Tonia Public Schools, MI

Math Performance, Grades 3-8, 2009-2024
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Absenteeism, Grades 3-8, 2009-2024
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Average Math Scores and Trends in Scores

in Grade Level Equivalents Relative to the 2019
National Average

2019 Average -0.38
2022 Average -1.08
2024 Average -1.00
2019-2022 Change -0.70
2022-2024 Change +0.07
Since 2019 -0.63

Average Reading Scores and Trends in Scores

in Grade Level Equivalents Relative to the 2019
National Average

2019 Average 0.01
2022 Average -1.01
2024 Average -1.11
2019-2022 Change -1.01
2022-2024 Change -0.11
Since 2019 -1.12

Absenteeism

2019-2023 Change +0.10

Since 2009 N/A

Absenteeism data courtesy of Nat Malkus, American
Enterprise Institute
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Tonia Public Schools, MI

Math Performance in Ionia Public Schools vs. Michigan and Similar .
Districts, Grades 3-8, 2019-2024
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Tonia Public Schools, MI

Math Performance by Subgroup, Grades 3-8, 2019-2024
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Tonia Public Schools, MI

Change in Math Performance in Michigan Districts vs. Percent .
Free/Reduced-Price Lunch, Grades 3-8, 2019-2024
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Change in Reading Performance in Michigan Districts vs. Percent
Free/Reduced-Price Lunch, Grades 3-8, 2019-2024
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Math Performance, Grades 3-8, 2009-2024
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Reading Performance, Grades 3-8, 2009-2024
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Michigan
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 Iin Reading 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 Iin Reading Achievement 2022-2024
by Percent FRPL In Michigan Districts
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Change In Math Achievement 2019-2024
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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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