % 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 %
Jeffrey Behavior 0.0% 0.0 % 0.0% 0.0 % 0.0% N/A N/A
Jeffrey Horizon N/A 52.4% 23.1% 100.0 % 37.5% N/A N/A
Johnson JHS 28.0% 58.0 % 70.2 % 93.9 % 54.3 % 0.0 % 4.3 %
Jydstrup ES 49.4 % 50.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 %
Kahre ES (L) 19.4 % 0.0% N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Katz ES 335% 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Keller MS 311 % 53.0 % 78.0 % 54.5% 47.6 % 0.0% 64.7 %
Kelly ES (H) 31.0% 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 100.0 %
Kesterson ES (L) 22.7% 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 %
Keystone Academy N/A 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% N/A N/A N/A
Kim ES 38.2% 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 50.0 %
King (Martha) ES 322% 0.0% N/A N/A N/A N/A 50.0 %
King (Martin Luther) ES 472 % 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 50.0 %
Knudson MS 10.9 % 50.8 % 69.2 % 96.2 % 36.4 % 50.0 % 25.0%
Lake ES (H) 45.8 % 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 25.0%
Lamping ES (L) 32.2% 0.0% N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Las Vegas Academy (L) N/A 56.4 % 38.3% 35.0% 171 % 29.3% 6.3%
Las Vegas HS N/A 42.6 % 40.9 % 29.6 % 13.0% 57.7% 0.0%
Laughlin MS/SR HS 61.5% 77.8 % 68.4 % 66.7 % 429 % 0.0 % 40.0 %
Lawrence JHS 24.6 % 64.3 % 47.4 % 63.0 % 65.6 % 100.0 % 29.4 %
Leavitt MS (L) 28.6 % 38.7% 51.8% 87.0 % 86.4 % 100.0 % 20.0 %
Liberty HS N/A 12.8 % 38.5% 63.2 % 40.0 % 64.3 % 273 %
Lied MS 0.0% 77.6 % 83.8 % 65.5 % 58.6 % 100.0 % 30.4 %
Lincoln ES (H) 53.1% 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 33.3%
Long ES (H) 28.6 % 0.0% N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Lowman ES (H) 42.4 % 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Lummis ES (L) 14.7 % 0.0% N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Lundy ES (L) 0.0% N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Lunt ES (H) 62.6 % 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 %
Lynch ES (H) 53.7 % 100.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 66.7 %
Lyon MS 20.0 % 58.3 % 50.0 % 27.3% 50.0 % N/A 154 %
Mack ES 50.0 % 0.0% N/A N/A N/A N/A 33.3%
Mackey ES 29.1% N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Manch ES (H) 314 % 100.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 %
Mannion MS 36.2 % 55.8 % 56.9 % 30.6 % 17.9% 0.0 % 27.3%
Martin MS (H) 55.7 % 69.1 % 73.7% 100.0 % 28.6 % 455 % 64.3 %
Martinez ES (H) 35.8% 0.0% N/A N/A N/A N/A 50.0 %

‘N/A" indicates that this population was not represented.
'H' = High Poverty School defined as being within the bottom quartile throughout the state of percentages of students who qualify for free or reduced price lunch.
'L' = Low Poverty School defined as being within the top quartile throughout the state of percentages of students who quality for free or reduced price lunch.

Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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May ES (L) 16.7 % 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
McCall ES (H) 24.8% 50.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 %
McCaw ES 435 % 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 %
McDoniel ES 23.9% 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 50.0 %
McMillan ES 36.9 % 0.0% N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
McWilliams ES (H) 40.0 % 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 50.0 %
Mendoza ES 41.9 % 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 50.0 %
Miley ES/MS/HS (H) N/A 100.0 % 100.0 % 100.0 % 100.0 % N/A 100.0 %
Miller (Bob) MS (L) 21.6 % 54.4 % 40.4 % 57.1% 195% 0.0 % 43.8 %
Miller (John) ES N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Miller (Sandy) ES 23.1% 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 50.0 %
Mitchell ES (L) 28.0% 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 50.0 %
Moapa Valley HS N/A 40.5 % 20.6 % 61.9 % 52.4 % 50.0 % 14.3%
Mojave HS N/A 54.4 % 51.6 % 53.9% 52.3% 48.4 % 455 %
Molasky JHS 29.2% 51.7 % 65.2 % 65.7 % 62.5 % 0.0% 50.0 %
Monaco MS (H) 66.7 % 81.8 % 89.6 % 42.9 % 100.0 % 100.0 % 40.0 %
Moore ES (H) 31.8% 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 %
Morris Behavior N/A 100.0 % 100.0 % 100.0 % 100.0 % N/A N/A
Morris Horizon N/A 72.7% 35.3% 61.5 % 27.3% N/A N/A
Morrow ES (L) 36.2 % 0.0% N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Mountain View ES 322% 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 33.3%
Neal ES (L) 29.7% 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 %
Newton ES (L) 23.9% 100.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 33.3%
O'Callaghan MS 45.7 % 60.0 % 41.8 % 57.1% 45.7 % 0.0 % 20.0 %
Ober ES (L) 30.9 % 0.0% N/A N/A N/A N/A 50.0 %
Odyssey Charter ES/MS 153 % 0.0 % 0.0% 0.0 % 0.0% 0.0 % N/A
Odyssey Charter HS 153 % 0.0 % 0.0 % 0.0 % 0.0 % 0.0 % N/A
Orr MS (H) 12.2% 29.8 % 61.1 % 47.4 % 32.0% N/A 25.0 %
Palo Verde HS N/A 35.1% 47.5 % 42.4 % 225% 171 % 9.1%
Paradise ES (H) 355 % 0.0% N/A N/A N/A N/A 33.3%
Park ES (H) 459 % N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 100.0 %
Parson ES 21.6 % 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 %
Perkins ES 58.5 % 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 100.0 %
Petersen ES (H) 25.8% 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Peterson Behavior N/A 100.0 % 100.0 % 100.0 % 100.0 % N/A N/A
Peterson Horizon N/A 28.6 % 54.5 % 16.7 % 100.0 % N/A N/A
Piggott ES (L) 41.8 % 0.0% N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 %
Pittman ES (H) 30.8 % 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Priest ES 41.3 % 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 50.0 %
Rancho HS N/A 49.6 % 60.2 % 38.6 % 15.6 % 48.1 % 323 %
Red Rock ES 42.0% 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Reed ES 259% 50.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 33.3%
Reid ES 37.5% N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Rhodes ES (L) 28.2% 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 66.7 %
Roberts ES (L) 311 % 100.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 33.3%

‘N/A" indicates that this population was not represented.
'H' = High Poverty School defined as being within the bottom quartile throughout the state of percentages of students who qualify for free or reduced price lunch.
'L' = Low Poverty School defined as being within the top quartile throughout the state of percentages of students who quality for free or reduced price lunch.

Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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Robison MS (H) 61.2 % 64.1 % 56.5 % 62.1 % 85.7 % 100.0 % 0.0%
Rogers ES (L) 41.2 % N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 %
Rogich MS (L) 9.7 % 455 % 30.6 % 45.0 % 64.3 % 100.0 % 0.0%
Ronnow ES (H) 61.1 % 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 50.0 %
Ronzone ES (H) 56.5 % 100.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 50.0 %
Rowe ES (H) 39.8% 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 50.0 %
Rundle ES (H) 35.3% 50.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 75.0 %
S.N.V.T.C. N/A 21.6 % 33.9% 455 % 0.0% 0.0 % 0.0%
Sandy Valley ES/MS (H) 47.6 % 85.0 % 100.0 % 100.0 % 100.0 % N/A 100.0 %
Saville MS (L) 13.5% 62.5% 77.8% 44.4 % 52.2 % 0.0% 0.0%
Sawyer MS 52.6 % 48.3 % 69.7 % 20.0 % 37.5% 100.0 % 40.0 %
Scherkenbach ES (L) 18.1 % 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 %
Schofield MS (L) 26.9 % 36.6 % 42.6 % 70.6 % 53.7 % 0.0 % 0.0%
Sedway MS (H) 37.5% 92.8 % 72.2% 76.2 % 50.0 % 0.0 % 19.2 %
Sewell ES 282 % 0.0% N/A N/A N/A N/A 50.0 %
Shadow Ridge HS (L) N/A 47.0 % 17.8 % 33.3% 61.3 % 58.6 % 16.7 %
Sierra Vista HS N/A 59.8 % 27.5% 46.1 % 253 % 20.0 % 50.0 %
Silverado HS N/A 25.4% 26.1 % 41.2 % 254 % 15.6 % 12.0 %
Silvestri JHS 0.0% 60.2 % 76.0 % 529 % 71.1% 100.0 % 34.6 %
Simmons ES (L) 25.9% 0.0% N/A N/A N/A N/A 100.0 %
Smith (Hal) ES 44.4 % 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Smith (Helen) ES 19.6 % 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 %
Smith (J.D.) MS (H) 29.8 % 51.0 % 37.8% 100.0 % 4.5 % 100.0 % 51.7 %
Snyder ES (H) 28.2% 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 50.0 %
South Continuation N/A 58.3 % 100.0 % 100.0 % 85.7 % N/A N/A
Southwest Behavior N/A 100.0 % 50.0 % 100.0 % 100.0 % N/A N/A
Spring Mtn School N/A 20.0 % 125 % 100.0 % 75.0 % N/A N/A
Spring Valley HS (L) N/A 41.3% 16.4 % 28.1% 59.5 % 13.3% 51.4 %
Squires ES (H) 38.9% 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Stanford ES 45.4 % 100.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 66.7 %
Staton ES (L) 17.1% 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Stewart School N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 %
Summit View N/A 16.7 % 100.0 % 100.0 % 20.0 % N/A N/A
Sunrise Acres ES (H) 48.8 % 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Swainston MS 33.3% 69.7 % 73.0 % 77.3% 33.3% 100.0 % 66.7 %
Tanaka ES 35.8% 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Tarr ES (L) 17.8% 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 50.0 %
Tate ES (H) 49.8 % 100.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 %
Taylor (Glen) ES (L) 36.8 % 0.0% N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Taylor (Robert) ES (H) 26.7 % 0.0% N/A N/A N/A N/A 333 %
Thomas ES (H) 29.7 % 100.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Thorpe ES 41.6 % 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 %
Tobler ES 39.0 % 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 50.0 %
Tomiyasu ES 30.8 % 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 50.0 %
Treem ES 39.2% 0.0% N/A N/A N/A N/A 50.0 %

‘N/A" indicates that this population was not represented.

'H' = High Poverty School defined as being within the bottom quartile throughout the state of percentages of students who qualify for free or reduced price lunch.
'L' = Low Poverty School defined as being within the top quartile throughout the state of percentages of students who quality for free or reduced price lunch.
Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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Twin Lakes ES (H) 36.1% 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 100.0 %
Twitchell ES (L) 30.4 % 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 33.3%
Ullom ES (H) 153 % 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 33.3%
Valley HS N/A 48.5 % 50.5 % 52.1% 28.8 % 52.4% 66.7 %
Vanderburg ES (L) 26.3% 0.0% N/A N/A N/A N/A 66.7 %
Variety School (H) N/A 100.0 % 100.0 % 100.0 % 100.0 % N/A 100.0 %
Vegas Verdes ES (H) 31.6 % 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 66.7 %
Virgin Valley ES 39.6 % 100.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Virgin Valley HS N/A 475 % 41.4 % 66.7 % 40.0 % 100.0 % 33.3%
Von Tobel MS (H) 26.3 % 68.0 % 722 % 714 % 33.3% 100.0 % 27.8 %
Walker International School (L) 35.5% 0.0% N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Ward ES (H) 259% 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 %
Warren ES (H) 355% 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 66.7 %
Wasden ES 33.3% 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Washington Continuation N/A 58.3 % 100.0 % 16.7 % 100.0 % N/A N/A
Watson ES 44.0 % 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 33.3%
Wengert ES 43.6 % 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 50.0 %
West MS (H) 66.7 % 55.6 % 84.8 % 100.0 % 23.1% N/A 0.0%
Western HS N/A 52.2% 50.8 % 43.3 % 49.1 % 33.3% 0.0%
White MS 159 % 40.8 % 44.7 % 24.1% 29.3 % 0.0% 50.0 %
Whitney ES (H) 335% 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Wiener ES (L) 31.6 % 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 50.0 %
Wilhelm ES 279 % 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 33.3%
Williams (Tom) ES (H) 35.5 % 66.7 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Williams (Wendell) ES (H) 15.9 % 100.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 50.0 %
Wolfe (Eva) ES 31.0% 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 50.0 %
Wolff (Elise) ES (L) 46.2 % 0.0% N/A N/A N/A N/A 50.0 %
Woodbury MS 11.9% 44.7 % 66.7 % 82.6 % 17.4 % 0.0 % 75.0 %
Woolley ES (H) 36.4 % 0.0 % N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%
Wynn ES (H) 40.1 % 0.0% N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0%

‘N/A" indicates that this population was not represented.

'H' = High Poverty School defined as being within the bottom quartile throughout the state of percentages of students who qualify for free or reduced price lunch.
'L' = Low Poverty School defined as being within the top quartile throughout the state of percentages of students who quality for free or reduced price lunch.
Charter school data are not included in district totals.

Teacher Average Daily Attendance and Licensure Information

Number of teachers providing instruction:
Teacher Pursuantto | Pursuant to Without
Average Daily NRS 39 1.125| waiver with | endorsement
Attendance (Emergency State for the
Rate Credential) Approval subject area
State 96.0 % 0 128 0
District 95.9 % 0 71 0
A-tech 95.7 % 0 1 0
Acad Ind Study 95.1 % 0 0 0
Adams ES 96.1 % 0 0 0
Adcock ES 95.7 % 0 0 0
Agassi 97.5 % 0 0 0

'N/A" indicates that this population was not represented.

Teacher Average Daily Attendance (ADA) is the percentage of licensed educators who provided instruction to students
in classrooms on an “average school day".

Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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Number of teachers providing instruction:

Teacher Pursuantto | Pursuant to Without
Average Daily NRS 39 1.125| waiver with | endorsement
Attendance (Emergency State for the
Rate Credential) Approval subject area
Alamo ES 96.4 % 0 0 0
Allen ES 95.7 % 0 0 0
Antonello ES 95.3 % 0 0 0
Bartlett ES 93.9 % 0 0 0
Basic HS 96.0 % 0 0 0
Bass ES 96.8 % 0 0 0
Beatty ES 95.3 % 0 0 0
Becker MS 95.7 % 0 0 0
Beckley ES 96.3 % 0 0 0
Bell ES 96.4 % 0 0 0
Bendorf ES 97.1% 0 0 0
Bennett ES 95.8 % 0 0 0
Bilbray ES 94.8 % 0 0 0
Biltmore Continuation HS 95.3 % 0 0 0
Blue Diamond ES 95.5 % 0 0 0
Bonanza HS 95.9 % 0 2 0
Bonner ES 94.9 % 0 0 0
Booker ES 96.2 % 0 0 0
Boulder City HS 95.5% 0 1 0
Bowler (Grant) ES 95.6 % 0 0 0
Bowler (Joseph Sr) ES 95.0 % 0 0 0
Bracken ES 94.7 % 0 0 0
Bridger MS 96.0 % 0 0 0
Brinley MS 95.8 % 0 0 0
Brookman ES 96.1 % 0 0 0
Brown JHS 94.5 % 0 0 0
Bruner ES 96.8 % 0 0 0
Bryan (Richard) ES 94.7 % 0 0 0
Bryan (Roger) ES 96.3 % 0 0 0
Bunker ES 95.8 % 0 0 0
Burk Horizon HS 92.0 % 0 0 0
C. C. Detention N/A 0 0 0
C. C. HS East 97.3% 0 0 0
C. C. HS South 98.0 % 0 0 0
C. C. HS West 98.2 % 0 0 0
Cadwallader MS 95.8 % 0 1 0
Cahlan ES 96.0 % 0 0 0
Cambeiro ES 96.2 % 0 0 0
Canarelli MS 95.9 % 0 0 0
Cannon JHS 94.9 % 0 0 0
Canyon Springs HS 96.5 % 0 2 0
Carl ES 96.4 % 0 0 0
Carson ES 95.2 % 0 0 0

'N/A" indicates that this population was not represented.
Teacher Average Daily Attendance (ADA) is the percentage of licensed educators who provided instruction to students

in classrooms on an "average school day".

Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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Number of teachers providing instruction:
Teacher Pursuantto | Pursuant to Without
Average Daily NRS 39 1.125| waiver with | endorsement
Attendance (Emergency State for the
Rate Credential) Approval subject area
Cartwright ES 95.7 % 0 0 0
Cashman MS 96.4 % 0 0 0
Centennial HS 96.1 % 0 2 0
Chaparral HS 95.8 % 0 2 0
Cheyenne HS 95.6 % 0 3 0
Christensen ES 95.0 % 0 0 0
Cimarron-Memorial HS 95.8 % 0 2 0
Clark HS 96.6 % 0 0 0
Conners ES 96.4 % 0 0 0
Coronado HS 96.3 % 0 1 0
Cortez ES 96.3 % 0 0 0
Cortney JHS 95.6 % 0 0 0
Cowan Behavior 92.8 % 0 1 0
Cowan Sunset N/A 0 0 0
Cox (Clyde) ES 95.6 % 0 0 0
Cox (David) ES 95.4 % 0 0 0
Cozine ES 97.0 % 0 0 0
Craig ES 95.5% 0 0 0
Cram MS 94.7 % 0 0 0
Crestwood ES 96.1 % 0 0 0
Culley ES 97.4 % 0 0 0
Cunningham ES 96.7 % 0 0 0
Dailey ES 96.1 % 0 0 0
Darnell ES 95.4 % 0 0 0
Dearing ES 97.6 % 0 0 0
Decker ES 96.0 % 0 0 0
Del Sol HS 97.4 % 0 0 0
Derfelt ES 95.2 % 0 0 0
Desert Pines HS 96.3 % 0 4 0
Desert Willow ES/MS/HS N/A 0 0 0
Deskin ES 94.6 % 0 0 0
Detwiler ES 96.9 % 0 0 0
Diskin ES 95.6 % 0 0 0
Dondero ES 96.1 % 0 0 0
Dooley ES 95.5 % 0 0 0
Durango HS 96.0 % 0 0 0
Earl (Ira) ES 97.6 % 0 0 0
Earl (Marion) ES 96.8 % 0 0 0
Edwards ES 96.0 % 0 0 0
Eisenberg ES 96.8 % 0 0 0
Eldorado HS 96.3 % 0 1 0
Elizondo ES 97.0 % 0 0 0
Explore Knowledge 95.7 % 0 0 0

'N/A" indicates that this population was not represented.

Teacher Average Daily Attendance (ADA) is the percentage of licensed educators who provided instruction to students
in classrooms on an "average school day".

Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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Number of teachers providing instruction:
Teacher Pursuantto | Pursuant to Without
Average Daily NRS 39 1.125| waiver with | endorsement
Attendance (Emergency State for the
Rate Credential) Approval subject area
Ferron ES 94.6 % 0 0 0
Fertitta MS 96.0 % 0 0 0
Findlay MS 96.3 % 0 1 0
Fitzgerald ES 96.7 % 0 0 0
Fong ES 96.8 % 0 0 0
Foothill HS 96.2 % 0 0 0
Fremont MS 94.6 % 0 0 0
French ES 95.2 % 0 0 0
Frias ES 95.8 % 0 0 0
Fyfe ES 95.3 % 0 0 0
Galloway ES 95.1 % 0 0 0
Garehime ES 95.9 % 0 0 0
Garrett JHS 94.1 % 0 0 0
Garside JHS 97.3% 0 0 0
Gehring ES 96.2 % 0 0 0
Gibson (James) ES 95.5 % 0 0 0
Gibson (Robert) MS 94.8 % 0 0 0
Gilbert ES 94.8 % 0 0 0
Givens ES 97.1% 0 0 0
Goldfarb ES 95.5 % 0 0 0
Goodsprings ES 96.0 % 0 0 0
Goolsby ES 96.1 % 0 0 0
Gragson ES 96.4 % 0 0 0
Gray ES 96.3 % 0 0 0
Green Valley HS 96.2 % 0 2 0
Greenspun JHS 94.5 % 0 1 0
Griffith ES 96.0 % 0 0 0
Guinn MS 94.0 % 0 0 0
Guy ES 96.7 % 0 0 0
Hancock ES 95.7 % 0 0 0
Harmon ES 95.9 % 0 0 0
Harney MS 95.0 % 0 0 0
Harris ES 95.4 % 0 0 0
Hayes ES 96.7 % 0 0 0
Heard ES 95.3 % 0 0 0
Heckethorn ES 95.2 % 0 0 0
Herr ES 95.9 % 0 0 0
Herron ES 96.8 % 0 0 0
Hewetson ES 95.7 % 0 0 0
Hill ES 95.5 % 0 0 0
Hinman ES 94.7 % 0 0 0
Hoggard ES 93.9 % 0 0 0
Hollingsworth ES 96.2 % 0 0 0

'N/A" indicates that this population was not represented.

Teacher Average Daily Attendance (ADA) is the percentage of licensed educators who provided instruction to students
in classrooms on an "average school day".

Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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Number of teachers providing instruction:
Teacher Pursuantto | Pursuant to Without
Average Daily NRS 39 1.125| waiver with | endorsement
Attendance (Emergency State for the
Rate Credential) Approval subject area
Hughes MS 95.7 % 0 0 0
Hummel ES 95.3 % 0 0 0
Hyde Park MS 95.6 % 0 1 0
Indian Springs Schools 96.3 % 0 1 0
Iverson ES 94.2 % 0 0 0
Jacobson ES 94.3 % 0 0 0
Jeffrey Behavior 96.9 % 0 0 0
Jeffrey Horizon 94.3 % 0 0 0
Johnson JHS 95.8 % 0 2 0
Juvenile Court Schools 95.3 % 0 0 0
Jydstrup ES 96.6 % 0 0 0
Kahre ES 96.7 % 0 0 0
Katz ES 96.8 % 0 0 0
Keller MS 95.9 % 0 1 0
Kelly ES 95.2 % 0 0 0
Kesterson ES 96.7 % 0 0 0
Keystone Academy 95.1 % 0 0 0
Kim ES 94.5 % 0 0 0
King (Martha) ES 96.4 % 0 0 0
King (Martin Luther) ES 96.3 % 0 0 0
Knudson MS 95.6 % 0 0 0
Lake ES 95.9 % 0 0 0
Lamping ES 97.5% 0 0 0
Las Vegas Academy 96.3 % 0 2 0
Las Vegas HS 96.5 % 0 2 0
Laughlin MS/SR HS 96.0 % 0 2 0
Lawrence JHS 95.8 % 0 0 0
Leavitt MS 93.8 % 0 0 0
Liberty HS 96.6 % 0 0 0
Lied MS 96.5 % 0 1 0
Lincoln ES 96.5 % 0 0 0
Long ES 93.9 % 0 0 0
Lowman ES 95.6 % 0 0 0
Lummis ES 97.2% 0 0 0
Lundy ES 89.0 % 0 0 0
Lunt ES 95.2 % 0 0 0
Lynch ES 97.1% 0 0 0
Lyon MS 93.1% 0 0 0
Mack ES 95.6 % 0 0 0
Mackey ES 94.3 % 0 0 0
Manch ES 94.6 % 0 0 0
Mannion MS 95.9 % 0 0 0
Martin MS 94.9 % 0 0 0

'N/A" indicates that this population was not represented.

Teacher Average Daily Attendance (ADA) is the percentage of licensed educators who provided instruction to students
in classrooms on an "average school day".

Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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Number of teachers providing instruction:
Teacher Pursuantto | Pursuant to Without
Average Daily NRS 39 1.125| waiver with | endorsement
Attendance (Emergency State for the
Rate Credential) Approval subject area
Martinez ES 96.3 % 0 0 0
May ES 96.2 % 0 0 0
McCall ES 94.5% 0 0 0
McCaw ES 97.1% 0 0 0
McDoniel ES 96.1 % 0 0 0
McMillan ES 96.6 % 0 0 0
McWilliams ES 94.3 % 0 0 0
Mendoza ES 97.6 % 0 0 0
Miley ES/MS/HS 96.3 % 0 0 0
Miller (Bob) MS 95.3 % 0 1 0
Miller (John) ES 92.5 % 0 0 0
Miller (Sandy) ES 96.2 % 0 0 0
Mitchell ES 95.6 % 0 0 0
Moapa Valley HS 95.6 % 0 5 0
Mojave HS 95.6 % 0 0 0
Molasky JHS 94.9 % 0 0 0
Monaco MS 95.1 % 0 2 0
Moore ES 95.3 % 0 0 0
Morris Behavior 97.8 % 0 1 0
Morris Horizon 96.8 % 0 0 0
Morris Sunset N/A 0 0 0
Morrow ES 95.4 % 0 0 0
Mountain View ES 96.7 % 0 0 0
Neal ES 95.8 % 0 0 0
Newton ES 96.0 % 0 0 0
O'Callaghan MS 95.5 % 0 1 0
Ober ES 97.3 % 0 0 0
Odyssey Charter ES/MS 95.7 % 0 0 0
Odyssey Charter HS 93.4 % 0 0 0
Orr MS 95.7 % 0 0 0
Palo Verde HS 95.8 % 0 0 0
Paradise ES 96.4 % 0 0 0
Park ES 95.5% 0 0 0
Parson ES 94.1 % 0 0 0
Perkins ES 93.1 % 0 0 0
Petersen ES 97.1 % 0 0 0
Peterson Behavior 93.0% 0 0 0
Peterson Horizon 95.6 % 0 0 0
Piggott ES 96.0 % 0 0 0
Pittman ES 94.2 % 0 0 0
Priest ES 95.1 % 0 0 0
Rancho HS 96.5 % 0 1 0
Red Rock ES 95.9 % 0 0 0

'N/A" indicates that this population was not represented.

Teacher Average Daily Attendance (ADA) is the percentage of licensed educators who provided instruction to students
in classrooms on an "average school day".

Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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Number of teachers providing instruction:
Teacher Pursuantto | Pursuant to Without
Average Daily NRS 39 1.125| waiver with | endorsement
Attendance (Emergency State for the
Rate Credential) Approval subject area
Reed ES 95.6 % 0 0 0
Reid ES 99.0 % 0 0 0
Rhodes ES 95.7 % 0 0 0
Roberts ES 97.1% 0 0 0
Robison MS 96.3 % 0 0 0
Rogers ES 96.6 % 0 0 0
Rogich MS 95.6 % 0 0 0
Ronnow ES 96.8 % 0 0 0
Ronzone ES 96.5 % 0 0 0
Rowe ES 96.6 % 0 0 0
Rundle ES 96.7 % 0 0 0
S.N.V.T.C. 95.8 % 0 0 0
Sandy Valley ES/MS 95.0 % 0 0 0
Saville MS 96.2 % 0 0 0
Sawyer MS 95.7 % 0 0 0
Scherkenbach ES 96.9 % 0 0 0
Schofield MS 95.3 % 0 0 0
Sedway MS 95.9 % 0 1 0
Sewell ES 96.4 % 0 0 0
Shadow Ridge HS 95.8 % 0 1 0
Sierra Vista HS 96.2 % 0 6 0
Silverado HS 94.8 % 0 0 0
Silvestri JHS 96.4 % 0 0 0
Simmons ES 96.2 % 0 0 0
Smith (Hal) ES 95.6 % 0 0 0
Smith (Helen) ES 96.2 % 0 0 0
Smith (J.D.) MS 94.7 % 0 2 0
Snyder ES 96.5 % 0 0 0
South Continuation 91.1% 0 0 0
Southwest Behavior 97.6 % 0 1 0
Spring Mtn School 91.5% 0 0 0
Spring Valley HS 96.6 % 0 1 0
Squires ES 96.6 % 0 0 0
Stanford ES 94.8 % 0 0 0
Staton ES 95.0 % 0 0 0
Stewart School 95.8 % 0 0 0
Summit School N/A 0 0 0
Summit View 95.6 % 0 0 0
Sunrise Acres ES 96.9 % 0 0 0
Swainston MS 94.8 % 0 0 0
Tanaka ES 95.6 % 0 0 0
Tarr ES 95.0 % 0 0 0
Tate ES 96.5 % 0 0 0

'N/A" indicates that this population was not represented.

Teacher Average Daily Attendance (ADA) is the percentage of licensed educators who provided instruction to students
in classrooms on an "average school day".

Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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Number of teachers providing instruction:

Teacher Pursuantto | Pursuant to Without
Average Daily NRS 39 1.125| waiver with | endorsement
Attendance (Emergency State for the
Rate Credential) Approval subject area
Taylor (Glen) ES 97.1 % 0 0 0
Taylor (Robert) ES 96.2 % 0 0 0
Thomas ES 95.5 % 0 0 0
Thorpe ES 96.5 % 0 0 0
Tobler ES 95.2 % 0 0 0
Tomiyasu ES 96.5 % 0 0 0
Treem ES 96.6 % 0 0 0
Twin Lakes ES 94.5 % 0 0 0
Twitchell ES 95.1 % 0 0 0
Ullom ES 95.4 % 0 0 0
Valley HS 95.6 % 0 2 0
Vanderburg ES 96.4 % 0 0 0
Variety School 96.1 % 0 0 0
Vegas Verdes ES 95.8 % 0 0 0
Virgin Valley ES 95.6 % 0 0 0
Virgin Valley HS 96.3 % 0 4 0
Virtual HS 95.7 % 0 0 0
Von Tobel MS 96.3 % 0 2 0
Walker International School 97.2% 0 0 0
Ward ES 94.3 % 0 0 0
Warren ES 95.3 % 0 0 0
Wasden ES 96.4 % 0 0 0
Washington Continuation 98.3 % 0 0 0
Watson ES 95.8 % 0 0 0
Wengert ES 95.6 % 0 0 0
West MS 95.0 % 0 0 0
Western HS 94.6 % 0 1 0
White MS 97.4 % 0 0 0
Whitney ES 94.3 % 0 0 0
Wiener ES 97.5 % 0 0 0
Wilhelm ES 95.8 % 0 0 0
Williams (Tom) ES 96.2 % 0 0 0
Williams (Wendell) ES 94.3 % 0 0 0
Wolfe (Eva) ES 96.2 % 0 0 0
Wolff (Elise) ES 97.1 % 0 0 0
Woodbury MS 96.2 % 0 0 0
Woolley ES 96.2 % 0 0 0
Wynn ES 97.4 % 0 0 0

'N/A" indicates that this population was not represented.
Teacher Average Daily Attendance (ADA) is the percentage of licensed educators who provided instruction to students

in classrooms on an "average school day".

Charter school data are not included in district totals.
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Parent/Community Involvement

Parent/Teacher Conference Attendance

2004-05 2003-04 2004-05 2003-04
Adams ES 98.4 % 94.0 % Kelly ES 62.3 % 67.0 %
Adcock ES 94.0 % 94.0 % Kesterson ES 97.0 % 100.0 %
Agassi 98.0 % 95.0 % Kim ES 96.4 % 95.0 %
Alamo ES 94.0 % 93.0 % King (Martha) ES 95.0 % 90.0 %
Allen ES 98.0 % 98.0 % King (Martin Luther) ES 92.0 % 96.0 %
Antonello ES 97.0 % 96.0 % Lake ES 90.3 % 86.0 %
Bartlett ES 97.0 % 99.0 % Lamping ES 97.0 % 100.0 %
Bass ES 97.0 % 96.0 % Lincoln ES 92.0 % 94.0 %
Beatty ES 100.0 % 100.0 % Long ES 96.0 % 98.0 %
Beckley ES 86.0 % 86.0 % Lowman ES 72.0 % 88.0 %
Bell ES 81.0 % 86.0 % Lummis ES 98.0 % 94.0 %
Bendorf ES 98.0 % 99.0 % Lundy ES 100.0 % 95.0 %
Bennett ES 92.0 % 88.0 % Lunt ES 92.0% 97.0 %
Bilbray ES 95.0 % 95.0 % Lynch ES 92.0 % 94.0 %
Blue Diamond ES 100.0 % 100.0 % Mack ES 99.0 % 95.0 %
Bonner ES 90.0 % 95.0 % Mackey ES 88.0 % 98.0 %
Booker ES 100.0 % 100.0 % Manch ES 68.0 % 65.0 %
Bowler (Grant) ES 96.0 % 95.0 % Martinez ES 73.0% 50.0 %
Bowler (Joseph Sr) ES 95.0 % 95.0 % May ES 99.0 % 97.0 %
Bracken ES 98.0 % 95.0 % McCall ES 63.0 % 86.0 %
Brookman ES 97.7 % 95.0 % McCaw ES 96.0 % 95.0 %
Bruner ES 92.1% 95.0 % McDoniel ES 96.7 % 96.0 %
Bryan (Richard) ES 97.0 % 94.0 % McMillan ES 93.0 % 98.0 %
Bryan (Roger) ES 91.0 % 95.0 % McWilliams ES 91.0 % 89.0 %
Bunker ES 92.0 % 88.0 % Mendoza ES 92.0 % 96.0 %
Cahlan ES 100.0 % 98.0 % Miley ES/MS/HS 90.0 % 95.0 %
Cambeiro ES 73.0% 75.0 % Miller (Sandy) ES 96.0 % 95.0 %
Carl ES 97.0 % 85.0 % Mitchell ES 99.0 % 98.0 %
Carson ES 64.0 % 80.0 % Moore ES 89.0 % 96.0 %
Cartwright ES 100.0 % 100.0 % Morrow ES 96.0 % 99.0 %
Christensen ES 94.0 % 97.0 % Mountain View ES 90.0 % 95.0 %
Conners ES 98.0 % N/A Neal ES 96.0 % 94.0 %
Cortez ES 89.0 % 90.0 % Newton ES 100.0 % 98.0 %
Cox (Clyde) ES 91.0 % 91.0 % Ober ES 92.0 % 96.0 %
Cox (David) ES 96.5 % 94.0 % Odyssey Charter ES/MS 100.0 % 100.0 %
Cozine ES 100.0 % 100.0 % Paradise ES 95.0 % 90.0 %
Craig ES 94.0 % 83.0 % Park ES 87.0% 77.0 %
Crestwood ES 99.0 % 100.0 % Parson ES 98.0 % 94.0 %
Culley ES 83.0 % 75.0 % Perkins ES 91.0 % 95.0 %
Cunningham ES 85.0 % 86.0 % Petersen ES 90.0 % 93.0 %
Dailey ES 88.0 % 88.0 % Piggott ES 92.0 % 90.0 %
Darnell ES 98.0 % 98.0 % Pittman ES 98.0 % 98.0 %
Dearing ES 88.0 % 72.0% Priest ES 83.0 % 67.0 %

'N/A" indicates data were not available. Some schools may have opened during the 'N/A" indicates data were not available. Some schools may have opened during the
04/05 school year. 04/05 school year.
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2004-05 2003-04 2004-05 2003-04
Decker ES 80.0 % 75.0 % Red Rock ES 95.0 % 90.0 %
Derfelt ES 94.0 % 96.0 % Reed ES 93.0 % 86.0 %
Deskin ES 93.4% 96.0 % Reid ES 100.0 % 100.0 %
Detwiler ES 92.0 % 94.0 % Rhodes ES 97.0 % 92.0 %
Diskin ES 91.0 % 92.0 % Roberts ES 92.0 % 98.0 %
Dondero ES 94.0 % 93.0 % Rogers ES 96.0 % 96.0 %
Dooley ES 97.0 % 99.0 % Ronnow ES 96.0 % 95.0 %
Earl (Ira) ES 90.0 % 94.0 % Ronzone ES 97.0 % 85.0 %
Earl (Marion) ES 90.0 % 100.0 % Rowe ES 90.0 % 92.0 %
Edwards ES 87.0 % 88.0 % Rundle ES 92.0 % 70.0 %
Eisenberg ES 94.0 % 95.0 % Sandy Valley ES/MS 98.0 % 93.0 %
Elizondo ES 85.3 % 89.0 % Scherkenbach ES 74.0 % N/A
Explore Knowledge 100.0 % 90.0 % Sewell ES 95.0 % 93.0 %
Ferron ES 98.2 % 94.0 % Simmons ES 93.0 % N/A
Fitzgerald ES 50.0 % 65.0 % Smith (Hal) ES 72.0% 80.0 %
Fong ES 86.0 % 95.0 % Smith (Helen) ES 94.0 % 95.0 %
French ES 97.0 % 98.0 % Snyder ES 88.3 % 96.0 %
Frias ES 98.0 % 99.0 % Squires ES 90.7 % 75.0 %
Fyfe ES 97.0 % 96.0 % Stanford ES 90.0 % 94.0 %
Galloway ES 98.0 % 97.0% Staton ES 98.0 % 98.0 %
Garehime ES 97.0 % 97.0 % Sunrise Acres ES 95.0 % 65.0 %
Gehring ES 91.6 % 100.0 % Tanaka ES 87.0 % N/A
Gibson (James) ES 85.0 % 97.0 % Tarr ES 96.0 % 93.0 %
Gilbert ES 93.3 % 86.0 % Tate ES 55.0 % 69.0 %
Givens ES 98.0 % N/A Taylor (Glen) ES 100.0 % 100.0 %
Goldfarb ES 92.0 % 94.0 % Taylor (Robert) ES 100.0 % 100.0 %
Goodsprings ES 87.5% 100.0 % Thomas ES 95.0 % 86.0 %
Goolsby ES 99.0 % N/A Thorpe ES 99.6 % 98.0 %
Gragson ES 80.0 % 85.0 % Tobler ES 94.0 % 94.0 %
Gray ES 85.0 % 90.0 % Tomiyasu ES 100.0 % 100.0 %
Griffith ES 87.0% 75.0 % Treem ES 99.0 % 99.0 %
Guy ES 94.0 % 90.0 % Twin Lakes ES 96.0 % 98.0 %
Hancock ES 94.0 % 93.0 % Twitchell ES 100.0 % 100.0 %
Harmon ES 100.0 % 98.0 % Ullom ES 95.5% 95.0 %
Harris ES 95.0 % 98.0 % Vanderburg ES 100.0 % 100.0 %
Hayes ES 97.0 % 85.0 % Vegas Verdes ES 93.0 % 92.0 %
Heard ES 95.0 % 90.0 % Virgin Valley ES 96.0 % 96.0 %
Heckethorn ES 93.0 % 91.0 % Walker International School 93.0 % 92.0 %
Herr ES 90.0 % 95.0 % Ward ES 96.0 % 81.0%
Herron ES 100.0 % 85.0 % Warren ES 94.0 % 89.0 %
Hewetson ES 95.0 % 90.0 % Wasden ES 87.0 % 88.0 %
Hill ES 90.0 % 91.0 % Watson ES 89.0 % 95.0 %
Hinman ES 95.0 % 93.0 % Wengert ES 92.0 % 92.0 %
Hoggard ES 90.0 % 90.0 % Whitney ES 98.0 % 90.0 %
Hollingsworth ES 93.0 % 89.0 % Wiener ES 94.2 % 99.0 %
Hummel ES 93.0 % N/A Wilhelm ES 93.0 % 75.0 %
Indian Springs Schools 86.0 % 70.0 % Williams (Tom) ES 100.0 % 85.0 %

'N/A" indicates data were not available. Some schools may have opened during the

04/05 school year.
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2004-05 2003-04 2004-05 2003-04
Iverson ES 96.4 % 96.0 % Williams (Wendell) ES 81.0 % 85.0 %
Jacobson ES 94.0 % 93.0 % Wolfe (Eva) ES 85.0 % 92.0 %
Jydstrup ES 91.0% 86.0 % Wolff (Elise) ES 96.8 % 100.0 %
Kahre ES 99.0 % 99.0 % Woolley ES 85.0 % 96.0 %
Katz ES 86.0 % 87.0% Wynn ES 90.0 % 95.0 %
‘N/A" indicates data were not available. Some schools may have opened during the ‘N/A" indicates data were not available. Some schools may have opened during the
04/05 school year. 04/05 school year.

District Communication Efforts

Parents and community members are encouraged to be active participants in the educational process.

» Superintendent and district staff appear on radio and television shows that encourage community members to call with questions, comments,
and concerns.

» Superintendent and district staff attend community meetings, encouraging feedback and fostering working relationships.

« District publications and website provide telephone numbers and superintendent’s e-mail.

» Parents regularly participate in a variety CCSD committees.

* The Communications Department responds to or redirects calls for appropriate action.

» Three Back to School Fairs staffed by CCSD personnel are held prior to the new school year.

» Parent concern forms, processed according to district policy, are available.

* A community telephone survey in fall 2004 identified the seven most pressing educational issues, which became the focus of seven public
forums held in each board district, followed by a community-wide forum.

« Surveys were distributed to all parents in fall 2004 requesting feedback regarding school environment and academics.

« Each board meeting is open for public input.
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Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP)

Complete information on Adequate Yearly Progress is available on the “No Child Left Behind” page of the Nevada Department of Education website:

www.doe.nv.gov/nclb.

The AYP data contained in this report may not reflect final decisions relative to the school’s performance in the Nevada AYP accountability system. For
the most current information regarding the 2004-2005 AYP results, please visit the Nevada Department of Education’s website at www.doe.nv.gov/ayp.

District AYP Results

AYP Classification

AYP Designation

District Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress

In Need of Improvement (Year 2)

Number of schools In Need of Improvement: 120

School AYP Results

Percentage of schools In Need of Improvement: 39.7 %

District Name School Name School Level AYP Classification AYP Designation

Clark A-tech High Made Adequate Yearly Progress High Achieving - Status

Clark Acad Ind Study Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Acad Ind Study Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Acad Ind Study High Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 1)

Clark Adams ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 1)

Clark Adcock ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 1)

Charter Agassi Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Charter Agassi Middle Made Adequate Yearly Progress Exemplary

Clark Alamo ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Allen ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Antonello ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Bartlett ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Basic HS High Made Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 1 -
Hold)

Clark Bass ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress High Achieving - Growth

Clark Beatty ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Becker MS Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)

Clark Beckley ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Bell ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Bendorf ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Bennett ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 1)

Clark Bilbray ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Biltmore Continuation HS High Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 1)

Clark Blue Diamond ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Bonanza HS High Made Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 1 -
Hold)

Clark Bonner ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Booker ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)

Clark Boulder City HS High Made Adequate Yearly Progress High Achieving - Status

Clark Bowler (Grant) ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Bowler (Joseph Sr) ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Bracken ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Bridger MS Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 3)

Clark Brinley MS Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)

Clark Brookman ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Brown JHS Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)
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District Name School Name School Level AYP Classification AYP Designation

Clark Bruner ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Bryan (Richard) ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Bryan (Roger) ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Bunker ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Burk Horizon HS Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 1)

Clark Burk Horizon HS High Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 1)

Clark C. C. Detention Middle Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark C. C. Detention High Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark C. C. HS East High Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark C. C. HS South High Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark C. C. HS West High Made Adequate Yearly Progress High Achieving - Status

Clark Cadwallader MS Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Cahlan ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress High Achieving - Growth

Clark Cambeiro ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 3)

Clark Canarelli MS Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Cannon JHS Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)

Clark Canyon Springs HS High Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Carl ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress High Achieving - Growth

Clark Carson ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 3)

Clark Cartwright ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress High Achieving

Clark Cashman MS Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)

Clark Centennial HS High Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Chaparral HS High Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)

Clark Cheyenne HS High Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 1)

Clark Christensen ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Cimarron-Memorial HS High Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Clark HS High Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)

Clark Conners ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Coronado HS High Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Cortez ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Cortney JHS Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)

Clark Cowan Behavior Middle Made Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 1 -
Hold)

Clark Cowan Behavior High Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Cowan Sunset High Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)

Clark Cox (Clyde) ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Cox (David) ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Cozine ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 1)

Clark Craig ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)

Clark Cram MS Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)

Clark Crestwood ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Culley ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Cunningham ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)

Clark Dailey ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)

Clark Darnell ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Dearing ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Decker ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Del Sol HS High Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Derfelt ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate
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District Name School Name School Level AYP Classification AYP Designation

Clark Desert Pines HS High Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)

Clark Desert Willow ES/MS/HS Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Desert Willow ES/MS/HS Middle Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Desert Willow ES/MS/HS High Made Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 1 -
Hold)

Clark Deskin ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 1)

Clark Detwiler ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Diskin ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Dondero ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Dooley ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Durango HS High Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)

Clark Earl (Ira) ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Earl (Marion) ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Edwards ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Eisenberg ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Eldorado HS High Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)

Clark Elizondo ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Charter Explore Knowledge Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Charter Explore Knowledge Middle Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Charter Explore Knowledge High Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Ferron ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Fertitta MS Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Findlay MS Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Fitzgerald ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)

Clark Fong ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Foothill HS High Made Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 1 -
Hold)

Clark Fremont MS Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)

Clark French ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Frias ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Fyfe ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)

Clark Galloway ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 1 -
Hold)

Clark Garehime ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Garrett JHS Middle Made Adequate Yearly Progress High Achieving - Status

Clark Garside JHS Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)

Clark Gehring ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Gibson (James) ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Gibson (Robert) MS Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)

Clark Gilbert ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Givens ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress High Achieving - Status

Clark Goldfarb ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Goodsprings ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Goolshy ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress High Achieving - Status

Clark Gragson ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Gray ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Green Valley HS High Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 1)

Clark Greenspun JHS Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Griffith ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Guinn MS Middle Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate
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District Name School Name School Level AYP Classification AYP Designation

Clark Guy ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Hancock ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Harmon ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)

Clark Harney MS Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 1)

Clark Harris ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 1)

Clark Hayes ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Heard ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Heckethorn ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Herr ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Herron ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 3)

Clark Hewetson ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Hill ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Hinman ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Hoggard ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Hollingsworth ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Hughes MS Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Hummel ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Hyde Park MS Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Indian Springs Schools Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Indian Springs Schools Middle Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Indian Springs Schools High Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Iverson ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Jacobson ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Jeffrey Behavior High Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 1)

Clark Jeffrey Horizon Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Jeffrey Horizon High Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 1)

Clark Johnson JHS Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)

Clark Juvenile Court Schools Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 1)

Clark Juvenile Court Schools Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Juvenile Court Schools High Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 1)

Clark Jydstrup ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Kahre ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Katz ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Keller MS Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)

Clark Kelly ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)

Clark Kesterson ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Charter Keystone Academy High Made Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 1 -
Hold)

Clark Kim ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark King (Martha) ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark King (Martin Luther) ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Knudson MS Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)

Clark Lake ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Lamping ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Las Vegas Academy High Made Adequate Yearly Progress High Achieving - Status

Clark Las Vegas HS High Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)

Clark Laughlin MS/SR HS Middle Made Adequate Yearly Progress High Achieving - Growth

Clark Laughlin MS/SR HS High Made Adequate Yearly Progress High Achieving - Status

Clark Lawrence JHS Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List
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Clark Leavitt MS Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)

Clark Liberty HS High Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Lied MS Middle Made Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 1 -
Hold)

Clark Lincoln ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)

Clark Long ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Lowman ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Lummis ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Lundy ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress High Achieving - Status

Clark Lunt ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 3)

Clark Lynch ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 3)

Clark Lyon MS Middle Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Mack ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Mackey ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Manch ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)

Clark Mannion MS Middle Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Martin MS Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Martinez ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark May ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark McCall ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 3)

Clark McCaw ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 1)

Clark McDoniel ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress High Achieving - Status

Clark McMillan ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark McWilliams ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)

Clark Mendoza ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Miley ES/MS/HS Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Miley ES/MS/HS Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 1)

Clark Miley ES/MS/HS High Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 1)

Clark Miller (Bob) MS Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Miller (John) ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress High Achieving - Status

Clark Miller (Sandy) ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Mitchell ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Moapa Valley HS High Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Mojave HS High Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)

Clark Molasky JHS Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Monaco MS Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)

Clark Moore ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)

Clark Morris Behavior Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)

Clark Morris Horizon High Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 1)

Clark Morris Sunset High Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 1)

Clark Morrow ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Mountain View ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Neal ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Newton ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark O'Callaghan MS Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)

Clark Ober ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Charter Odyssey Charter ES/MS Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)

Charter Odyssey Charter ES/MS Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)

Charter Odyssey Charter HS High Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)
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Clark Orr MS Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)
Clark Palo Verde HS High Made Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 1 -

Hold)

Clark Paradise ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Park ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 3)
Clark Parson ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 1)
Clark Perkins ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Petersen ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Peterson Behavior Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 1)
Clark Peterson Behavior High Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Peterson Horizon Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Peterson Horizon High Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 1)
Clark Piggott ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Pittman ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)
Clark Priest ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Rancho HS High Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)
Clark Red Rock ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Reed ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)
Clark Reid ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Rhodes ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Roberts ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Robison MS Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)
Clark Rogers ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Rogich MS Middle Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Ronnow ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 3)
Clark Ronzone ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Rowe ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Rundle ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)
Clark S.N.V.T.C. High Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Sandy Valley ES/MS Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Sandy Valley ES/MS Middle Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Saville MS Middle Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Sawyer MS Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)
Clark Scherkenbach ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Schofield MS Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Sedway MS Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)
Clark Sewell ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Shadow Ridge HS High Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Sierra Vista HS High Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 1)
Clark Silverado HS High Made Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 1 -

Hold)

Clark Silvestri JHS Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)
Clark Simmons ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Smith (Hal) ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Smith (Helen) ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Smith (J.D.) MS Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)
Clark Snyder ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark South Continuation Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 1)
Clark South Continuation High Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 1)

Website: www.ccsd.net

Page 89 of 99

Clark County School District




2004-2005 Accountability Report

District Name School Name School Level AYP Classification AYP Designation

Clark Southwest Behavior Middle Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Southwest Behavior High Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Spring Mtn School Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Spring Mtn School High Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Spring Valley HS High Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Squires ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Stanford ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 1)
Clark Staton ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress High Achieving - Growth
Clark Stewart School Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress High Achieving - Status
Clark Summit School Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Summit View High Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Sunrise Acres ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)
Clark Swainston MS Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)
Clark Tanaka ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Tarr ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Tate ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 3)
Clark Taylor (Glen) ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Taylor (Robert) ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)
Clark Thomas ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)
Clark Thorpe ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Tobler ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Tomiyasu ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Treem ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Twin Lakes ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)
Clark Twitchell ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Ullom ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)
Clark Valley HS High Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)
Clark Vanderburg ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Variety School Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Variety School Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 1)
Clark Variety School High Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 1)
Clark Vegas Verdes ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 1)
Clark Virgin Valley ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Virgin Valley HS High Made Adequate Yearly Progress High Achieving - Growth
Clark Virtual HS High Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Von Tobel MS Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 3)
Clark Walker International School Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Ward ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Warren ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)
Clark Wasden ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Washington Continuation Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 1)
Clark Watson ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 1)
Clark Wengert ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 1)
Clark West MS Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 3)
Clark Western HS High Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)
Clark White MS Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)
Clark Whitney ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Wiener ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate
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Clark Wilhelm ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Williams (Tom) ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)
Clark Williams (Wendell) ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 3)
Clark Wolfe (Eva) ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Wolff (Elise) ES Elementary Made Adequate Yearly Progress Adequate

Clark Woodbury MS Middle Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress In Need of Improvement (Year 2)
Clark Woolley ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List

Clark Wynn ES Elementary Did Not Make Adequate Yearly Progress Watch List
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Summary of Standards-Based Test Performance

Nevada used criterion referenced tests to measure student achievement relative to Nevada's academic standards. For more detailed information and
other assessment information, refer to www.nevadareportcard.com.

ED = Percentage of students performing in the lowest range of achievement (Emergent/Developing)
AS = Percentage of students performing in the Approaches Standards range of achievement

MS = Percentage of students performing in the Meets Standards range of achievement

ES = Percentage of students performing in the highest range of achievement (Exceeds Standards)

K-8 Reading Writing Math Science
ED AS MS ES ED AS MS ES ED AS MS ES ED AS MS ES

State 12% | 42% |35% | 11% | 10% | 36% | 41% | 12% | 14% | 36% [ 35% | 15% | 13% | 34% | 41% | 12%
District 14% | 43% | 33% | 10% 11 % | 38% | 40% | 11% | 16 % | 37% | 33% | 15% | 16 % | 36 % | 38 % | 10 %
Acad Ind Study 10% | 38% | 42% | 10% | 0% |43% |43% | 14% J30% |39% |26% | 4% §22% |35% [38% | 5%
Adams ES 13% | 39% | 34% | 14% | 13% | 46% | 32% | 9% | 10% | 26 % [ 38% | 26 % | N/A N/A N/A N/A
Adcock ES 22% |40% | 32% | 5% J14% |49% |31 % | 6% J12% |44% [ 30% | 14% J15% |54% | 26% | 6%
Agassi 8% |43% (40% | 9% | 3% [37% |46% | 13% | 11% |36% [39% |14% J10% |39% | 47% | 4%
Alamo ES 10% | 40% | 36% | 13% | 6% | 34% |43% |17% | 6% |37% | 35% | 22% | 12% | 38% | 38% | 13 %
Allen ES 8% |30% |42% |20% | 5% [30% | 46% | 19% | 5% | 24% | 38% [ 32% ] 9% |25% | 37% | 29%
Antonello ES 8% |35%|41% | 16% J11% |53% [32% | 4% J10% |37% |33% |20% | 8% | 33% |37% | 22%
Bartlett ES 1% |25% | 50% | 24% | 6% | 23% | 54% | 16% | 1% |15% |40% |43 % | 1% |16% |41% | 41 %
Bass ES 4% |34% |53% | 9% | 5% |48% [40% | 7% | 2% | 28% | 46% | 25% ] 5% | 40% | 36% | 19 %
Beatty ES 7% |40% [43% | 10% J13% |43% [ 38% | 5% | 7% |37% |41 % |14% | 6% | 33% |41% | 19%
Becker MS 4% |27% | 48% |21 % | 2% |19% |44 % | 35% | 12% | 26% |44 % | 19% | 6% | 24% | 60 % | 10 %
Beckley ES 18% | 50% | 26% | 7% J19% |43% |35% | 3% | 18% |46% | 28% | 8% J20% |46% [ 26 % | 8 %
Bell ES 25% |55% | 17% | 4% J32% |47% |16% | 4% J23% |42% |29% | 7% J30% |46% |17% | 7%
Bendorf ES 2% |31% [43% |24% ) 3% [36% |48% |12% | 1% |17% | 34% |49% | 3% |21% |44% | 32%
Bennett ES 22% | 52% |21 % | 6% J15% |62% |22% | 1% J12% |45% | 35% | 9% J14% |44% | 30% | 11 %
Bilbray ES 3% |41% |43% |14% | 4% |37% |44% |15% ] 4% |32% |39% | 24% ]| 3% |41% | 34% | 22%
Blue Diamond ES 10% | 50% | 30 % | 10 % - - - - 20% | 40% | 30% | 10 % - - - -

Bonner ES 6% |35%|43% | 16% | 5% |37% |48% |10% | 2% |29% |38% | 30% | 8% |30% |40% | 22%
Booker ES 13% [ 59% |24% | 4% J10% |58% |31% | 2% | 9% |[52% [32% | 6% J18% |63% |15% | 5%
Bowler (Grant) ES 7% |45% [39% | 10% | 8% |39% [34% |19% )] 4% |35% |42% |20% | 7% |36% | 33% | 24%
Bowler (Joseph Sr)ES | 18% | 52% | 25% | 4% | 4% |43% |41% | 12% |11 % [54% | 27% | 8% | 12% | 46% | 21% | 21 %
Bracken ES 7% |49% [ 36% | 8% | 5% |42% |40% | 13% ] 2% |45% |37% | 15% ] 1% |39% |35% | 25%
Bridger MS 17% | 49% | 30% | 4% J11% |56% | 31% | 1% |31% |36% [31% | 2% |J23% |49% |28% | 1%
Brinley MS 13% |46 % |34% | 6% |12% | 36% | 42% [10% | 23% |41% [31% | 6% J14% |35% | 48% | 3%
Brookman ES 9% |43% [38% | 10% J13% |40% |[41% | 6% | 3% |37% |41 % |19% | 7% |39% |29% | 25%
Brown JHS 13% | 41% | 36% |10% | 8% |35% |48% | 9% J21% |29% |41 % |10% | 13% | 33% [48% | 6%
Bruner ES 13% | 45% | 36% | 6% J11% |56% |27% | 5% J11% | 38% | 38% | 13% J17% | 37% [39% | 8%
Bryan (Richard) ES 6% |31%|41% | 23% ] 2% |32% |54% | 13% | 5% |24% |38% |33% [ 4% |24% |41% | 31%
Bryan (Roger) ES 9% |40% [38% |14% | 6% [34% |52% | 8% | 8% |31% |40% |21% J12% |34% |35% | 19%
Bunker ES 12% | 45% | 36% | 7% J11% |49% |31% |10% | 8% |41% |37% |14% | 8% |44% | 34% |14 %
Burk Horizon HS 23% | 69% | 8% | 0% - - - - 62% | 23% | 15% | 0% J36% |5% | 9% | 0%
C. C. Detention N/A N/A N/A N/A - - - - N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
Cadwallader MS 8% |46% [36% | 10% | 3% |26% [55% | 16% J19% | 36% [ 36% | 9% J11% |36% |[49% | 4%
Cahlan ES 15% |42% |35% | 9% |17% |57% | 26% | 0% | 8% |35% [35% |22% | 21% | 44% | 25% | 10 %
Cambeiro ES 28% |50% |21 % | 1% J28% |54% | 18% | 0% J18% |51 % |[25% | 6% J24% |52% |21 % | 3%

‘-"indicates data not presented for groups fewer than 10.
‘N/A indicates that this population was not represented.
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ED AS MS ES ED AS MS ES ED AS MS ES ED AS MS ES

Canarelli MS 8% |38%|44% |10% ) 3% |26% [52% | 19% J17% | 31% |42% | 11% | 8% |28% |59 % | 5%
Cannon JHS 13% |49% |30% | 8% J10% |37% |42% [11% | 26% | 38% [30% | 5% J17% |41% |40% | 2%
Carl ES 6% |44% |36% | 13% ] 9% |45% [ 33% | 14% | 7% |43% |31 % |19% 12% | 38% | 29% | 20 %
Carson ES 26% | 59% | 15% | 0% |32% |46% | 20% | 2% J19% |56% [20% | 4% 33% |57% | 7% | 4%
Cartwright ES 9% |33%|40% |19% ) 2% |42% |51 % | 5% | 3% |24% |40% |33% [ 2% |24% |44% | 31 %
Cashman MS 26% |52% | 20% | 2% J 9% |45% | 42% | 5% J36% |38% |[22% | 3% J32% |42% | 25% | 1%
Christensen ES 6% |37% [43% |14% | 6% [40% |44% | 11% | 6% | 36% |35% |23% | 3% |28% | 45% | 24 %
Conners ES 4% |40% |40% | 16% J10% | 35% |45% |10% | 4% | 38% | 37% |20% | 9% |45% | 28% | 18 %
Cortez ES 22% | 58% | 17% | 3% J27% |54% |19% | 1% J16% | 54% [21% | 8% J16% |54% | 23% | 7%
Cortney JHS 12% | 46% | 35% | 7% | 5% |38% | 44% |13% | 24% | 39% | 33% | 5% J17% |40% |41% | 3%
Cowan Behavior 32% |51% | 16% | 1% J16% |60% |[24% | 0% J62% |29% | 9% | 0% J74% |23% | 3% | 0%
Cox (David) ES 7% | 28% [45% | 19% | 11% [31% |45% | 12% | 4% | 26% | 36% | 35% | 6% |31% |36% | 27 %
Cozine ES 12% | 47% | 32% | 9% J15% |35% |41% | 9% | 6% |44% |37% |12% | 12% | 42% | 32% | 15%
Craig ES 28% | 54% | 15% | 2% |38% |46% |15% | 2% J13% |50% [27% | 10% J19% |62% |15% | 3%
Cram MS 9% |43% [39% | 9% J 5% |31% [49% | 15% J21% |32% |40% | 8% J14% |31% |51% | 4%
Crestwood ES 14% | 51% | 30% | 5% J25% | 57% | 17% | 1% J10% |49% | 29% |12% | 13% | 46% | 31 % | 10 %
Culley ES 29% |52% [17% | 2% J19% |47% [29% | 4% J26% [49% |20% | 5% |23% |52% | 18% | 7%
Cunningham ES 20% |46% | 26% | 7% J19% |52% [ 28% | 1% J19% |35% | 29% | 18% 23 % |43 % |24 % | 9%
Dailey ES 28% | 50% | 18% | 4% J27% |48% |19% | 5% §23% |49% [21% | 8% 35% |45% |17% | 3%
Darnell ES T% |42% [ 39% | 13% | 3% |46% |44% | 7% | 8% |36% |36% |20% 1 12% | 32% | 29% | 27 %
Dearing ES 31% |51 % | 15% | 3% J25% |60% | 15% | 0% J19% |58 % [ 19% | 4% J23% |56 % |17% | 4%
Decker ES 16% [51% |25% | 8% | 15% |48% | 34% | 3% | 13% | 50% [27% |10% | 16% | 53% | 23% | 8%
Derfelt ES 5% |35%|[40% | 19% ] 9% |32% [38% |21 % | 7% | 24% |43% |27 % | 3% | 31% |36% | 31%
Desert Willow ) } } ) ) : ) ) } } ) ) ) } R )
ES/MS/HS

Deskin ES 12% | 40% [ 34% | 14% | 12% | 40% | 40% | 8% J14% [ 32% | 31% [24% | 12% | 41% | 23% | 23 %
Detwiler ES 31% |51 % | 16 % | 2% J28% |58 % | 12% | 1% J29% |49% |[19% | 3% J35% |52% |11% | 2%
Diskin ES 20% | 46% | 27% | 7% | 25% |43 % | 28% | 4% J12% |40% | 31% | 17% J21% |48% | 21% | 10%
Dondero ES 16% | 47% | 30% | 8% J17% |47% | 30% | 5% J10% |48% | 31% |10% | 12% | 42% | 31% | 15%
Dooley ES 5% |37% |45% | 13% ] 7% |50% [ 37% | 6% | 3% |24% |45% | 28% | 3% | 23% | 44% | 30%
Earl (Ira) ES 27% |49% | 21% | 3% |32% |53% (14% | 1% J18% [50% |27% | 5% |22% |49% | 20% | 9%
Earl (Marion) ES 10% |41% | 43% | 6% | 9% |44% |42% | 6% | 3% |39% |44% |15% ) 7% |43% | 37% | 13 %
Edwards ES 19% [ 59% | 19% | 3% J19% |56% |22% | 2% J14% |57 % | 23% | 6% J15% |49% [28% | 8%
Eisenberg ES 7% |40% [40% | 13% | 5% |43% |43 % | 9% | 7% |33% |39% |21 % | 7% |36% |38% | 19%
Elizondo ES 15% |46% | 31% | 7% J10% |52% | 33% | 4% J14% |42% | 32% |12% | 16% | 42% | 31% | 11 %
Explore Knowledge 5% |33% [51%|11%)] 9% [27% |50% | 14% | 16% |44% |32% | 8% | 6% |40% | 38% | 16 %
Ferron ES 16% | 56% | 23% | 6% J14% |59% | 24% | 3% J15% |45% |27 % |14% J17% | 50% | 29% | 4%
Fertitta MS 6% |35% |47% |12% | 4% |18% | 56% |23 % J11% |31% |46% | 11% | 12% | 34% |53 % | 2%
Findlay MS 18% |49% | 27% | 7% J10% | 29% | 50% |11 % | 37% | 34% | 26% | 3% J27% | 35% | 36% | 2%
Fitzgerald ES 32% |52% | 14% | 2% J27% |52% [ 22% | 0% J23% |51% |[22% | 3% J26% |56% | 18% | 1%
Fong ES 20% |49% | 25% | 6% | 7% |50% (39% | 5% J22% [46% |24% | 8% |26% |47% | 18% | 9%
Fremont MS 22% | 56% |21 % | 1% J18% |41% | 35% | 6% J39% |37% [ 23% | 1% J34% |38% |28% | 0%
French ES 14% | 42% | 34% | 10% J12% | 36% | 42% [ 11% | 7% |30% |47 % |16% | 6% | 23% | 42% | 29 %
Frias ES 6% |35% |41% |17% ] 7% |41% |45% | 8% | 3% |34% |38% | 25% ] 3% |38% |41% | 18%
Fyfe ES 28% |42% | 24% | 6% J22% |45% | 29% | 3% J16% |44% | 26% | 14% J21% |43 % | 28% | 8%
Galloway ES 9% |43% [37% |11% | 11% [53% |36% | 0% | 8% |40% | 33% |20% | 6% |39% | 35% | 20%

‘-’ indicates data not presented for groups fewer than 10.
‘N/A indicates that this population was not represented.
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Garehime ES 4% |37% |42% |18% | 5% | 32% |48% |14% | 3% |24% |42% |31% | 5% |29% | 41% | 26 %
Garrett JHS 6% |29% [48% |17% ) 1% [24% |59% |16% | 9% |22% |47% |22% | 3% |22% | 64% | 11%
Garside JHS 12% | 50% | 32% | 6% | 9% |38% |44% | 8% J24% |37% | 34% | 5% J22% |42% |35% | 1%
Gehring ES 7% |39% |43% | 11% | 6% [45% |45% | 4% | 5% | 36% | 39% | 20% | 12% | 38% | 32% | 18 %
Gibson (James) ES 4% |34% |47% |15% ) 4% |45% |46% | 5% | 7% | 26% | 42% | 25% | 4% | 28% | 34% | 34 %
Gibson (Robert) MS 16% | 55% | 25% | 3% J15% | 43% | 35% | 7% J30% |39% | 26% | 5% J23% |45% | 32% | 0%
Gilbert ES 14% | 36% |40% | 9% |14% |43% | 32% |11 % | 14% | 34% [38% | 14% | 11% | 34% | 29% | 26 %
Givens ES 2% |30% |46% | 22% ] 1% |46% |40% | 12% | 2% |18% |39% |41 % | 0% | 27% |42% | 31 %
Goldfarb ES 8% |48% |36% )| 9% J11% [52% |32% | 5% | 9% |33% |40% |18% J19% |31% | 36% | 14 %
Goodsprings ES - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Goolsby ES 3% |24% |48% | 25% ) 1% |46% |44% | 9% | 3% |16% |39% |42% [ 2% | 21% | 37% | 39%
Gragson ES 25% |50% [21% | 4% J20% |47% (30% | 2% J19% [43% |30% | 8% |28% |46% |20% | 7%
Gray ES 14% | 47% | 32% | 7% J13% | 37% |44% | 6% J12% | 33% | 34% | 21% | 23% | 34% | 26 % | 17 %
Greenspun JHS 2% |27% | 47% | 24% | 3% |16% | 51% | 30% | 8% | 23% |49% | 19% | 4% | 22% | 63% | 12%
Griffith ES 21% |48% | 25% | 6% J19% | 51% [ 28% | 1% J10% | 37% [ 39% | 14% J16% |51 % | 26% | 8%
Guinn MS 6% |40% |42% | 11% | 4% |24% [54% | 19% J12% | 36% |43 % | 10% | 9% |30% [ 59% | 3%
Guy ES 9% |44% [33% |14% | 5% [42% |47% | 6% | 9% |39% |29% | 23% J16% |41% | 28% | 16 %
Hancock ES 19% |43% | 31% | 7% J12% |52% | 32% | 4% J14% |43% | 31% |12% | 18% | 37% | 29% | 16 %
Harmon ES 18% | 48% | 30% | 4% J17% |42% |34% | 7% J12% |39% | 31% |18% 24% |47 % | 18% | 11 %
Harney MS 13% |49% | 32% | 7% | 6% |33% |47% |14% | 26% |34% | 32% | 8% J21% |37% |39% | 3%
Harris ES 17% | 43% | 32% | 7% 21 % |51% | 24% | 4% J15% | 44% | 23% | 18% | 16% | 48% | 25% | 10 %
Hayes ES 8% |41% [40% |12% J10% [35% | 42% | 13% | 11% | 29% | 35% |24% | 7% |41% | 40% | 12%
Heard ES 11% |35% | 41% |14% | 6% |45% | 35% |13% | 12% | 32% | 36% | 20% | 4% |30% | 41% | 26 %
Heckethorn ES 6% |36% |43% |15% | 5% [43% |42% | 9% | 5% |31% |39% |25% ] 6% |29% | 41% | 23%
Herr ES 10% | 51% | 30% | 9% J15% |52% | 29% | 4% J11% |42% |32% |15% ] 9% |47% | 31% | 12%
Herron ES 38% | 53% | 8% 1% |26% | 55% |19% | 1% | 23% [56% |19% | 3% | 34% |48% |13% | 4%
Hewetson ES 31% | 49% | 18% | 2% |32% |54% (13% | 2% | 23% [48% |24% | 5% |26% |47T% | 22% | 5%
Hill ES 9% |37% |42% |12% J14% |46% | 34% | 6% | 7% |34% |40% |19% ] 5% |25% | 38% | 33%
Hinman ES 9% |51% |32% | 7% J13% |46% | 37% | 5% J13% |39% |29% | 19% | 14% | 37% | 32% | 16 %
Hoggard ES 8% |30% [41% |21% | 5% |30% [ 52% | 14% J10% | 28% | 34% | 28% | 9% | 19% | 42% | 30 %
Hollingsworth ES 26% | 55% | 16 % | 3% J29% |55% | 14% | 2% J24% |51% |18% | 7% J26% |53 % |17% | 5%
Hughes MS 8% |36% [44% |13% | 5% [33% |55% | 7% ]22% |30% |38% |10% | 13% |32% |52% | 3%
Hummel ES 7% |48% [36% | 9% J14% |55% |30% | 1% | 7% |36% |33% |23% J10% |34% |38% | 18%
Hyde Park MS 5% |25% | 43% | 27% | 4% [19% | 49% | 29% | 9% | 18% |36% [ 37% | 5% |19% | 59% | 17 %
Indian Springs Schools | 14% |57 % |21 % | 8% | 8% | 35% | 52% | 6% |29% [35% [ 30% | 6% | 13% | 38% | 39% | 11 %
Iverson ES 5% |46% [38% |12% | 8% |57% |31% | 4% | 4% |30% |43% | 23% | 4% |33% |41% | 22%
Jacobson ES 11% |44% | 36% | 10% | 10% | 34% |45% [10% | 9% | 34% [36% | 21% | 13% | 36 % | 33% | 18 %

Jeffrey Horizon - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Johnson JHS 6% [40% |42% | 12% ]| 4% | 23% | 53% | 21% J17% [34% [39% [10% J11% | 30% | 53% | 6 %
Juvenile Court Schools | 41% | 44% | 15% | 0% 22% |47% [31% | 0% J70% |27% | 3% | 0% | 52% |28% [20% | 0%
Jydstrup ES 13% | 48% | 31% | 8% J16% |50% |26% | 8% J11% |41% | 36% | 11% | 13% |48% | 28% | 11 %
Kahre ES 10% |31% |43% | 16% | 6% |45% | 39% |10% | 8% |27 % [35% [ 30% | 15% [ 19% | 34% | 32%
Katz ES 13% | 40% | 37% | 9% | 5% |36% |45% | 14% | 14% | 36% | 30% | 19% | 18 % | 36 % | 28 % | 18 %
Keller MS 18% |43% | 30% | 8% | 8% |36% |44% |11% |32% [34% [28% | 6% J24% [32% |41% | 2%
Kelly ES 24% |1 61% | 13% | 1% J24% |59% | 16% | 0% J33% |51% |13% | 3% |52% |42% | 6% | 0%
Kesterson ES 3% |44% |45% | 8% | 6% [38% |47% |10% | 5% |29% |46% [ 21% | 5% |29% | 38% | 29%

*-"indicates data not presented for groups fewer than 10.
‘N/A’ indicates that this population was not represented.
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ED | As [ Mms | Es | ep | As [ Mms | Es | eED | As | ms | Es | ED | As | mMs | Es
Kim ES 12% [37% [41% [10% [14% [46% [32% | 8% | 8% [30% [38% [24% | 8% [38% [ 39% | 16 %
King (Martha) ES 5% |31% [47% |16% [ 6% [36% |[54% | 4% | 5% |27% [38% [30% | 9% [27% |31% | 33%
King (Martin Luther) ES [ 27% | 45% [27% | 1% |21% [ 46% [32% | 1% J18% [43% [28% [10% | 15% |42% [33% | 9%
Knudson MS 7% |[30% [45% [18% | 7% |26% |49% [18% |16 % [28% | 43% | 13% | 12% [ 29% [ 54% | 5%
Lake ES 21% [54% [22% | 2% [36% |43% [20% | 1% J20% | 48% |24% | 8% |26% [55% [14% | 5%
Lamping ES 2% [27% [50% [21% [ 3% [|33% |51% [13% | 3% [16% | 42% |39% | 4% [21% [39% | 35 %
Las Vegas HS NA | NA ] Na | A ] - - - S INna ] NA ] NA T NnA T NA L NA ] A ] A
Laughlin MS/SR HS 17% [ 18% [50% [ 15% | 4% [34% |51% [10% | 14% [35% [ 38% |14% | 14% [ 25% [58% | 3%
Lawrence JHS 7% [34% [42% [17% | 5% |27% |[52% [16% | 13% [26% [41% | 20% | 9% [26% [57% | 8%
Leavitt MS 8% [30% [47% [16% [ 3% |19% |52%w 26w J11% [27% |47% | 15% ]| 8% [24% [65% | 3%
Lied MS 5% [39% [43% [14% [ 3% [24% |50% [23% | 17% [34% [38% |12% | 8% [32% [56% | 4%
Lincoln ES 29% | 51% [19% | 1% [35% [52% | 13% | 0% J20% |52% [23% | 5% [25% [54% [18% | 3%
Long ES 27% [49% [21% | 3% [17% |44% [31% | 7% J12% [52% |24% | 12% | 16% [53% [ 26 % | 5%
Lummis ES 3% [34% [44% [19% | 2% |27% |47% [24% | 2% [32% [38% |28% | 3% [26% [ 34% [ 38 %
Lundy ES 8% [17% [25% [50% | nvvA | NA | NA | NA J 0% | 25% [ 33% | 42w ] - - - -
Lunt ES 34% [51% [13% | 2% [30% |50% [17% | 2% |30% [52% |17% | 2% |35% [51% [11% | 3%
Lynch ES 21% | 57% [18% | 3% [20% [55% |24% | 2% J20% |44 % [ 23w [12% | 27% [54% [18% | 1%
Lyon MS 5% [30% [45% [21% [ 3% [33% |56% | 7% J12% [24% |47% |17% | 7% [18% [67% | 8%
Mack ES 9% [32% [42% [17% [10% |38% |43% [10% | 6% [35% [37% |22% | 4% [31% [ 37% [ 28 %
Mackey ES 7% |[46% [38% | 9% [14% |38% |32% |16% ] 7% [40% [37% |15% | 12% [32% [ 39% | 17 %
Manch ES 24% [53% [19% | 4% [17% |48% [30% | 5% J15% [51% |26% | 8% |26% [54% [16% | 4%
Mannion MS 13% [47% [30% | 9% [ 5% [22% |54% [18% |27% | 30% [32% [11% [ 19% [30% [46% | 5%
Martin MS 20% [56% [18% | 6% [17% |44% [35% | 4% |39% [35% |20% | 6% |32% [40% [26% | 2%
Martinez ES 30% [54% [16% | 1% [37% |48% [14% | 2% J19% [50% [27% | 5% |36% [51% | 8% | 5%
May ES 6% [36% [48% [10% [ 7% |46% |40% | 7% | 4% [31%|45% |19% | 5% [33% [ 43% | 20 %
McCall ES 33% [47% [19% | 1% [10% |71% [19% | 0% J21% |56% |22% | 2% J29% [51% [17% | 3%
McCaw ES 25% | 45% [26% | 4% [23% [52% |25% | 1% J24% |37% [29% [10% [ 30% [ 32% [30% | 8%
McDoniel ES 2% [29% [48% [20% [ 2% |35% |46% [17% ] 0% [24% |47% |28% | 3% [15% [ 34% | 48 %
McMillan ES 12% [37% [35% [ 16 % [15% | 49% [ 33% | 3% | 9% [40% [29% | 22% | 12% [39% [ 32% [ 17 %
McWilliams ES 29% [51% [17% | 2% [27% |50% [21% | 1% [26% |48% |21% | 5% J16% [57% | 16 % | 10%
Mendoza ES 15% [48% [29% | 7% [14% | 45% |36% | 5% | 9% [44% [31% |16% | 15% [45% [ 290% [ 11 %
Miley ES/MS/HS 9% [55% [36% | 0% | - - - - - - - - - - - -
Miller (Bob) MS 4% [28% [46% | 22% | 2% |15% [48% [35% J10% |25% |43% [22% | 6% [20% [ 62% | 13%
Miller (Sandy) ES 9% [41% [37% [13% | 6% |49% |36% | 8% | 4% [34% [37% |25% | 3% [31% [38% [ 28 %
Molasky JHS 6% [34% [44% [15% | 4% |24% | 53w [20%w ] 12% [22% | 48% | 18% | 11% [22% [59% | 9%
Monaco MS 26% [52% [19% | 2% [15% |44% [35% | 5% |32% | 42% |24% | 2% J24% [47% [29% | 0%
Moore ES 21% |59% [18% | 2% [25% [53% | 19% | 4% J15% |54% [28% | 4% |26 % [46% [23% | 5%
Morris Behavior 23% [61% [14% | 2% [23% |65% [10% | 3% |55% [34% |11% | 0% |23% [53% [21% | 2%
Morrow ES 3% [32% [40% [25% | 7% |39% |47% | 7% | 3% [25% [41% [32% | 4% [22% [ 38% | 36 %
Mountain View ES 21% [49% [27% | 3% [18% |[45% [32% | 5% J19% |42% [32% | 7% J22% [42% [ 24% | 13%
Neal ES 5% [38% [43% [15% [10% |38% |47% | 5% | 4% [30% [ 44% |21% | 6% [29% [ 40% | 26 %
Newton ES 5% |35% [49% |11% [11% [44% [39% | 6% | 1% |26 % [47% | 26% | 5% |[18% | 49% | 28 %
O'Callaghan MS 14% [ 49% [30% | 7% [ 6% [33% |47% 14w [ 24% [43% [ 28% | 5% J16% [36% [44% | 4%
Ober ES 2% [31% [41% [26% | 4% |32% |43% [22% | 1% [21% [34% |43% | 2% [21% [ 41% [ 36 %
gg}’l\s/lssey(:ha”er 10% | 38% [38% | 15% | 9% [38% [42% |11% | 22% | 40% | 28% | 10% | 20% | 33% [ 39% | 9%

‘-’ indicates data not presented for groups fewer than 10.
‘N/A indicates that this population was not represented.
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ED AS MS ES ED AS MS ES ED AS MS ES ED AS MS ES

Orr MS 16% |49% | 28% | 6% J13% |46% | 32% | 8% |35% |37% | 24% | 4% | 23% |44 % |31% | 2%
Paradise ES 26% |50% [21% | 3% |23% |50% (24% | 3% J27% [49% |20% | 4% |46% |38% | 13% | 2%
Park ES 28% |49% | 18% | 5% J19% |52% |[29% | 1% J23% |46% |24 % | 6% J26% |44 % | 23% | 8%
Parson ES 11% [ 50% | 32% | 6% J12% |44% |40% | 4% J11% | 37% | 39% | 13% | 13% | 41% | 36 % | 10 %
Perkins ES 5% |51% [37% | 7% | 4% |52% |36% | 8% | 4% |42% |39% |16% | 5% |41% |36% | 18%
Petersen ES 37% |47% | 14% | 3% J38% |53% |10% | 0% J32% |47% |17% | 3% J40% |52% | 7% | 2%
Peterson Behavior 49% | 36% |15% | 0% | 8% |[63% |25% | 4% |53% |33%[14% | 0% J73% |27% | 0% | 0%
Peterson Horizon - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Piggott ES 6% [|39% |45% | 11% | 8% [40% | 44% | 9% | 6% | 34% |39% |20% | 6% |31% | 44% | 20%
Pittman ES 24% |44 % | 24% | 7% J25% |39% |32% | 4% J18% |47 % | 25% | 10% J 27 % | 39% | 24 % | 11 %
Priest ES 20% | 53% | 23% | 4% J15% |51% [ 33% | 1% J22% |40% [29% | 9% J23% |49% | 25% | 3%
Red Rock ES 13% |48% |34% | 5% | 9% |53% |35% | 3% J12% |41% [31% |17% | 14% |38% | 35% | 13%
Reed ES 20% |51 % | 25% | 4% J13% |47% | 34% | 6% J18% |49% |[24% | 9% J16% |48% |27 % | 9%
Reid ES 0% | 73% | 9% |18% | 0% |60% |40% | 0% J 0% |55% | 27% | 18 % - - - -

Rhodes ES 5% |39% |41% |15% | 2% [36% |49% |13% | 3% |28% |44 % | 25% | 6% | 31% | 36% | 26 %
Roberts ES 5% |39% [41% | 16% | 5% |36% |50% | 8% | 4% |35% |37% | 25% ] 9% [ 31% |38% | 22%
Robison MS 55% | 40% | 5% | 0% J20% | 43% (34% | 3% |38% [36% |24% | 2% |30% |37% |32% | 0%
Rogers ES 3% |45% |43 % | 9% | 4% |26% | 50% | 20% | 4% | 26% |42% | 28% | 8% | 31% | 38% | 23%
Rogich MS 3% |27% |48% | 22% | 2% [20% | 48% | 29% | 9% | 21% |49% [ 21% | 5% | 19% | 66 % | 10 %
Ronnow ES 21% |56 % |21 % | 2% J29% |51% | 20% | 1% J16% |45% | 28% | 12% J 17 % |53 % | 22% | 8%
Ronzone ES 19% | 48% | 28% | 5% J17% | 5% | 24% | 3% J16% |45% | 30% | 9% J21% | 40% | 29% | 10 %
Rowe ES 24% |45% | 25% | 6% | 18% |53% (24% | 4% J19% [43% |30% | 9% |28% |44% | 20% | 8%
Rundle ES 24% | 55% | 16 % | 5% J26% |54% | 19% | 1% J16% |46% [ 28% | 9% J18% |56 % | 20% | 6 %
Sandy Valley ES/MS 7% |53% |35% )| 5% J11% |44% |42% | 4% J14% |46% | 30% | 11% | 13% | 30% | 46 % | 11 %
Saville MS 4% |38% |44% |14% ] 4% |30% |52% |15% | 12% | 34% |42% | 12% | 7% | 30% |58% | 5%
Sawyer MS 8% |37% |47% | 8% | 2% |16% [ 56 % | 26% J21% | 30% |[40% | 9% J15% |34% |49% | 3%
Scherkenbach ES 7% |40% [41% |11% | 5% [36% |46% |12% | 8% |30% |41% |21% | 5% |32% |38% | 25%
Schofield MS 13% | 35% | 40% | 12% | 5% | 22% | 51% | 22% J19% | 28% | 38% | 15% | 12% | 23% | 57% | 8%
Sedway MS 20% | 53% | 24% | 3% J14% |44% | 39% | 3% |35% |37% [26% | 2% 23% |41% |34% | 2%
Sewell ES 13% | 47% | 30% | 9% J14% |50% | 32% | 5% J11% |43% |32% |15% ] 6% |43% | 27% | 24 %
Silvestri JHS 8% |41% [37% |13% )] 2% |20% (54 % | 23% | 9% |33% |44% | 14% ] 7% |28% |60% | 5%
Simmons ES 16% [39% | 37% | 8% |13% |53% | 29% | 4% | 15% | 34% [38% | 13% | 21% |34% | 29% | 16 %
Smith (Hal) ES 18% | 51% | 27 % | 4% J23% |52% | 25% | 1% J19% |41 % | 30% |10% | 25% | 39% | 31% | 5%
Smith (Helen) ES 8% |40% | 37% | 15% | 14% |47% | 33% | 5% J12% | 26% | 36% | 26% | 6% | 39% | 35% | 20%
Smith (J.D.) MS 34% |53% | 12% | 1% J15% |47% | 34% | 4% J48% |35% |14% | 2% J35% |47% |17% | 0%
Snyder ES 20% | 54% | 24% | 2% J21% |58% |19% | 2% J13% |51% [30% | 6% J27% |48% |20% | 5%
South Continuation 56% | 38% | 6% | 0% | NJA | N/A [ N/A | NA J94% | 6% | 0% | 0% |88%| 0% |13% | 0%
Southwest Behavior 44% | 41% | 13% | 3% [13% |54% | 33% | 0% |52% | 30% |18% | 0% |55% [30% |15% | 0%
Spring Mtn School 13% | 73% | 13% | 0% J17% |50% |33% | 0% |87 % |13% | 0% | 0% J47% |33% [20% | 0%
Squires ES 23% |60% | 16% | 1% J14% |53% [31% | 2% J11% |57% | 28% | 4% J21% |53 % |22% | 4%
Stanford ES 16% |44% | 32% | 7% J15% | 50% | 30% | 5% J14% |47% | 27% | 13% | 24% | 40% | 25% | 11 %
Staton ES 3% |26% [52% |18% | 6% [30% |50% | 14% | 2% |20% |40% | 38% | 5% |20% | 45% | 30 %
Summit School - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Sunrise Acres ES 36% |49% | 13% | 2% J42% |44% |13% | 1% §22% |51% [22% | 5% |35% |46% |17% | 2%
Swainston MS 14% | 48% | 32% | 6% | 7% |37% |47% | 9% J27% |40% | 28% | 5% J15% | 39% | 43% | 3%
Tanaka ES 9% |42% [ 38% | 11% | 8% |42% |41 % | 9% J10% |35% |32% | 23% J10% |42% | 37% | 12%

*-"indicates data not presented for groups fewer than 10.
‘N/A’ indicates that this population was not represented.
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ED | As [ mMs | Ees]ebp | as|{ms|eEs]ep] as|ms|eEs]eEp] as | ms| Es
Tarr ES 2% [34% [45% [19% [ 7% [39% | 40% [13% | 5% [29% [39% |[27% | 10% [ 29% [ 40% | 21 %
Tate ES 24% [57% [16% | 2% [32% |56% [12% | 1% J15% | 47% |30% | 8% J19% [50% [22% | s %
Taylor (Glen) ES 2% [27% [49% [22% [ 5% |38% |48% | 9% | 5% [22% | 40% |33% | 5% [27% [33% [ 35 %
Taylor (Robert) ES 25% [51% [21% | 3% [28% |54% [19% | 0% J14% [51% [ 29% | 7% |23% [48% [22% | 7%
Thomas ES 26% | 56% [16% | 2% [31% |50% [15% | 4% [21% [48% [26% | 5% [20% [58% | 17% | 6%
Tobler ES 19% [42% [34% | 6% [12% | 44% |39% | 5% J18% [36% [37% |10% | 9% [40% [37% [ 14 %
Tomiyasu ES 14% [34% [40% [129% | 13% | 51% |26 % [ 10% | 13% [ 34 % [38% | 15% | 14% [ 31% [ 33% [ 22 %
Treem ES 8% [39% [40% [12% [10% | 43% |39% | 8% | 5% [34% [38% |23% | 10% [32% [ 36% | 22%
Twin Lakes ES 23% [55% [20% | 2% [12% |47% [34% | 6% J13% [57% |23% | 7% J11% [56% [26% | 7%
Twitchell ES 1% [25% |46% |28% [ 26% [19% [ 31% [24% | 3% [20% |36% |41% | 3% [26% | 30% | 41 %
Ullom ES 26% [47% [22% | 6% [18% |51% [27% | 4% J19% |46% |24% | 11% | 31% [49% [15% | 5%
Vanderburg ES 5% [21% [44% [30% ] 2% |25% |50% [23% | 5% [14% [41% |39% | 3% | 12% [ 35% [ 50 %
Variety School 2% | 8% | 0% |ow | - - - - I83%|17%| 0% |o0ow | - - - -
Vegas Verdes ES 24% [47% [24% | 5% [13% |35% [43% | 9% [21% [39% [31% | 9% J18% [42% [31% | 9%
Virgin Valley ES 18% [43% [30% | 9% [18% [55% [26% | 1% |13% [36% [32% |19% | 8% [30% | 28% | 33 %
Von Tobel MS 18% [55% [ 23% | 3% [16% [ 39% |38% | 7% [|34% [39% [24% | 2% |28% [43% [28% | 1%
‘é‘ﬁ:';glr International 2% |32% | 48% [17% | 7% |41% [44% | 8% | 3% |26% |48% [24% | 4% | 23% [ 43% | 30%
Warren ES 18% [57% [19% | 6% [33% | 43% |23% | 1% J17% [47% | 25% |11% |31% [45% [18% | 6%
Wasden ES 19% [37% [32% [12% [11% | 45% | 35% [ 10% [ 12% [35% [ 32% | 22% | 9% [40% [ 36 % | 15 %
Washington 31% | 56% [11% | 2% |26% |56% [16% | 2% |61% [37% | 0% | 2% |46% [43% |11% | 0%
Continuation
Watson ES 17% |[44% [31% | 8% [11% |53% [29% | 7% J12% [47% [28% | 13% | 19% [41% [ 28 % | 11 %
Wengert ES 19% [47% [27% | 7% [14% |56% |29% | 1% J11% [45% [33% |11% | 13% [46% [ 28% [ 13 %
West MS 19% [52% [25% | 4% [13% [43% [39% | 5% [36% [35% |[26% | 4% |26 % [52% [22% | 1%
White MS 8% [36% [36% [20% [ 3% |22% |54a% [22% | 14% [25% |40% |21% | 9% [25% [57% | 9%
Whitney ES 19% [52% [23% [ 7% |16% |45% |[34% | 6% J16% [49% [26% | 9% |25% [ 42% [ 23% [ 10 %
Wilhelm ES 18% [53% [24% | 5% [10% | 43% [ 39% | 8% J17% [42% [28% | 12% | 18% [ 48% [ 23 % | 11 %
Williams (Tom) ES 26% [56% [17% | 1% [35% |55% [10% | 1% J14% [51% |27% | 7% J17% [57% [23% | 4%
Williams (Wendell) ES [40% [52% | 8% | 1% |41% [41% [16% | 1% [44% |41% | 10% | 5% |58%[33% | 5% | 4%
Wolfe (Eva) ES 11% [40% [41% | 8% [13% |50% [30% | 6% | 9% [37% [40% |14% | 9% [34% [ 35% [ 22 %
Wolff (Elise) ES 4% [38% [41% |17% | 8% [41% [44% [ 6% | 3% |33% [35% [29% | 5% [35% [ 32% | 29 %
Woodbury MS 16% [50% [30% | 4% [ 7% |33% |42% [18% | 30% [33% [30% | 6% |22% |36% [39% | 3%
Woolley ES 26% [50% [20% | 4% [20% | 49% [28% | 3% |22% |46% |25% | 7% |25% [46% [ 20% | 9%
Wynn ES 24% [55% [18% | 3% [27% |44% [27% | 3% |24% [50% |19% | 7% J28% [51% [17% | 3%
‘-’ indicates data not presented for groups fewer than 10.
‘N/A indicates that this population was not represented.

9-12 Reading Writing Math

ED [ ASs [ Mms | Es | ep | As [ ms | es | eD | As | ms | Es
State 50 [12% [42% [40% [ 1% | 8% |79% [12% [ 10% | 26 % | 50 % | 13 %
District 5% [13% [46% [36% | 1% | 8% |80% [11% [ 10% [29% | 48% | 12%
A-tech 0% | 0% [22%|78% ] 0% | 0% |69% [31% ] 0% | 2% [54% |44 %
Acad Ind Study 5% [12% [45% [38% [ 0% | 2% |[80% [18% | 4% [58% |33% | 4%
Basic HS 7% |13% [45% [35% | 0% | 9% |84% | 7% J10% [29% [51% | 11%
E'”Stmore Continuation 5494 | 209 | 38% [ 10% | - - - - a6 | 27w |27% | 0%
Bonanza HS 7% [11% [45% [38% | 1% | 9% |80% [10% [ 10% [ 26% | 48% | 16 %

*-"indicates data not presented for groups fewer than 10.
‘N/A’ indicates that this population was not represented.
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9-12 Reading Writing Math
ED AS MS ES ED AS MS ES ED AS MS ES

Boulder City HS 1% | 8% |39% [53% ) 0% | 3% |80% |17% | 4% |21% | 56 % | 19 %
Burk Horizon HS 16% [34% |39% | 11% ] 1% |19% | 78% | 2% | 18% |59% [ 23% | 0%
C. C. Detention - - - - - - - - - - - -
C. C. HS East - - - - 0% | 0% |67%|33% ) 0% |27% | 73% | 0%
C. C. HS South 0% | 0% |40% |60% | 0% | 0% |97% | 3% J 0% | 20% | 60 % | 20 %
C. C. HS West 0% | 0% |[67% |33%J 0% | 0% [77% | 23% ] 0% |23% | 77% | 0%
Canyon Springs HS 6% [|26% |62% | 7% | 1% |18% | 78% | 2% J17% |66% | 17% | 1%
Centennial HS 2% | 9% |42% |46% ] 0% | 5% [|83% |12% | 5% |28% | 52% | 15%
Chaparral HS 7% [|16% |49% | 29% | 2% |12% |81 % | 5% J12% |35% |44 % | 8%
Cheyenne HS 8% [13% |49% |29% | 1% | 9% | 80% |10% J14% |33% [45% | 8%
Cimarron-Memorial HS | 6% | 13% |47 % | 35% ] 1% | 5% [83% |11% | 12% | 30% | 47 % | 11 %
Clark HS 4% [16% | 41% |40% | 3% | 9% |[64% | 25% J10% | 28% | 41% | 22%
Coronado HS 2% | 7% [40% | 51% )] 0% | 3% |[80% | 17% | 5% |15% | 59% | 22 %
Cowan Behavior 5% |42% | 26% | 26% | 0% |20% [ 80% | 0% J22% [50% | 28% | 0%
Cowan Sunset 7% |14% |64% | 14% ] 0% |14% [86% | 0% J21% |68% |11% | 0%
Del Sol HS 8% |29% |51 % |12% | 3% |16% | 75% | 6% J18% |50% | 31% | 0%
Desert Pines HS 7% |20% [56% | 17% ] 2% [15% | 80% | 3% |13% |42% |42% | 3%
Desert Willow } : } } } } } ) ) } ) )
ES/MS/HS

Durango HS 4% [11% |49% |37% | 2% | 6% |80% |11% ]| 8% |24% |54% |14 %
Eldorado HS 9% | 18% [48% | 25% ] 1% [13% |80% | 7% J17% |37% |40% | 6%
Explore Knowledge - - - - - - - - - - - -
Foothill HS 2% | 8% |46% |43% ) 1% | 3% |83% |13% | 5% |24% |61% | 10%
Green Valley HS 3% | 5% [41% |52% ] 0% | 3% | 72% | 24% | 4% |19% |54 % | 23%
Indian Springs Schools | 3% |17% |54% | 26% | 0% | 3% | 72% | 24% |11 % [ 23% | 57% | 9%
Jeffrey Behavior 6% |44% |44% | 6% - - - - 32% |37% |32% | 0%
Jeffrey Horizon 14% | 32% | 45% | 9% J 0% |33% [64% | 3% |38%|38% |25% | 0%
Juvenile Court Schools § 19% | 13% |47 % [ 22% ] 0% [38% [ 62% | 0% J27% |52% [15% | 6 %
Keystone Academy 17% | 17% | 42% | 25% | 0% | 8% [85% | 8% J17% |58 % | 17% | 8%
Las Vegas Academy 0% | 1% [29% | 70% ] 0% 1% | 72% | 27% ] 0% | 11% | 63% | 26 %
Las Vegas HS 6% |15% [50% |29% ] 1% | 7% |84% | 8% J11% |33% |49% | 7%
Laughlin MS/SR HS 0% | 4% |[57% |38%J 0% | 2% [95%| 2% | 2% |19% | 71% | 8%
Liberty HS 4% |13% [53% | 31% | 0% | 5% [87% | 7% J11% | 34% |49% | 6%
Miley ES/MS/HS - - - - - - - - - - - -
Moapa Valley HS 4% 12% |45% |40% L 0% | 8% | 89% | 3% | 7% | 22% | 59% | 13 %
Mojave HS 10% [ 23% |43% | 23% | 1% | 9% |83% | 7% J20% |42% [35% | 3%
Morris Horizon 5% |32% |54% |10% ] 2% |16% [80% | 2% J27% |37% |37% | 0%
Morris Sunset - - - - 5% |18% | 68% | 9% - - - -
Odyssey Charter HS 17% |21 % | 38% | 24% | 1% | 6% [86% | 7% J26% |39% |33% | 1%
Palo Verde HS 4% | 8% |41% |47% ] 1% | 2% | 84% |13% ] 8% | 23% |52% | 17 %
Peterson Behavior 21% | 14% | 43% | 21 % - - - - 50% | 21% | 29% | 0%
Peterson Horizon 24% |1 29% | 35% | 12% - - - - 26% |49% | 26% | 0%
Rancho HS 9% [19% |43% | 29% | 2% |14% | 76% | 8% J15% |32% [44% | 9%
S.N.V.T.C. 0% | 5% |[57% |38% ) 1% | 4% [88% | 7% | 2% |24% |66% | 8%
Shadow Ridge HS 2% | 8% |[47% |43% ) 1% | 6% |[84% | 9% | 5% |28% |56% | 11 %
Sierra Vista HS 3% | 9% [46% |42% ] 1% | 7% |83% | 9% | 6% |22% |57 % | 14%

‘-’ indicates data not presented for groups fewer than 10.

‘N/A indicates that this population was not represented.
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9-12 Reading Writing Math
ED AS MS ES ED AS MS ES ED AS MS ES
Silverado HS 3% | 8% |[44% |45% ) 0% | 4% | 78% | 17% | 5% | 20% | 58 % | 16 %
South Continuation 27% | 45% | 27% | 0% | N/A | NJA | NJA | N/A J45% |45% | 9% | 0%
Southwest Behavior 20% |40% |40% | 0% - - - - 40% | 40% | 20% | 0%
Spring Mtn School 17% | 25% | 50% | 8% J17% | 25% |58% | 0% J42% |58% | 0% | 0%
Spring Valley HS 2% |18% |64% |15% | 0% | 8% | 83% | 9% | 8% |49% [41% | 3%
Summit View - - - - 0% |33%|60% | 7% - - - -
Valley HS 9% |17% [46% |27% | 2% [15% | 75% | 8% J14% |35% |42% | 9%
Variety School - - - - - - - - - - - -
Virgin Valley HS 7% |10% | 48% |35% | 0% | 6% |92% | 3% J 9% | 26% | 53% | 12%
Virtual HS - - - - 0% | 3% |91% | 6% - - - -
Western HS 11% | 25% | 49% |15% | 1% |17% [ 81% | 2% J24% |45% | 30% | 1%

*-"indicates data not presented for groups fewer than 10.

‘N/A’” indicates that this population was not represented.

The development of this annual district accountability report is a joint effort between the Nevada Department of Education, Otis Educational Systems,
Inc., and Nevada school districts. This report is provided to the public as required by the federal No Child Left Behind Act and NRS 385. A
comprehensive listing of all accountability data, including student test data, may be accessed on the Nevada Annual Reports of Accountability website
at http://www.nevadareportcard.com.
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