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Reading Performance, Grades 3-8, 2009-2024
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Math Performance by Subgroup, Grades 3-8, 2019-2024
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Change In Math Achievement 2019-2022
by Percent FRPL in Michigan Districts
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Change In Math Achievement 2022-2024
by Percent FRPL in Michigan Districts
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Change In Math Achievement
by Percent FRPL in Michigan Districts
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Change In Chronic Absenteeism 2019-2023
by Percent FRPL in Michigan Districts
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