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PREFACE

This document is one of a series of reports resulting from the Council
of Chief state School Officers' Education Data Improvement Project. The
Project, funded by the U.S. Department of Education‘'s Center for
Statistics, is a joint effort of the states and the federal government to
improve the quality and timeliness of data collected, analyzed and
reported by the Center. The Project was initiated by the Council as the
first effort of its State CSducation Assessment Center and coincided with
the Department of Education's extensive redesign of the national
elementary/secondary education statistical data system. Improvement of
the Center's Common Core of Data collected annually from state education
agencies is the Project's primary goal.

In November, 1984, the Council of Chief State School Officers voted to
"work actively with the National Center for Education Statistics
(currently the Center for Statistics) to ensure that reporting of data
from all sources is accurate and timely." This vote committed the Council
to improving the comprehensiveness, comparability, and timeliness of data
reported to the Center for Statistics by the state education agencies.

In several recent speeches and interviews, Chester E. Pina, Jr.,
Asgistant Secretary for the Office of Educational Research and Improvement
(OERI), listed four goals for strengthenring the nation's ability to
achieve educational excellence. The Department of Education's primary
goal—to significantly improve the nation's educational statistical
information base, both in the amount and quality of data—suggests
substantial interest in the work and goals of the Education Data
Imprcvement Project.

The Center for Statistics "nd the states jointly share responsibility
for a statistical system in education that is inadequate for today's
neelg. This project is one effort wherein they are working together to
make the basic system efficient and effective.

The goals of the Project are to describe state collection of data
elements currently contained in the Common Core of Data, tc describe those
elements that might be added to make the Common Core of Data adequate and
appropriate for reporting on the condition of the nation's schools, and to
make recommsndations to states and the Center for Statistics for making
the Cummon Cors of Data more comprehensive, comparable and timely.

Puring this first ysar of the Project, the focus has been on the
school and school district universe files for the purposes of (1)
identifying states collecting specific data elements, (2) specifying in
detail the definitions and specifications used by .each of the states for
each data element, and (3) isolating discrepancies in ways different
states define and measure those various elements. This current report
presents summaries of individual state practices for a particular set of
universe terms and data elements.



INTRODUCTION

Univexse Data or Schocls and School Districts

The Council of Chief State School Officers, jointly with the U. S.
Department of Education's Center for Statistics, is conducting a project
to improve the quality and timeliness of nationally reported data on
elementary and secondary oducation. 'me Education Data Improvement
Project was designed to promote and facilitate the reform and refinement
of the Center for Statistics' national education data system.

One major aspect of the Project is a systematic assessment and
comparison of state collection practices for school and school district
universe data. The current universe files contain 1listings of every
elementary and gecondary public school (approximately 87,000) and all
local public school districte (approximately 16,000) in every state, U. S.
Terricory, and the District of Columbia. There are three major purpos:s
for universe files: (1) to provide official state-by-state listings of
public elementary and secondary schools 2and school djstricts in this
country, (2) to provide minimum information necessary for selection of
national, regional and state representative samples of schools and school
districts, and (3) to provide basic s’atistical data about all schools ani
school districts.

Eroject Procesges and Analvses

The Education Data Improvement Project's data collection process is
multifaceted: data are collected from several gsources and supplemented
either by individual and graup interviews, or by task forces and study




groups. A major data source for the Froject is a questionnaire (called a
"Shuttle”) on definitions and procedures that states use for a set f 17
terms and 17 data elements and their corresponding definitions and
_procedures. The questionnaire was called a shuttle because after the
Project initially filled in states' data, the instrument made frequent
trips between states and the Project for correction/validation of
information on data collection, definitions and specifications. Over
several iterations, true state and national profiles emerged. Where
discrepancies in definitions and measirewment procedures were found across
a number of states, mectings will b2 convened to arrive at consensus on
specific data elements. Where problems were found with a single state or
with a few states, negotiations will establish crosswalksl between the
state(s) and the Center for Statistics. Where states have better, more
efficient definitions and procedures than currently used by the Center for
Statistics, recommendations will be made to change the national system.

This Repoxt -

The first year of the Project is described in a series of reports
under tre general title, "Improving Universe Data on Schools and School
Districts." This report is part of that series; other reports in the
series include "Technical Report: Conceptual FPramework," "Developw.>nt of
a Shuttle for Verifying Data Elements Collected by State Departments cf
Education and Reported to the U. 5. Department of Education's Center for
Sta’.istics,” and "A Compendium: State Profiles of School and School
District Universe Data." Several white papers complete the series,
including "Data Elements on the School and School District Universe Files
to Permit Sampling for National, .egional, and State Studies,” "Pederal

1 A crosswalk provides a method for translating data collected by states
into categories and definitions comparable to those proposed by the U.S.
Department of Education's Center for Statistics. This allows states to
maintain the data for their own purposes while providing a bridge to the
national educational data system.
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Program Information on School and School District Universe Files,” "School
and studeat Classifications for Universe Data Files", and "Collecting
National statistics on Dropouts.” This report, "Variations in Definitions
and Procedures for Student Counts: Enrollment, PFall Enrollment,
Membership, and Average Daily Membership, " describes state practices for

student counts that are being considered for the revised universe files.

The purposes of this report are (1) to describe types of data
generally avaliable from itates on student counts, (2) to discuss specific
findings on terms, definit 3, and procedures used by individual states
and nationally for student counts, and (3) to recommend ways in which
specific student counts can be made comparable across states.

State-by-state findings on each of the student counts are summarized
in tables that appear in the text or Appendix of this report. The tables
ave presented so that comparisons can be made across states and judgments
can be made for the improvement of the comprehensiveness of national
statistics.




AVAILABILITY OF STATE-BY-STATE STUDENT COUNT DATA
The methodology used by the Project to gather data on studen: counts

included a telephone survey of all states and an iterative quest.ionnaire
(Shuttle).

Telephone Survey Data

Project staff conducted a telephone survey of all 50 states and the
District of Columbia in January, 1986 to determine the availability of
enrollment data in states. The Project's contacts were the Common Core of
Data Coordinators who were asked: (1) does the state collect a student
enrollment count? (2) can the count be reported by school? by grade? (3)
is the court taken at least annually? and (4) when is the count available
for reporting?




The term "enrollment” was used Joosely in this survey of the states;
the intent was to determine which gtates can give a total count of their
students by grade. The primary finding was <that all states and the
District of Columbia have an annual total count of students. Table 1--
Enrollment by Grade by School: Telephone Survey Data—presents individual
state responses to questions 2, 3, and .

A summary of the survey's findings is that:

1) Of the fifty-one respondents, forty-eight states
can report an enrollment count by grade by school;
an additional two states can report enrollment counts
by grade by district; and, the remain.ng state
can report by grade groups by school;

2) Pive states specify that they use a count other than
enrollment, e.q., membership or fall enrollment;

3) Porty-five states can report their enrollment count by
March 15; two more can report by April.

Profile surxvey Data

In the telephone survey states often either said or implied that what
they call enrollment is different from the Center for sStatistics'
definition of the term. The next phase of the project was >onducted to
explore these differences, to identify them, ard to establish a basis for
common terws.

A "Shuttle” questionnaire provided the principal data nsed by the
project to develop individual gtate profiles to define student count
data. The profiles are operational descriptions of data collection
practices in each state. Comprehensive profile data were supplemented by
data gathered earlier during the January ‘.clephone survey The additional
exchange between states and the Project allowed states (1) to specify if
they collect "enrollwent” and "membership,” (2) to indicate whether these
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Table 1 (cont'q)
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counts are available by grade, by sex, or by race/ethnic group at the
school and district levels, and (3) to describe more precisely how they
collect the data. State responses to the survey that are presented in
this section relate to the first two areas listed above. State responses
to the third area are discussed in the next major section of this report.

Student Count Data Collected by States

Information obtained from states for the Profiles confirmed the
earlier finding: all of the forty-nine states responding to the request
for Profile data can report an annual total count of students. Table 2—
Enrollment and Membership by Grade by Sex by Race/Ethnic: Individual State
Profile Data—shows that all states collect either enrollment or
membership or both for public school students. In addition, all forty-
nine states can report a count by grade. Thirty-eicht (753) of the sgtates
C&n report a total student count by sex; forty (82%) oif the states can
report by ract and ethnic group; and thirty-five (71%) can report by sex
and race/ ethnic group data.
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VARIATIONS IN TERMINCLOGY, DEFINITIONS AND PROCEDURES
FOR STATE REPORTING OF STUDENT COUNTS

The apparent discrepancy in the number of states reporting the
availability of "enrollment” for the Januarv survey (51 states) and the
number for the Profile (38 out of 49 respondinyg states) is a function of
the generic use of the term "enrollment” by the Project staff during the
telephone survey. An alternative term, "membership,” was included in the
Profile survey, giving states an option to the term "enrollment."

Comparability Issues for Student Counts

In describing how their student counts data are collected, state
coordinators revealed a variety of issues in comparability of data across
states. The first of these issues is the variation among states in the
terms they use to refexr to their student counts. The second issue is
variation in the definitions and procedures used for student counts. In
this section, a discussion on terminology is followed immediately by a
detailed description of Project findings across states on definitions and
procedures used for student counts.

Texminclogy:

The Project presented to states terms and definitions commonly used to
refer to four sgtudent counts to states on the profile survey form:
enrollment, fall enrollment, membership, and average daily membership.
Profile data shown in the Appendix indicates whether a state calls profile
definitions by one of these four common terms or by an aiternative temm.
The use of alternative terms ({..riations) complicates interpretation of
student count data reported by states to the Cen.. - for Statistics.
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Table J

Terms Stetes Use Por Their Student Couats
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Table 3—Terms States Use For Their Student Counts—summarizes profile
data by showing the various terms states use to refer to student counts.
The table shows that thirty states have a count called "enrollment,”
thirty-three states have a term called "fall enrollment,” thirty-eight
states have "membership,” and thirty-seven have a count they call "average
daily membership.” 1In a later section of this report, di’ferences in how
states uge these terms will be discussed.

In addition to these basic terms, eleven different alternative terms
were used across all states for the definitions and procedures the project
presented. The alternative terms vary around (1) when a count is taken
(e.g., "fali" registration, "fall" membership, "monthly” enrollment,
"October"” mexbership, and "day's” membership) and (2) how, at least
partially, a count is calculated (e.g., ™net"” enrollment, "cumulative"
membership, "average daily enrollment,” and "aggregate” total days).
Other alternative terms do not suggest when or how the count is taken:
"registration” and "headcount.”

Inconsistent and imprecise use of terms for student counts has been a
probleam for the Center for Statistics. during the recent 1986 training
for state Common Core of Data Coordinators, the Center staff used the
terms "enrollment” and "membership"” interchangeably and made little or no
distincticn hetween their interpretations of the texrms. On 1985-86 forms,
the Center asks for student counts in three different parts of the common
core of data. Por the public school universe, an unduplicated count
broken down by grade is requested. Por the school district universe, a
fall count of total students instructed is reported. Por the SEA
non-fiscal report, an October count of students by grade is requested.
Center uses of the texms on their data collection forms and in their
guidelines for completing the forms are, at times, inconsistent with their
published definitions of those terms. (It should be pointed out that
official definitions of terms are contained in Center-published handbooks,
some of which have not been revised for over two decades.)




Despite Center requests for different counts it calls "enrollment” and
"membership, " some states submit the same count for both requests, and
this count is usually a fall count of students enroiled in school. On the
other hand, when states submit different counts to respond to the requests
for apparently different data, the Center's computer checks identify those
states as submitting inconsistent counts. In a recent summary of data
concerns, the Center for Statistics' staff displayed these different
counts as examples of inconsistent reporting by states.

In sum, the texms in uge for the same counting procedures vary from
state to state and between states and the Center. These variations cause
confugsion and may affect comparison of data when *headcount, "
"registration," and "membership,” for example, are reported by three
different states to the Center for Statistics' as "enrollment” data.
Confusion is added when the Center for Statistics requests "membership” in
one section of the Common Core of Data report and "enrollment"” in another
section.

Findings on Combarabilitv
Not only are there variations in temms used by states and the Center

in describing the commonly reported counts of students in schools, there
are also variations in definitions of, and procedures for, collecting and
reporting those counts among states and between states and the Center for
Statistics. For example, the Center for Statistics' procedure for
counting enrollment specifies that no students should be subtracted from
the count; however, some states do subtract certain students. Some states
exclude pre-kindergarten students from their total student counts while
other states include these students. Given these and similar conditions,
the question is "how comparable are data on student counts across states?”

Pollowing are discussions of specific comparability issues related to
the definitions of the four basic student counts identified in this
report: enrollment, fall enrollment, membership, and average daily
membership. These findings are summarized across state practices reported
on individual profiles reported through the Shuttle questionnaires. Full
profile data are included in "A Compendium: State Profiles of School and
School District Universe Data."




Enrollment

‘“he Center's definition o° enrollment is:

A cumulative count of the number of different pupils
registered during the entire school year. New entrants
are added, but those leaving are not subtracted.

The project reformulated this a.-finition displaying its semantic
components morxe clearly, so that variations states use in
defining enrollment would be more readily apparent. The
reformatted definition is as follows:

Count of students registered during entire school year:

© adds new entrants as part of cumulative count,
o does not subtract those leaving,
o0 is unduplicated count of gstudents.

Table 4—State-by-State Components of the Definition of Enrollment——
in the Appendix summarizes definitions and procedures submitted by states
for their individual state profiles. sStates were requested to match names
for student counts with their definitions and calculating procedures,
using the Project's basic definitions and procedures to provide more
detailed, state-specific definitions. Table 4 shows that states differ
from each other and from the Center for Statistics in the definitions they
use when they respond to requests for "enrollment” data. Uses of different
definitions (and terms) suggest that "enrollment" as defined and computed
by a given state is not the same as that computed by other st tes and may
not represent exactly what the Center assumes it represents.

Thirty-eight gsgtates report collecting an enrollment count. Of these
thirty-eight states, thirty-two provided information on their
comparability with the Center definition for enrollment. Twenty-seven of
these agreed with all three elements of the definition: addition of new
entrants, no subtraction of students leaving, and unduplication of counts
within schools (e.g., if a student leaves and re-enrolls, he/she is not
counted twice). Three gtates agreed with the first and third elements but
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not with the second; these states Jo subtract students who leave.
Another state has a similiar count called “registration;"” and three
additional states have counts they call "net enrollment."” One state uses
. membership as an enrollment count.

The Profiles revealed that even when states agree with the Center's
definition, they may have other definitional elements which cause them to
vary in ways that have measurement implications. FPor example, nine states
that agree with at least two of the three elements of the Center's
definition identified additional procedures they use to calculate
enrollment. Their state-specific procedures may account for numeric
differences between their counts and other states' counts.

The additioral procedures in use by these nine states related to who
is included or excluded from their counts. Besides the three states that
subtract from their counts any students who leave school, three other
states explicitly exclude pre-school students, two exclude students in
special programs such as children's centers or community service programs,
and one state explicitly includes tuitioned-out students. Additional
procedures in use by states also related to when states take their counts:
two states reported that they count students prior to the end of the
achool year.

variations are not viewed by the project as correct or incorrect; they
are seen as evidence that states have different terms and definitions for
what the project and Center for Statistics call “enrollment.®”

Fall Enxollment

A statistic related to enrollment is fall enrollment. Fall enrollment
is commonly reported to the National Education Association (NEA). The
project started with NFA's definition:

The count of pupils registered in the fall of the school
year, usually the fourth PFriday count in September or an
October 1 count.
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The term fall enrollment was reformulated to read:

Count of students registered in fall of school year:

o counted on specified day,
o counted on fourth Friday in September or October 1

States were asked to consider this definition in providing information
about their own state-specific definition for fall enrollment. Table 5—
State-By-State Components of the Definition of Pall En.ollment—in the
Appendix summarizes the definitions states use for fall enrollment.

The basic definition commonly used by NEA and provided on the profiles
is limited to specification of when states are to count fall enrollment
rather than how states are to calculate the count. When states responded
to this definition in describing their own procedures, they confined their
comments to when the count should be taken in the state. As a result, for
the purpose of this discussion it is assumed that when states take a fall
count they use the same procedures for fall enrollment that they use for
an enrollment count. This assumption was not tested in this study;
however, if it is true, the same issues which prevent valid comparisons of
enrollment data across states also would pertain to fall enrollment data.

Profile data indicated that forty-four states report the use of the
tem "fall enrollment” or an alterrative term for a fall count.  Two
states agreed with the basic NEA statement "counted on a specified day,"
but did not indicate the date they use. Seventeen satates agreed with the
basic NEA component that reads "counted on fourth Friday in September or
October 1. Twenty-five states indicated data collection dates, but
varied from the NEA dates: eleven states that take a fall count sometime
in September; another four states that take a count sometime in October;
three states that count in the fall on the second or fourth Priday after
Labor Day; and seven other states that do not report having a specific
nontq for their fall count, but require a certain number of days to pass
before taking a count. (Of these seven gtates, one state takes the count
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on the fortieth day of school, five states take the count on the twentieth

day students have been in attendance, and one state takes a fall count on
the teachers' eighth working day.)

Overall, state practices for "fall enrollment” expand the previous
findings on enrollment: forty-two states take a count in the fall between
the opening of school and October 31, but most use varying procedures for

doiuy sO.

Membership

Membership is a statistic requested by the Center for Statistics®
Commmon Core of Data. The Center's definition of membership is:

The number of pupils on the current roll of a school on
a given date. Nembership is obtained by adding the
total number of original entries and the total number
of reentries and subtracting the total withdrawals, or
by adding the total number present and the total number
absent.

This definition and procedures were reformulated by the Project and
read:

Count of students on current roll on a given date:

O sums original entries and reentries, subtracts total
withdrawvals, or
O sums total present and total absent.

States were asked for the same type of information for the term
"mexmbership” as they were asked for "enrollment” and "fall enrollment” the
name they use in the state for data reported as “"membership” and the
specific definitions and calculating procedures tﬁey use for the count,
using the Center's reformulated definition as the starting point. As
stated earlier, thirty-eight gtates report collecting a "membership"
count. Profile data, summarized in the Appendix in Table 6—State-By-
State Components of the Definition of Membership—show that forty states
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provided information on their definitions of the term membership. Some
states have definitions of the term, even though they do not take the
count or make the count available to the Center for Statistics.

A given state is expected to use only one or the other calculating
procedures jdentified in the Center's definition. All forty states that
provided information on how they define "membership” agree with one of
these statements: "sums original entries and reentries, subtracts total
withdrawals,” or "sums total present and total absent."

Although forty states agreed with one or the other of the Center's
basic components, seven of these states have additional components that
cause variation between their calculating procedures and the Center's
recommended procedures: two states exclude Pre-K students; two states use
a full time equivalenCy basis (FTE) to calculate membership; and, three
states identify specific dates for their membership count.

Average Dailv Membership (ADM)

The final student-count variable discussed by this report is "average
daily membership."” The count is defined by the Center as:

An average of the pupils belonging, those present plus
those absent, when schools are actually in session.

The reformulated definition/procedure reads:

Average of students in mewbership when school is
actually in session:

o divides (total) aggregate days in membership by total
number of days school is actually in session.

A summary of the Profile information on "average daily membership"
appears in the Appendix of this report in Table 7—State-By-State
Components of the Definition of Average Daily Membership.
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States respondad to basic definitions and procedures initially entered
onto the profile form by the project staff. In responding to their
preliminary status coded on the form, they were asked to verify or to
describe in greater detail their state-specific definitions and
Procedures. The profile data showed that thirty-eight out of the
forty-nine states responding to the profile survey have a definition of
"average daily membership.” All thirty-eight states indicated agreement
with the Center's single definitional component: "divides (total)
aggregate days in membership by total number of days school is in
session."

Profile data indicated that four states use supplemental, state-
specific components in addition to the Center's definition. Of these four
states, two use the specific component "determined by number of PTE
students;” another state uses "determined by average of the number of
students on roll at the 20th and 40th day of school;” and the fourth state
ugses "determined over eight specified weeks.™




RECOMMENDATIONT

The focus of this paper has been on terminology, definitions and
procedures used for state-by-state reporting of the number of students in
the nation's public schcols. The student counts described are *hose
reported by states to the Center for Statistics for its common core of
data report and to other groups that compile national data on education
data. Included in the counts are enrollment, fall enrollment, membership,
and average daily membership.

Project data showed that across states there is a general
understanding of what is meant by each count. Enrollment is the total
number of students registered for instruction in a school in a given
year. Fall Enrollment is the total number of students registered by a
given date within the first two months of the school year. Membership is
enrollment minus withdrawals. Average Daily Membership is the membership
count over a specified period of time divided by the number of days in the
period. Problems in comparability arise when states vary in the ways that
they compute these student count3 to meet the needs of their individual
state data system and when these figures are reported nationally as
representing the same concepts.

It is the purpose of the Education Data Improvement Project to make
recommendations to standardize the statistics reported by states to the
Center for Statistics so that comparisons can be made across states.
There are three overall observations that underpin the recommendations:
(1) every state currently counts the number of students it educates, and
most have a fall count, (2) the texms in use for student count statistics
have come to be used interchangeably over time by both states and the
Center for Statistics, and, (3) in some states, current statistics on
students and their calculations are prescribed by laws and -.:gulations.



T:«@ Center for Statistics states that for national reporting it needs
an unduplicated headcount of all students in the 87,000 public elementary
and secondary schoouls in this country.

Count of students vegistered in school
o counted between the beginning of school
and October 31
o ad4ds new entrants
© does DRt subtract those leaving
o is unduplicated count of students
within a school

Based on the Project's findings, we bel.ove that the count can be
standardized across states by a combination of standard procedures by
states and Dby developing crosswalks or bridges, when necessary, between
current state counts and the Center for statistics in an individual state

data plan.




APPENDIX
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Table S5
State-By-State Components
of the Definition of

PFall Enrollment

Alabama
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s Pall Sl Yoo
Termed "Monthly Enrollment Count®
Termed “Membership~

Termsd “Pall Membership®

Termed "Pall Negistration”
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cotna ST

Counted on fourth Priday in September
or Ootober 1

Cuﬂ“ﬂﬂiﬂlgii;;lgg::.ﬂl&nﬂ.‘.r

Ouunodculounndltﬁﬂu'aﬂmrlaborlhy

] Counted at end of first twenty student °
] attendance days

Counted on Septesber 13

Counted on September 15

Counted on third Priday in September
Counted on September 30

Counted on last school day in Septamber

Counted on Monday of first full week in
October .

Counted on third Wednesday in October
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Termed *Pall Barollment” [ ]

Alaska

Arizona

Arkansas

California

Colorado

Connecticut

Delaware

of Columb

Dist.

Florida

Georgia

Hawaia

Idaho

Illanoas

Indiana

Iowa

Kansas

Kentucky

Louisiana

Maine

Maryland

Massachusetts

Michigan

Minnesota

Missassippa
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Table 5 Continued
State-By-State Components
of the Definition of

PFall Bnrollment

Missouri

Pall Bwrelisent: Comt of

ia Far) s 39
Termed “Nonthly Enrollment Count®
Termed "Membership"
Termed “Pall Membership®
Termed “Fall Registration®
Termed "0ctober Membership"

Terwed "Pall Enrollment™ [ )

Termed "Enrollment”

coutea RS

Counted on fourth Priday in Septesber
or october 1

— W

Counted on second Priday after Labor Day

Counted at end of first twenty student
attendance days

Counted on September 13

Counted on September 15

Counted on third Priday in September
Counted on September 30

Counted on last school day in September

Counted on Monday of first full week in
October

Counted on third Wednesday in October
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Montana

Nebraska

Nevada

New Hampshire

New Jersey

New Mexico

New York

North Carolina

North Dakota

Ohio

Oklahoma

Oregon

Pennsylvanaia

Rhode Island

South Carolina

South Dakota

Tennessee

Texas

Utah

Vermont

Virginia

Washington

West Virginia

Wisconsin

Wvoming




TddtsstssTi
B10SOUUTKW
uebrysty

s3lasnyoessey

Qﬁ
DX

puetdixen

auTtew
eUBRTISTNOT
Axon3juay
sesuey

emoT

euUeTPUI
STOUTTTI

oyepr

Ttemey °

e1b31039

eprIoTd

erquniod jo °3istg
sxemeraq
INDT3IDBUUOYH

opex0T10)

eTUIOFTTE)
sesueyay
'UOZ TaY
exsery

euweqey

Fall Pnrollment - Page 2
a7

of the Definition of
Counted on teachers' eighth working day

Counted on or about October 1
Counted on fourth Priday after Labor Day
Counted on 40th day of school

o8
um
=
el
Fs)
=
o]
of
nwy
[ )]
4
bM
Sa

Counted on Sep.ember 20

i
§
§
3
8

Data on
No definition




butwoipm
UTSUODSTM
eTutbaTA 3ISaM
uolburysepm
etutbatp

juowasap

yean

sexay
@assauuag
e3joxeq yainog

euTTOI®) Y3inos

pueTsI spoyy

etueaTAsuuag

uobaio
ewoyeTyo

°o1yo

el0)eq Y3ION
euttole) YiIonN
YIOX MaN

OO TIX3W MBN

Kasaar maN

axtysduey moN
epeAaN
eyseaqaN
'URIUOW

TINOSSTW

Table 5 Continued
State-By-State Components

of the Definition of
Fall Enrollment - Page 2

Counted on teachers' eighth working day
Counted on fourth Priday after Labor Day

Counted on 40th day of school




tdd1ssTISS TW
©30S3UUTH
uebrys W
s33asnyosessen

puetAzen

suten
eueTs Inoq
A)xon3uay
sesuey

emor

S R U W

eueTpul
STOUTITTI
oyepr
Tremey

ertbioan

epriotd
erqunio) 30 °3181g
axemeTaq

INDTIDBUUOY

opeixo10)

eTUIOITTE)
sesueyiy
vuUOZTIV
exsely

eueqeTy

State-By-State Components
of the Definition of

Nembership

Table ¢

LA N

Xk

S8 4

i,
t

. W
s«

cuu-m-lc!?l!!l!’!ﬁl'inn:lumx Monday

in Jotoher

encluies pre-kindergarten students

Gsternined by mmbar of FIE students

counted as of first full week in October
counted on third Priday in September




DL B R A

Table 6 Continued
State-By-State Components
of the Definition of
Meabership

fbosship: Comt of St
fell en & Ghoss

Termed "Enrollasat®

Ternsd "Day’s Masbership”

exclulies pre-kindergarten students
deteruined by mmber of FTR students
counted as of first full week in Oct.

¥o Definition

Missouri

Montana

Nebraska

Nevada

New Hampshire

New Jersey

New Mexico

New York

q L]
S ] Q
- o q Ovl~ a -
-~ P A oA ¥ [
o} o] [ ] [o] o] o -
[V a ~f &4 ¥ @ 0 o ¢
g aq > uwljla a o g P N oA
O A € — H O Q 7] oo o o~ 7] o
0 & > 7] e B B > e &
L o £ O nw oo £ @ wn 0 H A o o
FE Y] 0O @ € € WYEP ¥ o a S E O o » (7] &
M M A A w0 c O3 233 ¢ X af 4 N u wn w 0
0 Ofle M M o S0 0 0 0 Ll A @& O A D
Z Z JO O O A e u & B D> > <3 = <4 <3 |
[ ]
e o o o & o o o]0 o e o
;&j&;\;‘:}\'?\%\~ ~§\°‘" . ?*;‘gﬂ‘?";:@b?‘ R 19 \@M&mvw e
e O o e & ¢ o o [ I ] e o
e o o [ ] e o oj e o [ ]
Tar o it Al BRI S
[ ]
[ ]
. [
:m?z:g:; IR SANESFIRY B L R § - ISR W5 T
[ ] [ ]




Table 7
State-By-State Components

o
o
of the Definition of © 8 &
verage Daily Membership § .3 5 2 8
[ ] N 3 sof
‘RN
< < 4 2 8
N
Stulasts 46
4 Astually fa .
Texmed “Average Daily Enrollment”
Termed “Average Daily Masbership*® °® e o

Tersed “Days Wesbership®
Termed "Aggregete Total Days”

vivites (PN STR o, |, ¢« o

nasbexship by total maber of days
8chool 18 in session

R— - S

deternined by average of the mumber of
students on roll at the 20th plus
40th day of school

deternined over four week period in Oct.

Data on y ho
collected

No Definition

Colorado

Connecticut

Delaware

of Columbia

Dist.

Florida

Georgia

Bawaii

3w
0 = "]
[] = L] N
£ oed ord ] 0n
g ~ T s []
T o~ g 2

L] L] L] -t

[ e o

[
N S ¢\"N§ﬂ‘”"
[ o o

SRS R

0

Fe)
g 3
n ] g
Fl- T2 8 6 @
5 3 T 0 o w a
3 o o~ ®@ A4 O .~
YR ] > 0 -] ] ]
5 - o M 0 3] (-4 [ ]
¢ 3 212 § 2 & &
[ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ]
[ ] [ ] [ ] [ ] [ ]




Table 7 Continued
State-By-State Components
of the Definition of
Average Daily Membership

Misgsouri
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada

New Jersey
New Mexico
New York

North Carolina
North Dakota
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Termed “Average Daily Enrollment”
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Mo Definition
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