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Introduction 

Each year, the Washington State Department of Children, Youth, and Families 
(DCYF) prepares the Early Childhood Education and Assistance Program (ECEAP) Saturation 
Study to estimate preschool need and publicly funded preschool availability across Washington 
school district boundary areas. This study estimates the number of income-eligible 3 and 4-
year-old children living within each school district boundary and calculates the percentage 
currently served by publicly funded preschool programs sorted by tiers based on the 
methodology described in the study. 

Improvements to the study include utilizing more precise data to tier school districts by 
saturation. With support from DCYF’s Office of Innovation, Alignment, and Accountability 
(OIAA), ECEAP incorporated new data that wasn’t available in past studies and removed 
outdated, duplicative, or less reliable information.  

DCYF has updated the Saturation Study to include improved publicly funded preschool 
program data in the saturation formula, including ECEAP, Head Start, Transition to Kindergarten 
(TK), and Seattle Preschool Program (SPP). Incorporating this data helps this report more 
accurately reflect the need and supply of early care and education for 3 and 4-year-olds in 
Washington state. The study primarily relies on the 36% State Median Income (SMI) income 
threshold to reflect the core income eligibility level for ECEAP, which was established in the Fair 
Start for Kids Act (FSKA) and outlined in RCW 43.216.505. In addition, the study includes 
information on children in families with incomes up to 50% SMI to align with RCW 43.216.512 
and provide broader context about early learning access. While these children may not fall 
within the current core eligibility threshold, examining this wider income range helps decision-
makers understand overall participation patterns, potential near-eligible populations, and 
community-level demand for preschool services.   

This Saturation Study is one source of information DCYF uses to assess appropriate locations for 
ECEAP slots. Current or potential ECEAP contractors may also use this study to inform decisions 
about applying for new ECEAP slots or moving existing ECEAP slots to communities with high 
needs. When determining new ECEAP slot allocation, DCYF considers these data along with 
the availability of facilities, availability of qualified staff and readiness of early learning 
providers to offer high-quality ECEAP comprehensive education, family support, health, and 
nutrition services. 

DCYF recognizes that this study has some limitations, particularly for small school districts. 
Additionally, some children cross school district boundaries to access ECEAP or Head Start 
services, which estimates do not detect. As a result, one district may appear overserved while 
another appears underserved. Therefore, this study is best used to make high-level 

https://app.leg.wa.gov/RCW/default.aspx?cite=43.216.505
https://app.leg.wa.gov/RCW/default.aspx?cite=43.216.512
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assessments of need for ECEAP expansion across districts. Community-level information is 
needed for more accurate local planning.    

DCYF does not expect that 100 percent of families of the estimated eligible children described 
in this study would choose to enroll in ECEAP, and enrollment uptake would likely vary by 
community.   

ECEAP Saturation Study methodology will evolve further as ECEAP expands toward entitlement 
for all eligible children in the 2030-2031 school year. To learn more about where services are 
available and area need, see the DCYF Early Learning dashboards. You can find an overview of 
the methodology below. For more details, see Appendix A. The next update of this study is 
planned during the 2026-27 school year. Please email questions to eceap@dcyf.wa.gov.  

Methodology 

Understanding ECEAP Saturation Tiers 
School Districts are grouped into “ECEAP Saturation Tiers” instead of “ECEAP Expansion Priority 
Groups.” The change in terminology from prior years is intended to clarify that the districts are 
tiered based on estimates of saturation, and because the study is unable to weigh every one of 
ECEAP’s eligibility prioritization factors at the school-district level.   

ECEAP Saturation Tiers are based on the extent to which the income-eligible population is 
currently served and how large the estimated gap remains. This is intended to help decision-
makers quickly identify areas with relatively high coverage, moderate coverage, or significant 
unmet need. Lower-numbered tiers generally reflect greater unmet need, indicating that a 
smaller share of eligible children is currently being served and that a larger coverage 
gap remains.    

In smaller school districts, when eligible population counts are very small, even a change of a 
few children can significantly impact saturation estimates, making these estimates in small 
districts less reliable. To improve accuracy, districts with 20 or fewer income-eligible children 
are now listed separately and interpreted differently than larger districts. This change does not 
mean small or rural communities are less in need of ECEAP services. It is intended to provide 
clearer context about what the available data can show for small communities, helping 
potential ECEAP providers and contractors plan realistically and consider how they will assess 
expansion capacity to serve children in areas with smaller populations. 

Please note that ECEAP and Head Start providers within the school district boundaries may 
operate through child care centers, family child care homes, non-profit organizations, local 
governments, colleges, tribes or tribal organizations, educational service districts or school 
districts. In this study, “school district” means a geographic boundary rather than the district as 

https://www.dcyf.wa.gov/practice/oiaa/reports/early-learning-dashboards/eceap-headstart-dashboard
mailto:eceap@dcyf.wa.gov
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an entity. DCYF seeks to support ECEAP classrooms within these tiered school 
district boundaries whether the services are provided by the school district or another entity.  

Estimated Unserved Income Eligible Population 
This estimates the number of three and four-year-old children in the school district as of Aug. 
31, 2025 who:   

• Are in families at or below 36% SMI, and

• Are compared to the number of publicly funded preschool slots

The result is the count of children that DCYF estimates do not currently have access to a 
publicly funded preschool seat.   

Estimated Slots Needed 
This is an estimated level of slots needed for expansion in the district for children who would be 
eligible for ECEAP. This is calculated by using the Estimated Unserved Income Eligible 
Population and then adding an additional 10% to the income eligible population. This reflects 
the statutory allowance for serving children above 36% SMI when risk factors are present. As 
referenced in RCW 43.216.505, up to 10% of enrollment in ECEAP may be met with non-
income-based criteria. An example of non-income-based criteria includes children experiencing 
homelessness, foster care placement, or other priority factors. 

Estimated ECEAP-Eligible Population Served    
This represents a percentage reflecting overall low-income early learning coverage in the 
district. When interpreting this measure of “need,” there are two related but distinct 
considerations:  

• Need – Income-eligible children (≤36% SMI) compared to the number of publicly funded
preschool seats (ECEAP, Head Start, TK, SPP) available to them.  

• Overall Early Learning Access - Children in a community may access available forms
of early learning care and education, which may include options such as subsidized child
care or private high-quality preschool.  

A district with few publicly funded preschool seats but strong overall early learning access may 
face less immediate pressure than a district where both public seats and broader access are 
limited. To reflect both realities, these two considerations are combined into a single weighted 
percentage. How the weighted need is calculated:    

• 75% reflects how well publicly funded preschool covers the ≤36% SMI population.   

• 25% reflects broader early learning access for children up to 50% SMI.   

https://app.leg.wa.gov/RCW/default.aspx?cite=43.216.505
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This percentage represents overall low-income early learning coverage in the district, with 
primary emphasis on ECEAP’s core enrollment population. As referenced in RCW 43.216.512, 
up to 25% of enrollment is allowable for families at or below 50% SMI when risk factors are 
present. This proportionally accounts for the estimated need of this population. Detailed 
calculation methods are provided in Appendix A.    

ECEAP Saturation Tiers 
The lists below cluster school districts in groups based on need for new ECEAP slots within their 
boundaries. 182 school districts, and districts combined as a single geographic region (see 
Appendix A), are represented in the tiers. Within each tier, districts are listed alphabetically. As 
a reminder, lower-numbered tiers generally reflect greater unmet need. 

Districts with 20 or fewer ECEAP-eligible children are designated as small population districts. 
112 school districts are considered small school districts in this study. Need is calculated in the 
same way for any size of district, but small districts are reported separately to transparently 
note that their estimates are less reliable. The less reliable estimates provided in small districts 
are not directly compared to the more stable and reliable data available for larger districts. 
These districts are ranked by three need categories, using the most reliable analysis possible 
from the data available.   

ECEAP Saturation Tier 1: 
  20% or less of the ECEAP eligible population is served  

• Blaine School District 

• Concrete School District  

• Grand Coulee Dam School District  

• Highland School District  

• Kittitas School District

• La Center School District  

• Mercer Island School District  

• Montesano School District  

• Napavine School District  

• North Mason School District  

• Prescott School District 

• Ridgefield School District 

• Satsop School District 

• Soap Lake School District

• Woodland School District  

ECEAP Saturation Tier 2: 
 30% or less of the ECEAP eligible population is served 

• Battle Ground School District

• Bethel School District

• Central Kitsap School District

• Chief Leschi & Puyallup School
Districts

• Columbia (Walla Walla) School
District
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• Grandview School District

• Griffin School District

• Kalama School District

• Lake Washington School District

• North Thurston Public Schools

• Olympia School District

• Sequim School District

• South Kitsap School District

• Steilacoom Hist. School District

• Tahoma School District

• Tenino School District

• Tonasket School District

• Tumwater School District

ECEAP Saturation Tier 3: 
40% or less of the ECEAP eligible population is served 

• Burlington-Edison School District

• Cheney School District

• Chewelah School District

• Chimacum School District

• Colfax School District

• Hockinson School District

• Mary Walker School District

• Monroe School District

• Mossyrock School District

• Northport School District

• Oak Harbor School District

• Onalaska School District

• Orting School District

• Othello School District

• Quincy School District

• Renton School District

• Rochester School District

• Sedro-Woolley School District

ECEAP Saturation Tier 4: 
50% or less of the ECEAP eligible population is served 

• Camas School District

• Chehalis School District

• Eatonville School District

• Edmonds School District

• Elma School District

• Federal Way School District

• Issaquah School District

• Kennewick School District

• Lake Stevens School District

• Longview School District

• Loon Lake School District

• Lyle School District

• Mead School District

• Methow Valley School District

• Mount Vernon School District

• Mukilteo School District

• Naches Valley School District

• Nine Mile Falls School District

• Ocosta School District

• Okanogan School District
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• Port Townsend School District

• Richland School District

• Riverview School District

• Selah School District

• Snohomish School District

• Stanwood-Camano School District

• Sunnyside School District

• Toledo School District

• Union Gap School District

ECEAP Saturation Tier 5: 
60% or less of the ECEAP eligible population is served 

• Arlington School District

• Bellingham School District

• Cashmere School District

• Castle Rock School District

• Cle Elum-Roslyn School District

• Clover Park School District

• East Valley School District (Yakima)

• Ephrata School District

• Goldendale School District

• Kent School District

• Lynden School District

• Medical Lake School District

• Oroville School District

• Reardan-Edwall School District

• Sultan School District

• Sumner School District

• Washougal School District

• Wenatchee School District

ECEAP Saturation Tier 6: 
70% or less of the ECEAP eligible population is served 

• Aberdeen School District

• Bremerton & Catalyst School
Districts

• Centralia School District

• Deer Park School District

• Eastmont School District

• Ellensburg School District

• Enumclaw School District

• Evergreen School District (Clark)

• Fife School District

• Finley School District

• Franklin Pierce School District

• Highline School District

• Kelso School District

• Kiona-Benton City School District

• Lakewood School District

• Northshore School District

• Ocean Beach School District

• Pasco School District

• Pullman School District

• Quillayute Valley School District

• Royal School District

• Shelton School District

• Vancouver School District
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• White River School District • Yakima School District

ECEAP Saturation Tier 7: 
90% or less of the ECEAP eligible population is served 

• Bellevue School District

• Brewster School District

• Central Valley School District

• College Place School District

• East Valley School District (Spokane)

• Lake Chelan School District

• Mabton School District

• Marysville School District

• Moses Lake School District

• North Beach School District

• North Kitsap School District

• Port Angeles School District

• Riverside School District

• Snoqualmie Valley School District

• Spokane School District

• Stevenson-Carson School District

• Toppenish School District

• University Place School District

• West Valley School District
(Spokane)

• West Valley School District (Yakima)

• Yelm School District

ECEAP Saturation Tier 8: 
Over 90% of the ECEAP eligible population is served 

• Anacortes School District

• Auburn School District

• Bridgeport School District

• Cape Flattery School District

• Cascade School District

• Clarkston School District

• Colville School District

• Everett School District

• Ferndale School District

• Granger School District

• Granite Falls School District

• Hood Canal School District

• Hoquiam School District

• Kettle Falls School District

• La Conner School District

• Meridian School District

• Mount Adams School District

• Mount Baker School District

• Newport School District

• Nooksack Valley School District

• North Franklin School District

• Omak School District

• Orcas Island School District

• Peninsula School District

• Prosser School District

• Rainier School District

• Seattle Public Schools

• Shoreline School District
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• South Bend School District 

• Tacoma School District 

• Tukwila School District 

• Wahkiakum School District 

• Wahluke School District 

• Walla Walla Public Schools 

• Wapato School District 

• Warden School District 

• White Salmon Valley School District 

• Winlock School District

Small School Districts   
These are districts where twenty or fewer three and four-year olds at/below 36% SMI are 
estimated to live within school district boundaries. Please see the previous section on ECEAP 
saturation tiers describing the approach to small districts for more information.   

Small Districts with No Measurable Early Childhood Education Access 

DCYF estimates that none of the ECEAP-eligible population is currently served within district 
boundaries by formal early childhood education programs.   

• Almira School District 

• Centerville School District 

• Coulee-Hartline School District 

• Creston School District 

• Dixie School District 

• Endicott School District 

• Green Mountain School District 

• Index School District 

• Kahlotus School District 

• Mansfield School District 

• Mary M Knight School District 

• Mill A School District 

• Onion Creek School District 

• Paterson School District 

• Quilcene School District 

• Roosevelt School District 

• Shaw Island School District 

• Washtucna School District 

• Wilson Creek School District

 

Small Districts with Some Estimated Early Childhood Education Access 

DCYF estimates that some portion of the ECEAP-eligible population (between 1% and 
approximately 90%) is served within district boundaries by formal early childhood education 
programs.  

• Adna School District 

• Asotin-Anatone School District 

• Bainbridge Island School District 

• Bickleton School District 

• Brinnon School District 

• Carbonado School District 

• Columbia School District (Stevens) 

• Conway School District 
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• Cosmopolis School District 

• Crescent School District 

• Cusick School District 

• Dayton School District 

• Dieringer School District 

• Easton School District 

• Entiat School District 

• Evaline School District 

• Evergreen School District (Stevens) 

• Glenwood School District 

• Grapeview School District 

• Great Northern School District 

• LaCrosse School District 

• Lamont School District 

• Liberty School District 

• Lind School District 

• McCleary School District 

• Morton School District 

• Mount Pleasant School District 

• Naselle-Grays River Valley School 
District 

• North River School District 

• Oakesdale School District 

• Orchard Prairie School District 

• Palisades School District 

• Palouse School District 

• Pateros School District 

• Pe Ell School District 

• Pioneer School District 

• Pomeroy School District 

• Queets-Clearwater School District 

• Raymond School District 

• Republic School District 

• Rosalia School District 

• Selkirk School District 

• South Whidbey School District 

• Southside School District 

• Sprague School District 

• St. John School District 

• Steptoe School District 

• Tekoa School District 

• Thorp School District 

• Touchet School District 

• Toutle Lake School District 

• Trout Lake School District 

• Waitsburg School District 

• Wellpinit School District 

• Wilbur School District 

• Willapa Valley School District 

• Wishkah Valley School District 

• Wishram School District 

• Zillah School District

 

Small Districts with Adequate Access to Formal Early Childhood Education 

Estimate that over 90% of the ECEAP Eligible Population is served within school district 
boundaries by formal early childhood education options. 

• Benge School District  • Boistfort School District  
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• Colton School District • Coupeville School District

• Curlew School District

• Damman School District

• Darrington School District

• Davenport School District

• Freeman School District

• Garfield School District

• Harrington School District

• Inchelium School District

• Keller School District

• Klickitat School District

• Lake Quinault School District

• Lopez School District

• Manson School District

• Nespelem School District #14

• Oakville School District

• Odessa School District

• Orient School District

• Orondo School District

• Ritzville School District

• San Juan Island School District

• Skamania School District

• Skykomish School District

• Star School District No. 054

• Starbuck School District

• Summit Valley School District

• Taholah School District

• Valley School District

• Vashon Island School District

• Waterville School District

• White Pass School District
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Saturation by School District Boundary Area Details   
Please refer to Appendix A for details related to estimated and calculated fields in table. The final three calculated columns 
reference additional data, which is not represented in the table and is detailed in Appendix A.  

 

School District 
Boundary Area  

ECEAP  
Income  
Eligible  
Population 
 
 
Number of 3- 
& 4- year 
old children 
at or below 
36% 
SMI within 
school 
district 
boundaries  
  

Public Pre-k 
Slots  
Available to 
ECEAP 
Children   
 
Number of 
funded slots 
(See 
adjustments for 
HS, TK and SPP 
in Appendix A)  

Unserved  
Income 
Eligible 
Population 
 
 
Estimated 
unserved 3- & 
4-year-
olds at/below 
36%SMI   

Estimated 
Slots 
Needed  
 
 
 
Estimated 
unserved  
income 
eligible 
children with 
an additional 
10% non-
income-based 
enrollment  

Estimated 
ECEAP-
Eligible 
Population 
Served   
 
Estimated ECEAP 
population 
percentage with 
ECE needs met  

Saturation 
Tier 
(Small 
Districts = 
SD)   
 
Relative need 
for district to 
expand 
ECEAP 

Meets High 
Needs 
Community 
Threshold 
 
 
Three or more 
indicators of low k-
readiness, and high 
k-readiness gaps, 
BIPOC & ELL 
enrollment, free 
meal eligibility, & 
child welfare 
involvement 

Aberdeen School District  171  97  74  81  61%  6 Yes 

Adna School District  15  0  15  17  5%  SD No  

Almira School District 4 0 4 4 0% SD Unknown   

Anacortes School District 85 78 7 8 90%+ 8 No   

Arlington School District 133 80 53 58 53% 5 No   

Asotin-Anatone School 
District 

13 5 8 9 41% SD No   
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School District 
Boundary Area  

ECEAP  
Income  
Eligible  
Population 
 
 
Number of 3- 
& 4- year 
old children 
at or below 
36% 
SMI within 
school 
district 
boundaries  
  

Public Pre-k 
Slots  
Available to 
ECEAP 
Children   
 
Number of 
funded slots 
(See 
adjustments for 
HS, TK and SPP 
in Appendix A)  

Unserved  
Income 
Eligible 
Population 
 
 
Estimated 
unserved 3- & 
4-year-
olds at/below 
36%SMI   

Estimated 
Slots 
Needed  
 
 
 
Estimated 
unserved  
income 
eligible 
children with 
an additional 
10% non-
income-based 
enrollment  

Estimated 
ECEAP-
Eligible 
Population 
Served   
 
Estimated ECEAP 
population 
percentage with 
ECE needs met  

Saturation 
Tier 
(Small 
Districts = 
SD)   
 
Relative need 
for district to 
expand 
ECEAP 

Meets High 
Needs 
Community 
Threshold 
 
 
Three or more 
indicators of low k-
readiness, and high 
k-readiness gaps, 
BIPOC & ELL 
enrollment, free 
meal eligibility, & 
child welfare 
involvement 

Auburn School District 564 489 75 83 90%+ 8 No   

Bainbridge Island School 
District 

11 0 11 12 9% SD No   

Battle Ground School 
District 

347 66 281 310 28% 2 No   

Bellevue School District 306 200 106 116 74% 7 No   

Bellingham School District 540 241 299 329 53% 5 No   

Benge School District 0 0 0 0 N/A SD Unknown   

Bethel School District 836 185 651 716 30% 2 No   

Bickleton School District 3 0 3 3 8% SD Unknown   

Blaine School District 111 8 103 114 11% 1 No   

Boistfort School District 3 5 0 0 90%+ SD Unknown   
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School District 
Boundary Area  

ECEAP  
Income  
Eligible  
Population 
 
 
Number of 3- 
& 4- year 
old children 
at or below 
36% 
SMI within 
school 
district 
boundaries  
  

Public Pre-k 
Slots  
Available to 
ECEAP 
Children   
 
Number of 
funded slots 
(See 
adjustments for 
HS, TK and SPP 
in Appendix A)  

Unserved  
Income 
Eligible 
Population 
 
 
Estimated 
unserved 3- & 
4-year-
olds at/below 
36%SMI   

Estimated 
Slots 
Needed  
 
 
 
Estimated 
unserved  
income 
eligible 
children with 
an additional 
10% non-
income-based 
enrollment  

Estimated 
ECEAP-
Eligible 
Population 
Served   
 
Estimated ECEAP 
population 
percentage with 
ECE needs met  

Saturation 
Tier 
(Small 
Districts = 
SD)   
 
Relative need 
for district to 
expand 
ECEAP 

Meets High 
Needs 
Community 
Threshold 
 
 
Three or more 
indicators of low k-
readiness, and high 
k-readiness gaps, 
BIPOC & ELL 
enrollment, free 
meal eligibility, & 
child welfare 
involvement 

Bremerton & Catalyst 
School Districts 

379 217 162 179 65% 6 Unknown   

Brewster School District 69 51 18 19 80% 7 No   

Bridgeport School District 32 51 0 0 90%+ 8 Yes   

Brinnon School District 19 1 18 20 3% SD Unknown   

Burlington-Edison School 
District 

116 31 85 93 37% 3 No   

Camas School District 79 31 48 53 43% 4 No   

Cape Flattery School 
District 

22 42 0 0 90%+ 8 Yes   

Carbonado School District 3 0 3 3 8% SD Yes   

Cascade School District 22 20 2 2 90%+ 8 No   
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School District 
Boundary Area  

ECEAP  
Income  
Eligible  
Population 
 
 
Number of 3- 
& 4- year 
old children 
at or below 
36% 
SMI within 
school 
district 
boundaries  
  

Public Pre-k 
Slots  
Available to 
ECEAP 
Children   
 
Number of 
funded slots 
(See 
adjustments for 
HS, TK and SPP 
in Appendix A)  

Unserved  
Income 
Eligible 
Population 
 
 
Estimated 
unserved 3- & 
4-year-
olds at/below 
36%SMI   

Estimated 
Slots 
Needed  
 
 
 
Estimated 
unserved  
income 
eligible 
children with 
an additional 
10% non-
income-based 
enrollment  

Estimated 
ECEAP-
Eligible 
Population 
Served   
 
Estimated ECEAP 
population 
percentage with 
ECE needs met  

Saturation 
Tier 
(Small 
Districts = 
SD)   
 
Relative need 
for district to 
expand 
ECEAP 

Meets High 
Needs 
Community 
Threshold 
 
 
Three or more 
indicators of low k-
readiness, and high 
k-readiness gaps, 
BIPOC & ELL 
enrollment, free 
meal eligibility, & 
child welfare 
involvement 

Cashmere School District 30 15 15 17 53% 5 No  

Castle Rock School District 53 28 25 28 60% 5 No  

Centerville School District 3 0 3 3 0% SD Unknown  

Central Kitsap School 
District 

341 64 277 305 26% 2 No  

Central Valley School 
District 

690 536 154 169 77% 7 No  

Centralia School District 308 187 121 133 63% 6 No  

Chehalis School District 118 40 78 86 44% 4 No  

Cheney School District 523 230 293 322 40% 3 No  

Chewelah School District 67 17 50 55 33% 3 Yes  
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School District 
Boundary Area  

ECEAP  
Income  
Eligible  
Population 
 
 
Number of 3- 
& 4- year 
old children 
at or below 
36% 
SMI within 
school 
district 
boundaries  
  

Public Pre-k 
Slots  
Available to 
ECEAP 
Children   
 
Number of 
funded slots 
(See 
adjustments for 
HS, TK and SPP 
in Appendix A)  

Unserved  
Income 
Eligible 
Population 
 
 
Estimated 
unserved 3- & 
4-year-
olds at/below 
36%SMI   

Estimated 
Slots 
Needed  
 
 
 
Estimated 
unserved  
income 
eligible 
children with 
an additional 
10% non-
income-based 
enrollment  

Estimated 
ECEAP-
Eligible 
Population 
Served   
 
Estimated ECEAP 
population 
percentage with 
ECE needs met  

Saturation 
Tier 
(Small 
Districts = 
SD)   
 
Relative need 
for district to 
expand 
ECEAP 

Meets High 
Needs 
Community 
Threshold 
 
 
Three or more 
indicators of low k-
readiness, and high 
k-readiness gaps, 
BIPOC & ELL 
enrollment, free 
meal eligibility, & 
child welfare 
involvement 

Chief Leschi & Puyallup 
School Districts 

666 166 500 550 30% 2 Yes  

Chimacum School District 55 18 37 41 38% 3 No  

Clarkston School District 103 107 0 0 90%+ 8 Yes  

Cle Elum-Roslyn School 
District 

48 27 21 23 55% 5 No  

Clover Park School District 1194 584 610 671 53% 5 No  

Colfax School District 39 13 26 29 34% 3 No  

College Place School 
District 

56 47 9 10 86% 7 No  

Colton School District 2 2 0 0 90%+ SD No  

Columbia (Stevens) School 
District 

9 0 9 10 4% SD Unknown 
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School District 
Boundary Area  

ECEAP  
Income  
Eligible  
Population 
 
 
Number of 3- 
& 4- year 
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at or below 
36% 
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school 
district 
boundaries  
  

Public Pre-k 
Slots  
Available to 
ECEAP 
Children   
 
Number of 
funded slots 
(See 
adjustments for 
HS, TK and SPP 
in Appendix A)  

Unserved  
Income 
Eligible 
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Estimated 
unserved 3- & 
4-year-
olds at/below 
36%SMI   

Estimated 
Slots 
Needed  
 
 
 
Estimated 
unserved  
income 
eligible 
children with 
an additional 
10% non-
income-based 
enrollment  

Estimated 
ECEAP-
Eligible 
Population 
Served   
 
Estimated ECEAP 
population 
percentage with 
ECE needs met  

Saturation 
Tier 
(Small 
Districts = 
SD)   
 
Relative need 
for district to 
expand 
ECEAP 

Meets High 
Needs 
Community 
Threshold 
 
 
Three or more 
indicators of low k-
readiness, and high 
k-readiness gaps, 
BIPOC & ELL 
enrollment, free 
meal eligibility, & 
child welfare 
involvement 

Columbia (Walla Walla) 
School District 

92 20 72 79 23% 2 No  

Colville School District 75 93 0 0 90%+ 8 Yes  

Concrete School District 40 5 35 39 14% 1 No  

Conway School District 4 0 4 4 31% SD No  

Cosmopolis School District 7 2 5 5 48% SD No  

Coulee-Hartline School 
District 

5 0 5 6 0% SD Unknown  

Coupeville School District 13 21 0 0 90%+ SD No  

Crescent School District 6 0 6 7 13% SD No  

Creston School District 10 0 10 11 0% SD Unknown  

Curlew School District 6 10 0 0 90%+ SD Unknown  



 

17 
 

2025-26 ECEAP PREK SATURATION STUDY 

School District 
Boundary Area  

ECEAP  
Income  
Eligible  
Population 
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& 4- year 
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at or below 
36% 
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school 
district 
boundaries  
  

Public Pre-k 
Slots  
Available to 
ECEAP 
Children   
 
Number of 
funded slots 
(See 
adjustments for 
HS, TK and SPP 
in Appendix A)  

Unserved  
Income 
Eligible 
Population 
 
 
Estimated 
unserved 3- & 
4-year-
olds at/below 
36%SMI   

Estimated 
Slots 
Needed  
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unserved  
income 
eligible 
children with 
an additional 
10% non-
income-based 
enrollment  

Estimated 
ECEAP-
Eligible 
Population 
Served   
 
Estimated ECEAP 
population 
percentage with 
ECE needs met  

Saturation 
Tier 
(Small 
Districts = 
SD)   
 
Relative need 
for district to 
expand 
ECEAP 

Meets High 
Needs 
Community 
Threshold 
 
 
Three or more 
indicators of low k-
readiness, and high 
k-readiness gaps, 
BIPOC & ELL 
enrollment, free 
meal eligibility, & 
child welfare 
involvement 

Cusick School District 11 2 9 10 37% SD Yes  

Damman School District 0 0 0 0 N/A SD Unknown  

Darrington School District 17 37 0 0 90%+ SD Yes  

Davenport School District 16 17 0 0 90%+ SD No  

Dayton School District 17 14 3 3 78% SD No  

Deer Park School District 127 80 47 52 62% 6 No  

Dieringer School District 9 3 6 7 54% SD No  

Dixie School District 5 0 5 6 0% SD Unknown  

East Valley School District 
(Spokane) 

278 197 81 90 73% 7 No  

East Valley School District 
(Yakima) 

126 54 72 79 52% 5 No 
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ECEAP  
Income  
Eligible  
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& 4- year 
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school 
district 
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Public Pre-k 
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ECEAP 
Children   
 
Number of 
funded slots 
(See 
adjustments for 
HS, TK and SPP 
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Unserved  
Income 
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unserved 3- & 
4-year-
olds at/below 
36%SMI   
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Slots 
Needed  
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unserved  
income 
eligible 
children with 
an additional 
10% non-
income-based 
enrollment  
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Eligible 
Population 
Served   
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population 
percentage with 
ECE needs met  
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Tier 
(Small 
Districts = 
SD)   
 
Relative need 
for district to 
expand 
ECEAP 

Meets High 
Needs 
Community 
Threshold 
 
 
Three or more 
indicators of low k-
readiness, and high 
k-readiness gaps, 
BIPOC & ELL 
enrollment, free 
meal eligibility, & 
child welfare 
involvement 

Eastmont School District 238 150 88 97 69% 6 No  

Easton School District 4 0 4 4 13% SD Unknown  

Eatonville School District 94 36 58 64 43% 4 No  

Edmonds School District 590 248 342 376 46% 4 No  

Ellensburg School District 118 64 54 60 64% 6 No  

Elma School District 94 42 52 57 45% 4 No  

Endicott School District 5 0 5 6 0% SD Unknown  

Entiat School District 7 0 7 8 25% SD No  

Enumclaw School District 107 74 33 37 67% 6 No  

Ephrata School District 152 90 62 68 52% 5 Yes  

Evaline School District 4 1 3 3 23% SD Unknown  
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Public Pre-k 
Slots  
Available to 
ECEAP 
Children   
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funded slots 
(See 
adjustments for 
HS, TK and SPP 
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Income 
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unserved 3- & 
4-year-
olds at/below 
36%SMI   
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Slots 
Needed  
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unserved  
income 
eligible 
children with 
an additional 
10% non-
income-based 
enrollment  
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Served   
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percentage with 
ECE needs met  

Saturation 
Tier 
(Small 
Districts = 
SD)   
 
Relative need 
for district to 
expand 
ECEAP 

Meets High 
Needs 
Community 
Threshold 
 
 
Three or more 
indicators of low k-
readiness, and high 
k-readiness gaps, 
BIPOC & ELL 
enrollment, free 
meal eligibility, & 
child welfare 
involvement 

Everett School District 436 388 48 53 90%+ 8 No  

Evergreen School District 
(Clark) 

926 593 333 367 67% 6 No  

Evergreen School District 
(Stevens) 

5 0 5 6 5% SD Unknown  

Federal Way School 
District 

1265 497 768 845 49% 4 No  

Ferndale School District 190 251 0 0 90%+ 8 No  

Fife School District 147 84 63 69 61% 6 No  

Finley School District 31 18 13 14 69%  Yes  

Franklin Pierce School 
District 

342 205 137 151 70% 6 No  

Freeman School District 4 6 0 0 90%+ SD No  



 

20 
 

2025-26 ECEAP PREK SATURATION STUDY 

School District 
Boundary Area  
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Income  
Eligible  
Population 
 
 
Number of 3- 
& 4- year 
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district 
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Public Pre-k 
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Available to 
ECEAP 
Children   
 
Number of 
funded slots 
(See 
adjustments for 
HS, TK and SPP 
in Appendix A)  

Unserved  
Income 
Eligible 
Population 
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unserved 3- & 
4-year-
olds at/below 
36%SMI   

Estimated 
Slots 
Needed  
 
 
 
Estimated 
unserved  
income 
eligible 
children with 
an additional 
10% non-
income-based 
enrollment  

Estimated 
ECEAP-
Eligible 
Population 
Served   
 
Estimated ECEAP 
population 
percentage with 
ECE needs met  

Saturation 
Tier 
(Small 
Districts = 
SD)   
 
Relative need 
for district to 
expand 
ECEAP 

Meets High 
Needs 
Community 
Threshold 
 
 
Three or more 
indicators of low k-
readiness, and high 
k-readiness gaps, 
BIPOC & ELL 
enrollment, free 
meal eligibility, & 
child welfare 
involvement 

Garfield School District 1 6 0 0 90%+ SD Yes  

Glenwood School District 2 0 2 2 13% SD Unknown  

Goldendale School District 66 43 23 25 60% 5 Yes  

Grand Coulee Dam School 
District 

24 0 24 26 4% 1 Yes  

Grandview School District 291 49 242 267 29% 2 No  

Granger School District 87 93 0 0 90%+ 8 No  

Granite Falls School 
District 

67 82 0 0 90%+ 8 No  

Grapeview School District 3 2 1 1 80% SD No  

Great Northern School 
District 

5 0 5 6 5% SD Unknown  
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Income  
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Number of 
funded slots 
(See 
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HS, TK and SPP 
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Unserved  
Income 
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unserved 3- & 
4-year-
olds at/below 
36%SMI   
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Slots 
Needed  
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unserved  
income 
eligible 
children with 
an additional 
10% non-
income-based 
enrollment  
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ECEAP-
Eligible 
Population 
Served   
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population 
percentage with 
ECE needs met  

Saturation 
Tier 
(Small 
Districts = 
SD)   
 
Relative need 
for district to 
expand 
ECEAP 

Meets High 
Needs 
Community 
Threshold 
 
 
Three or more 
indicators of low k-
readiness, and high 
k-readiness gaps, 
BIPOC & ELL 
enrollment, free 
meal eligibility, & 
child welfare 
involvement 

Green Mountain School 
District 

11 0 11 12 0% SD No  

Griffin School District 27 5 22 25 21% 2 No  

Harrington School District 3 7 0 0 90%+ SD No  

Highland School District 152 8 144 158 9% 1 Yes  

Highline School District 1018 545 473 520 64% 6 Yes  

Hockinson School District 39 9 30 32 31% 3 No  

Hood Canal School District 24 34 0 0 90%+ 8 Yes  

Hoquiam School District 61 50 11 12 90%+ 8 Yes  

Inchelium School District 14 17 0 0 90%+ SD Yes  

Index School District 2 0 2 2 0% SD Unknown  

Issaquah School District 197 86 111 122 48% 4 No  
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Number of 
funded slots 
(See 
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HS, TK and SPP 
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Income 
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unserved 3- & 
4-year-
olds at/below 
36%SMI   
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Slots 
Needed  
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unserved  
income 
eligible 
children with 
an additional 
10% non-
income-based 
enrollment  
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Served   
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Meets High 
Needs 
Community 
Threshold 
 
 
Three or more 
indicators of low k-
readiness, and high 
k-readiness gaps, 
BIPOC & ELL 
enrollment, free 
meal eligibility, & 
child welfare 
involvement 

Kahlotus School District 3 0 3 3 0% SD Unknown  

Kalama School District 29 5 24 26 30% 2 No  

Keller School District 7 8 0 0 90%+ SD Unknown  

Kelso School District 146 80 66 72 70% 6 No  

Kennewick School District 939 360 579 637 46% 4 No  

Kent School District 1104 526 578 636 58% 5 No  

Kettle Falls School District 31 36 0 0 90%+ 8 No  

Kiona-Benton City School 
District 

115 73 42 46 65% 6 No  

Kittitas School District 39 3 36 40 11% 1 No  

Klickitat School District 2 8 0 0 90%+ SD Unknown  

La Center School District 32 0 32 35 11% 1 No  
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4-year-
olds at/below 
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Needed  
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eligible 
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an additional 
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income-based 
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Served   
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Relative need 
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Meets High 
Needs 
Community 
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Three or more 
indicators of low k-
readiness, and high 
k-readiness gaps, 
BIPOC & ELL 
enrollment, free 
meal eligibility, & 
child welfare 
involvement 

La Conner School District 22 21 1 1 90%+ 8 Yes  

LaCrosse School District 4 0 4 4 11% SD Unknown  

Lake Chelan School District 32 23 9 10 80% 7 No  

Lake Quinault School 
District 

10 19 0 0 90%+ SD Yes  

Lake Stevens School 
District 

242 119 123 135 48% 4 No  

Lake Washington School 
District 

424 66 358 394 27% 2 No  

Lakewood School District 119 69 50 55 65% 6 No  

Lamont School District 2 0 2 2 13% SD Unknown  

Liberty School District 10 3 7 8 36% SD No  
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Meets High 
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Community 
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Three or more 
indicators of low k-
readiness, and high 
k-readiness gaps, 
BIPOC & ELL 
enrollment, free 
meal eligibility, & 
child welfare 
involvement 

Lind School District 9 8 1 1 87% SD Yes  

Longview School District 409 144 265 292 44% 4 No  

Loon Lake School District 24 12 12 13 49% 4 No  

Lopez School District 11 11 0 0 90%+ SD No  

Lyle School District 23 11 12 13 47% 4 Yes  

Lynden School District 136 60 76 83 52% 5 No  

Mabton School District 51 39 12 14 90% 7 Yes  

Mansfield School District 11 0 11 12 0% SD Unknown  

Manson School District 12 25 0 0 90%+ SD Yes  

Mary M Knight School 
District 

14 0 14 15 0% SD Yes  
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Meets High 
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readiness, and high 
k-readiness gaps, 
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enrollment, free 
meal eligibility, & 
child welfare 
involvement 

Mary Walker School 
District 

35 10 25 28 31% 3 Yes  

Marysville School District 387 343 44 49 82% 7 No  

McCleary School District 16 6 10 11 47% SD No  

Mead School District 310 122 188 206 43% 4 No  

Medical Lake School 
District 

84 46 38 42 55% 5 No  

Mercer Island School 
District 

39 0 39 43 10% 1 No  

Meridian School District 36 47 0 0 90%+ 8 No  

Methow Valley School 
District 

52 15 37 41 42% 4 No  

Mill A School District 2 0 2 2 0% SD Unknown  
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enrollment, free 
meal eligibility, & 
child welfare 
involvement 

Monroe School District 241 77 164 180 33% 3 No  

Montesano School District 65 8 57 63 17% 1 No  

Morton School District 15 11 4 4 73% SD No  

Moses Lake School District 400 348 52 57 85% 7 No  

Mossyrock School District 25 8 17 19 34% 3 No  

Mount Adams School 
District 

21 70 0 0 90%+ 8 No  

Mount Baker School 
District 

38 55 0 0 90%+ 8 No  

Mount Pleasant School 
District 

2 0 2 2 25% SD Unknown  

Mount Vernon School 
District 

382 156 226 248 45% 4 Yes  
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income-based 
enrollment  

Estimated 
ECEAP-
Eligible 
Population 
Served   
 
Estimated ECEAP 
population 
percentage with 
ECE needs met  

Saturation 
Tier 
(Small 
Districts = 
SD)   
 
Relative need 
for district to 
expand 
ECEAP 

Meets High 
Needs 
Community 
Threshold 
 
 
Three or more 
indicators of low k-
readiness, and high 
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enrollment, free 
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child welfare 
involvement 

Mukilteo School District 779 300 479 527 45% 4 No  

Naches Valley School 
District 

77 32 45 50 42% 4 No  

Napavine School District 21 0 21 23 15% 1 No  

Naselle-Grays River Valley 
School District 

9 0 9 10 6% SD No  

Nespelem School District 9 47 0 0 90%+ SD Yes  

Newport School District 59 85 0 0 90%+ 8 No  

Nine Mile Falls School 
District 

60 29 31 34 45% 4 No  

Nooksack Valley School 
District 

42 59 0 0 90%+ 8 No  
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North Beach School 
District 

23 16 7 7 79% 7 No  

North Franklin School 
District 

152 172 0 0 90%+ 8 Yes  

North Kitsap School 
District 

134 89 45 49 71% 7 No  

North Mason School 
District 

73 5 68 75 16% 1 No  

North River School District 1 0 1 1 31% SD Unknown  

North Thurston Public 
Schools 

651 130 521 573 27% 2 No  

Northport School District 23 9 14 15 38% 3 Unknown  

Northshore School District 192 95 97 107 63% 6 No  
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School District 
Boundary Area  

ECEAP  
Income  
Eligible  
Population 
 
 
Number of 3- 
& 4- year 
old children 
at or below 
36% 
SMI within 
school 
district 
boundaries  
  

Public Pre-k 
Slots  
Available to 
ECEAP 
Children   
 
Number of 
funded slots 
(See 
adjustments for 
HS, TK and SPP 
in Appendix A)  

Unserved  
Income 
Eligible 
Population 
 
 
Estimated 
unserved 3- & 
4-year-
olds at/below 
36%SMI   

Estimated 
Slots 
Needed  
 
 
 
Estimated 
unserved  
income 
eligible 
children with 
an additional 
10% non-
income-based 
enrollment  

Estimated 
ECEAP-
Eligible 
Population 
Served   
 
Estimated ECEAP 
population 
percentage with 
ECE needs met  

Saturation 
Tier 
(Small 
Districts = 
SD)   
 
Relative need 
for district to 
expand 
ECEAP 

Meets High 
Needs 
Community 
Threshold 
 
 
Three or more 
indicators of low k-
readiness, and high 
k-readiness gaps, 
BIPOC & ELL 
enrollment, free 
meal eligibility, & 
child welfare 
involvement 

Oak Harbor School District 321 107 214 235 32% 3 No  

Oakesdale School District 6 1 5 5 35% SD No  

Oakville School District 11 57 0 0 90%+ SD Yes  

Ocean Beach School 
District 

40 16 24 26 62% 6 No  

Ocosta School District 24 11 13 14 44% 4 Yes  

Odessa School District 2 1 1 1 90%+ SD No  

Okanogan School District 45 18 27 29 49% 4 No  

Olympia School District 388 65 323 356 29% 2 No  

Omak School District 106 107 0 0 90%+ 8 Yes  

Onalaska School District 55 20 35 39 32% 3 No  
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School District 
Boundary Area  

ECEAP  
Income  
Eligible  
Population 
 
 
Number of 3- 
& 4- year 
old children 
at or below 
36% 
SMI within 
school 
district 
boundaries  
  

Public Pre-k 
Slots  
Available to 
ECEAP 
Children   
 
Number of 
funded slots 
(See 
adjustments for 
HS, TK and SPP 
in Appendix A)  

Unserved  
Income 
Eligible 
Population 
 
 
Estimated 
unserved 3- & 
4-year-
olds at/below 
36%SMI   

Estimated 
Slots 
Needed  
 
 
 
Estimated 
unserved  
income 
eligible 
children with 
an additional 
10% non-
income-based 
enrollment  

Estimated 
ECEAP-
Eligible 
Population 
Served   
 
Estimated ECEAP 
population 
percentage with 
ECE needs met  

Saturation 
Tier 
(Small 
Districts = 
SD)   
 
Relative need 
for district to 
expand 
ECEAP 

Meets High 
Needs 
Community 
Threshold 
 
 
Three or more 
indicators of low k-
readiness, and high 
k-readiness gaps, 
BIPOC & ELL 
enrollment, free 
meal eligibility, & 
child welfare 
involvement 

Onion Creek School 
District 

2 0 2 2 0% SD Unknown  

Orcas Island School District 34 45 0 0 90%+ 8 No  

Orchard Prairie School 
District 

9 0 9 10 14% SD Unknown  

Orient School District 0 0 0 0 N/A SD Unknown  

Orondo School District 17 18 0 0 90%+ SD Yes  

Oroville School District 78 43 35 39 60% 5 No  

Orting School District 64 20 44 48 35% 3 No  

Othello School District 378 123 255 281 37% 3 No  

Palisades School District 1 0 1 1 31% SD Unknown  

Palouse School District 3 2 1 1 66% SD No  
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School District 
Boundary Area  

ECEAP  
Income  
Eligible  
Population 
 
 
Number of 3- 
& 4- year 
old children 
at or below 
36% 
SMI within 
school 
district 
boundaries  
  

Public Pre-k 
Slots  
Available to 
ECEAP 
Children   
 
Number of 
funded slots 
(See 
adjustments for 
HS, TK and SPP 
in Appendix A)  

Unserved  
Income 
Eligible 
Population 
 
 
Estimated 
unserved 3- & 
4-year-
olds at/below 
36%SMI   

Estimated 
Slots 
Needed  
 
 
 
Estimated 
unserved  
income 
eligible 
children with 
an additional 
10% non-
income-based 
enrollment  

Estimated 
ECEAP-
Eligible 
Population 
Served   
 
Estimated ECEAP 
population 
percentage with 
ECE needs met  

Saturation 
Tier 
(Small 
Districts = 
SD)   
 
Relative need 
for district to 
expand 
ECEAP 

Meets High 
Needs 
Community 
Threshold 
 
 
Three or more 
indicators of low k-
readiness, and high 
k-readiness gaps, 
BIPOC & ELL 
enrollment, free 
meal eligibility, & 
child welfare 
involvement 

Pasco School District 1024 658 366 402 67% 6 Yes  

Pateros School District 18 2 16 18 18% SD No  

Paterson School District 4 0 4 4 0% SD Unknown  

Pe Ell School District 13 3 10 11 23% SD Yes  

Peninsula School District 63 91 0 0 90%+ 8 No  

Pioneer School District 10 0 10 11 25% SD No  

Pomeroy School District 10 4 6 7 37% SD No  

Port Angeles School 
District 

178 110 68 74 72% 7 No  

Port Townsend School 
District 

41 17 24 27 45% 4 No  

Prescott School District 38 2 36 40 7% 1 No  
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School District 
Boundary Area  

ECEAP  
Income  
Eligible  
Population 
 
 
Number of 3- 
& 4- year 
old children 
at or below 
36% 
SMI within 
school 
district 
boundaries  
  

Public Pre-k 
Slots  
Available to 
ECEAP 
Children   
 
Number of 
funded slots 
(See 
adjustments for 
HS, TK and SPP 
in Appendix A)  

Unserved  
Income 
Eligible 
Population 
 
 
Estimated 
unserved 3- & 
4-year-
olds at/below 
36%SMI   

Estimated 
Slots 
Needed  
 
 
 
Estimated 
unserved  
income 
eligible 
children with 
an additional 
10% non-
income-based 
enrollment  

Estimated 
ECEAP-
Eligible 
Population 
Served   
 
Estimated ECEAP 
population 
percentage with 
ECE needs met  

Saturation 
Tier 
(Small 
Districts = 
SD)   
 
Relative need 
for district to 
expand 
ECEAP 

Meets High 
Needs 
Community 
Threshold 
 
 
Three or more 
indicators of low k-
readiness, and high 
k-readiness gaps, 
BIPOC & ELL 
enrollment, free 
meal eligibility, & 
child welfare 
involvement 

Prosser School District 69 138 0 0 90%+ 8 Yes  

Pullman School District 156 92 64 71 61% 6 No  

Queets-Clearwater School 
District 

1 0 1 1 25% SD Unknown  

Quilcene School District 12 0 12 13 0% SD No  

Quillayute Valley School 
District 

100 63 37 41 63% 6 Yes  

Quincy School District 193 55 138 152 38% 3 Yes  

Rainier School District 32 25 7 8 90%+ 8 No  

Raymond School District 13 2 11 13 54% SD No  

Reardan-Edwall School 
District 

26 16 10 11 59% 5 No  
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School District 
Boundary Area  

ECEAP  
Income  
Eligible  
Population 
 
 
Number of 3- 
& 4- year 
old children 
at or below 
36% 
SMI within 
school 
district 
boundaries  
  

Public Pre-k 
Slots  
Available to 
ECEAP 
Children   
 
Number of 
funded slots 
(See 
adjustments for 
HS, TK and SPP 
in Appendix A)  

Unserved  
Income 
Eligible 
Population 
 
 
Estimated 
unserved 3- & 
4-year-
olds at/below 
36%SMI   

Estimated 
Slots 
Needed  
 
 
 
Estimated 
unserved  
income 
eligible 
children with 
an additional 
10% non-
income-based 
enrollment  

Estimated 
ECEAP-
Eligible 
Population 
Served   
 
Estimated ECEAP 
population 
percentage with 
ECE needs met  

Saturation 
Tier 
(Small 
Districts = 
SD)   
 
Relative need 
for district to 
expand 
ECEAP 

Meets High 
Needs 
Community 
Threshold 
 
 
Three or more 
indicators of low k-
readiness, and high 
k-readiness gaps, 
BIPOC & ELL 
enrollment, free 
meal eligibility, & 
child welfare 
involvement 

Renton School District 828 210 618 679 35% 3 No  

Republic School District 19 18 1 1 89% SD No  

Richland School District 534 221 313 344 47% 4 No  

Ridgefield School District 87 0 87 96 9% 1 No  

Ritzville School District 10 12 0 0 90%+ SD No  

Riverside School District 87 64 23 25 72% 7 No  

Riverview School District 45 18 27 30 43% 4 No  

Rochester School District 129 42 87 96 36% 3 No  

Roosevelt School District 1 0 1 1 0% SD Unknown  

Rosalia School District 8 1 7 7 18% SD Yes  

Royal School District 114 67 47 52 65% 6 No  
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School District 
Boundary Area  

ECEAP  
Income  
Eligible  
Population 
 
 
Number of 3- 
& 4- year 
old children 
at or below 
36% 
SMI within 
school 
district 
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Public Pre-k 
Slots  
Available to 
ECEAP 
Children   
 
Number of 
funded slots 
(See 
adjustments for 
HS, TK and SPP 
in Appendix A)  

Unserved  
Income 
Eligible 
Population 
 
 
Estimated 
unserved 3- & 
4-year-
olds at/below 
36%SMI   

Estimated 
Slots 
Needed  
 
 
 
Estimated 
unserved  
income 
eligible 
children with 
an additional 
10% non-
income-based 
enrollment  

Estimated 
ECEAP-
Eligible 
Population 
Served   
 
Estimated ECEAP 
population 
percentage with 
ECE needs met  

Saturation 
Tier 
(Small 
Districts = 
SD)   
 
Relative need 
for district to 
expand 
ECEAP 

Meets High 
Needs 
Community 
Threshold 
 
 
Three or more 
indicators of low k-
readiness, and high 
k-readiness gaps, 
BIPOC & ELL 
enrollment, free 
meal eligibility, & 
child welfare 
involvement 

San Juan Island School 
District 

18 28 0 0 90%+ SD No  

Satsop School District 23 0 23 25 4% 1 Unknown  

Seattle Public Schools 1606 1419 187 205 90%+ 8 No  

Sedro-Woolley School 
District 

171 47 124 137 36% 3 No  

Selah School District 218 77 141 155 43% 4 No  

Selkirk School District 9 2 7 8 20% SD No  

Sequim School District 105 12 93 102 21% 2 No  

Shaw Island School District 1 0 1 1 0% SD Unknown  

Shelton School District 230 147 83 91 61% 6 Yes  

Shoreline School District 151 158 0 0 90%+ 8 No  
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School District 
Boundary Area  

ECEAP  
Income  
Eligible  
Population 
 
 
Number of 3- 
& 4- year 
old children 
at or below 
36% 
SMI within 
school 
district 
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Public Pre-k 
Slots  
Available to 
ECEAP 
Children   
 
Number of 
funded slots 
(See 
adjustments for 
HS, TK and SPP 
in Appendix A)  

Unserved  
Income 
Eligible 
Population 
 
 
Estimated 
unserved 3- & 
4-year-
olds at/below 
36%SMI   

Estimated 
Slots 
Needed  
 
 
 
Estimated 
unserved  
income 
eligible 
children with 
an additional 
10% non-
income-based 
enrollment  

Estimated 
ECEAP-
Eligible 
Population 
Served   
 
Estimated ECEAP 
population 
percentage with 
ECE needs met  

Saturation 
Tier 
(Small 
Districts = 
SD)   
 
Relative need 
for district to 
expand 
ECEAP 

Meets High 
Needs 
Community 
Threshold 
 
 
Three or more 
indicators of low k-
readiness, and high 
k-readiness gaps, 
BIPOC & ELL 
enrollment, free 
meal eligibility, & 
child welfare 
involvement 

Skamania School District 0 1 0 0 N/A SD Unknown  

Skykomish School District 1 4 0 0 90%+ SD Unknown  

Snohomish School District 166 93 73 80 49% 4 No  

Snoqualmie Valley School 
District 

40 32 8 9 85% 7 No  

Soap Lake School District 66 5 61 67 11% 1 Yes  

South Bend School District 22 69 0 0 90%+ 8 Yes  

South Kitsap School 
District 

397 95 302 332 29% 2 No  

South Whidbey School 
District 

15 2 13 14 40% SD No  

Southside School District 4 0 4 4 13% SD No  
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School District 
Boundary Area  

ECEAP  
Income  
Eligible  
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& 4- year 
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at or below 
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ECEAP 
Children   
 
Number of 
funded slots 
(See 
adjustments for 
HS, TK and SPP 
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Income 
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unserved 3- & 
4-year-
olds at/below 
36%SMI   
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Slots 
Needed  
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unserved  
income 
eligible 
children with 
an additional 
10% non-
income-based 
enrollment  
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ECEAP-
Eligible 
Population 
Served   
 
Estimated ECEAP 
population 
percentage with 
ECE needs met  

Saturation 
Tier 
(Small 
Districts = 
SD)   
 
Relative need 
for district to 
expand 
ECEAP 

Meets High 
Needs 
Community 
Threshold 
 
 
Three or more 
indicators of low k-
readiness, and high 
k-readiness gaps, 
BIPOC & ELL 
enrollment, free 
meal eligibility, & 
child welfare 
involvement 

Spokane School District 1706 1456 250 275 87% 7 No  

Sprague School District 1 0 1 1 25% SD Unknown  

St. John School District 4 1 3 3 39% SD Unknown  

Stanwood-Camano School 
District 

135 46 89 98 42% 4 No  

Star School District  0 0 0 0 N/A SD Unknown  

Starbuck School District 0 1 0 0 N/A SD Unknown  

Steilacoom Hist. School 
District 

87 17 70 77 28% 2 No  

Steptoe School District 2 0 2 2 15% SD Unknown  

Stevenson-Carson School 
District 

24 16 8 9 82% 7 No  
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School District 
Boundary Area  

ECEAP  
Income  
Eligible  
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& 4- year 
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funded slots 
(See 
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HS, TK and SPP 
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Income 
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unserved 3- & 
4-year-
olds at/below 
36%SMI   
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Slots 
Needed  
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unserved  
income 
eligible 
children with 
an additional 
10% non-
income-based 
enrollment  
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ECEAP-
Eligible 
Population 
Served   
 
Estimated ECEAP 
population 
percentage with 
ECE needs met  

Saturation 
Tier 
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Districts = 
SD)   
 
Relative need 
for district to 
expand 
ECEAP 

Meets High 
Needs 
Community 
Threshold 
 
 
Three or more 
indicators of low k-
readiness, and high 
k-readiness gaps, 
BIPOC & ELL 
enrollment, free 
meal eligibility, & 
child welfare 
involvement 

Sultan School District 67 37 30 33 54% 5 No  

Summit Valley School 
District 

10 11 0 0 90%+ SD Yes  

Sumner School District 188 88 100 110 53% 5 No  

Sunnyside School District 504 202 302 333 50% 4 No  

Tacoma School District 1092 976 116 127 90%+ 8 No  

Taholah School District 10 63 0 0 90%+ SD Unknown  

Tahoma School District 109 18 91 100 25% 2 No  

Tekoa School District 8 1 7 8 21% SD No  

Tenino School District 26 2 24 26 21% 2 No  

Thorp School District 4 3 1 2 65% SD No  

Toledo School District 43 17 26 29 43% 4 No  
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4-year-
olds at/below 
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Needed  
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income 
eligible 
children with 
an additional 
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income-based 
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Population 
Served   
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population 
percentage with 
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Relative need 
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expand 
ECEAP 

Meets High 
Needs 
Community 
Threshold 
 
 
Three or more 
indicators of low k-
readiness, and high 
k-readiness gaps, 
BIPOC & ELL 
enrollment, free 
meal eligibility, & 
child welfare 
involvement 

Tonasket School District 111 30 81 89 29% 2 No  

Toppenish School District 279 223 56 62 79% 7 Yes  

Touchet School District 20 12 8 9 57% SD No  

Toutle Lake School District 8 0 8 9 25% SD Yes  

Trout Lake School District 6 0 6 7 8% SD Unknown  

Tukwila School District 171 147 24 26 90%+ 8 Yes  

Tumwater School District 222 27 195 214 22% 2 No  

Union Gap School District 23 2 21 23 42% 4 Yes  

University Place School 
District 

114 98 16 18 84% 7 No  

Valley School District 20 30 0 0 90%+ SD No  

Vancouver School District 1114 639 475 522 61% 6 No  
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4-year-
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children with 
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income-based 
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Served   
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Meets High 
Needs 
Community 
Threshold 
 
 
Three or more 
indicators of low k-
readiness, and high 
k-readiness gaps, 
BIPOC & ELL 
enrollment, free 
meal eligibility, & 
child welfare 
involvement 

Vashon Island School 
District 

14 20 0 0 90%+ SD No  

Wahkiakum School District 22 24 0 0 90%+ 8 No  

Wahluke School District 96 237 0 0 90%+ 8 Yes  

Waitsburg School District 15 0 15 17 2% SD No  

Walla Walla Public Schools 199 261 0 0 90%+ 8 No  

Wapato School District 184 273 0 0 90%+ 8 Yes  

Warden School District 34 42 0 0 90%+ 8 No  

Washougal School District 98 47 51 56 51% 5 No  

Washtucna School District 3 0 3 3 0% SD Unknown  

Waterville School District 0 3 0 0 N/A SD No  

Wellpinit School District 14 0 14 15 7% SD Yes  
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enrollment, free 
meal eligibility, & 
child welfare 
involvement 

Wenatchee School District 346 172 174 191 58% 5 Yes  

West Valley School District 
(Spokane) 

123 96 27 30 75% 7 No  

West Valley School District 
(Yakima) 

236 208 28 31 84% 7 No  

White Pass School District 9 20 0 0 90%+ SD Yes  

White River School District 85 46 39 43 66% 6 No  

White Salmon Valley 
School District 

23 39 0 0 90%+ 8 No  

Wilbur School District 13 2 11 12 25% SD Unknown  

Willapa Valley School 
District 

8 0 8 9 6% SD No  
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enrollment, free 
meal eligibility, & 
child welfare 
involvement 

Wilson Creek School 
District 

1 0 1 1 0% SD Unknown  

Winlock School District 45 46 0 0 90%+ 8 No  

Wishkah Valley School 
District 

2 1 1 1 69% SD Unknown  

Wishram School District 5 0 5 6 30% SD Unknown  

Woodland School District 156 13 143 157 11% 1 No  

Yakima School District 1239 662 577 635 62% 6 Yes  

Yelm School District 182 131 51 56 74% 7 No  

Zillah School District 20 7 13 14 61% SD No  
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Appendix A: Technical Appendix  

Saturation Study Formulas:  

Simplified Estimated ECEAP-Eligible Population Served Formula  

[(Public Preschool Slots Available to ECEAP Eligible Children in SY25-26 / ECEAP Income Eligible Population at/below 36% SMI in 
September 2025) *.75] + [(Estimated percentage of ECE needs met for three and four year-olds at or below 50%SMI in 
September 2025)*.25]  

Expanded Estimated ECEAP-Eligible Population Served Formula  

[((SY25/26 ECEAP Slots (Source: ELMS, September 2025) + (SY25/26 TK Slots (Source: OSPI, The Transition to Kindergarten Head Count 
List, October 2025) * .153024 (Source: CFC, June 2025)) + (SY25/26 HS Slots (Source: HS, Locator, November 2025) * .83 (Source: CFC, 
June 2025)+ (SY25/26 unduplicated SPP Slots (Source: Seattle Preschool Program, October 1, 2025 ))/ (Three and four-year old 
population as of 8/31/25 by school district at/below 36%SMI (Source: ELDS September 15, 2025))*.75] + [(Estimated served three and 
four-year old population by school district at/below 50%SMI (Source: ELDS, September 2025) + (SY25/26 TK Slots (Source: OSPI, The 
Transition to Kindergarten Head Count List, October 2025) * .153024) (Source: CFC, June 2025) + (SY25/26 HS Slots (Source: HS, 
Locator, November 2025)* .83) (Source: CFC, June 2025)+ (SY25/26 unduplicated SPP Slots) (Source: Seattle Preschool Program, 
October 1, 2025)) / (Estimated three and four-year old population by school district at/below 50%SMI (Source: ELDS September 15, 
2025))*.25]  

Population & Need Estimates  

Estimated population count and percentage of Early Childhood Education (ECE) needs is derived from the ELDS data system, which 
uses ACS census data and OFM proportion data to approximate child count by age and income levels. The ELDS data system underlies 
DCYF products, such as DCYF OIAA’s Child Care and Early Learning Need and Supply Dashboard. Please note that the saturation 
study product will not align to public facing products; the population was constructed for this product to include only three and four-
year olds as of August 31, 2025. Additionally, HS, TK, and SPP are not represented in the existing ELDS data system and are added into 
the supply estimates of this model. More information on forecasting estimates and available data is described in the sections below, 
specific to each data source.  

 

https://ospi.k12.wa.us/student-success/support-programs/early-learning-washington-state/transition-kindergarten
https://ospi.k12.wa.us/student-success/support-programs/early-learning-washington-state/transition-kindergarten
https://headstart.gov/center-locator?latitude=47.751&longitude=-120.740&state=WA
https://dcyf.wa.gov/practice/oiaa/reports/early-learning-dashboards/child-care-need-supply-data
https://ospi.k12.wa.us/student-success/support-programs/early-learning-washington-state/transition-kindergarten
https://ospi.k12.wa.us/student-success/support-programs/early-learning-washington-state/transition-kindergarten
https://headstart.gov/center-locator?latitude=47.751&longitude=-120.740&state=WA
https://headstart.gov/center-locator?latitude=47.751&longitude=-120.740&state=WA
https://dcyf.wa.gov/practice/oiaa/reports/early-learning-dashboards/child-care-need-supply-data
https://dcyf.wa.gov/practice/oiaa/reports/early-learning-dashboards/child-care-need-supply-data
https://www.dcyf.wa.gov/practice/oiaa/reports/early-learning-dashboards/child-care-need-supply-data
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Estimating Availability of Public Preschool Slots Available to ECEAP Eligible Children   

As a primary driver of the saturation model, state/federal/city funded preschool slots are compared to the estimated number of three 
and four-year old ECEAP income-eligible children at the school district level. Each count of slots is treated to account for some, but not 
all, factors which impact enrollment of three- and four-year-olds at/below 36%SMI population. Across the model, a comparison of 
slots does not account for whether existing slots are under-enrolled or underused. This is an important limitation to keep in mind.  

Transition to Kindergarten  

When available through school districts, Transition to Kindergarten (TK) provides preschool slots to four and five-year olds. 
Though most districts prioritize enrollment for low-income families and families with factors similar to ECEAP eligibility points, each 
enrollment approach is localized. To create an appropriate estimate of slot availability to the ECEAP income-eligible 
population, DCYF is required to estimate the number of slots only utilized by four-year olds and the number of slots only utilized by 
children at or below 36% SMI. The estimate applied in this study was provided in June 2025 by the Caseload Forecast 
Council (CFC). Linking the ECEAP methodology to CFC forecasting is a legislative requirement of the ECEAP program. The CFC estimates 
that of the 2025-2026 and 2026-2027 TK enrolled population (estimate, n=7,266), 79.7% are four years old and 19.2% of enrolled 
children are ECEAP income eligible. When combined, this is a rate of 15.3024%. CFC estimates this accounts for approximately 
1,114 children statewide. In the 2025-2026 school year, there were fewer TK slots than estimated in the CFC forecast (actual, n=6,556). 
When the combined rate of 15.3024% is applied, it’s estimated that 1,003 of those TK slots would be utilized by ECEAP income-eligible 
(at/below 36%SMI) four-year olds.  

The primary limitation of this method is that it lacks geographic sensitivity, which is key to a geographic based saturation assessment. 
It is likely that localized eligibility requirements and procedures predict enrollment of ECEAP income eligible children and as eligibility 
requirements vary by school district, it is unlikely that a statewide average 15.3% is reliable at the local level. This will lead to the 
number of allocated TK slots causing both over and underestimation of total slots available at the school district level. 
An additional limitation is that the at/below 36%SMI group is the only current estimated uptake rate provided by the CFC or through 
other publicly available data, when a current estimate of TK uptake for at/below 50%SMI would be ideal. There are many ECEAP non-
income eligibility factors which may be considered up to 50%SMI. The 50% SMI estimated uptake rate is available for the 2030-2031 
school year, but was not used because it assumes a much higher rate of ECEAP enrollment than current state. For the closest estimate 

https://ospi.k12.wa.us/student-success/support-programs/early-learning-washington-state/transition-kindergarten
https://cfc.wa.gov/
https://cfc.wa.gov/
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possible, 15.3024% of the TK head count (estimate for the at/below 36%SMI group) is added to the count of children served at/below 
50%SMI. This is underestimation of utilization of TK slots at/below 50%SMI.  

Head Start  

Head Start provides preschool slots for three and four-year olds at/below 130% FPL. For the purposes of this study, all HS slots are 
assumed to be available to the ECEAP income-eligible population. In June 2025 the CFC provided an estimate of children enrolled in 
both Head Start and either ECEAP or TK. Linking the ECEAP methodology to CFC forecasting is a legislative requirement of the ECEAP 
program. In the 2022-2023 school year, CFC estimates that 13% of three-year olds and 21% of four-year olds were enrolled in Head 
Start and another state-funded preschool program. To account for the use of multiple slots by a single child, the averaged percentage 
of 17% is used. Therefore, we assume that 83% of slots, the HS slot count less 17% of dual enrolled slots, are available to be utilized by 
the ECEAP income-eligible population. The CFC estimated that 6,505 HS slots would be available in the 2025-2026 school year, 
however, 9,486 slots were available. If 83% are considered enrollable for a single child, then there are 7,712 slots available for the 
ECEAP income-eligible population.  

The primary limitation of this method is that there is no additional information provided by the CFC which describes hypotheses 
related to the overlap of programming. It is likely that a proportion of children are enrolled in multiple preschool programming, but it 
is also possible that the data reflects the administrative realities of supporting a blended/braided funding model. For instance, in a 
classroom that supports a range of ECEAP, HS, and TK offerings, a child must be assigned to a funded slot, as based on meeting 
eligibility criteria. Some children are eligible for all three kinds of programming, while others may be limited to eligibility for only one 
slot type. As children move in and out of care, for various reasons, administrators may need to reassign slot types to maintain full 
enrollment of an eligible population. Over a school year, that data could reflect a single child using multiple slots over different time 
intervals, when it ultimately reflects an enrollment strategy, rather than true multi-enrollment throughout the school year.  

An additional limitation, as mentioned in the first paragraph, is that the saturation study model relies on available slots, but not slots 
enrolled. As a precaution, both TK and HS enrollment data was reviewed for potential enrollment gaps. Across the entire HS 
enrollment pool, sites were 94.16% enrolled on October 1st. However, this rate was largely impacted by a small group of 
underenrolled contractors. This included over enrollment and under enrollment up to 69 slots. This is a key consideration in the 
implementation of the saturation study. Further conversation would be needed to establish why these sites are listed as underenrolled 

https://headstart.gov/
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and if the perception available resources is accurate one. However, HS enrollment continues to be a limited data source. Data is only 
available at the contractor level, not at the site level. Contractor-based enrollment rates could not always predict school district level 
enrollment.   

The HS Locator  was used to gather HS site coordinates. The Missouri Census Data Center’s GeoCorr2022 Geographic Correspondence 
Engine was used to develop a crosswalk between HS sites and school districts.  

Seattle Preschool Program  

The Seattle Preschool Program offers high-quality, low-cost preschool to three and four-year olds. In many settings, a proportion of 
these slots are blended with ECEAP and HS funding. Therefore, a single slot may be funded by two sources. On October 1, 2025, SPP 
had 879 children who were ECEAP income-eligible (at/below 36% SMI). Of the 879, 377 were in an ECEAP or HS blended slot. To avoid 
duplication, 502 non-blended SPP slots, utilized by children at/below 36% SMI are included in the count of funded slots within the 
Seattle School District.  

The primary limitation of this method is that this count is based on enrollment, rather than slot count. Unfilled slots that are likely to 
be utilized by the ECEAP income-eligible population are not included in the count.   

Meeting the High Needs Community Threshold 

For purposes of identifying high-need communities within the saturation study, a high needs community threshold is applied based on 
DCYF’s Office of Innovation, Alignment, & Accountability’s previously developed, internal High-Need School District analysis. 
This uses the linked 2019 WaKIDS kindergarten entry cohort and was represented in the previous saturation study. In this analysis, 
districts were assigned a composite “need score” reflecting the presence of multiple high-need indicators. Indicators are defined as 
falling in the top or bottom statewide quartile on measures which include kindergarten readiness, BIPOC enrollment, free meal 
eligibility, English language learner enrollment, child welfare involvement, and disproportionality gaps in BIPOC children’s kindergarten 
readiness. Districts with three or more indicators were flagged in this study as meeting the high needs threshold. The “yes” flag 
indicates communities with complex layers of need, which should be considered in the development of sites. The "no” flag indicates 
either fewer than three factors are present or no factors, which may denote a community with comparatively less complex need. 
Contractors will need to pair this limited information with local contextual factors to understand the full spectrum of community need. 

https://headstart.gov/center-locator?latitude=47.751&longitude=-120.740&state=WA
https://mcdc.missouri.edu/applications/geocorr2022.html
https://mcdc.missouri.edu/applications/geocorr2022.html
https://www.seattle.gov/education/for-parents/child-care-and-preschool/seattle-preschool-program
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Due to small numbers, the WaKIDS linked dataset includes approximately 250 districts, while the saturation study includes 
approximately 295 districts. Some districts do not have corresponding WAKIDS data to report. These districts, which may include non-
operating districts, K-12 only districts, very small districts, or districts that do not report WaKIDS outcomes, are labeled as “Unknown” 
in the high-need variable.  

Data Cleaning  

Data cleaning is applied to support interpretability of the study. Any fractional estimates are rounded to whole numbers. For school 
districts where Estimated ECEAP-Eligible Population Served is at or above 90%, the total percentage served is listed as “90%+,” the 
actual estimated percentage served may exceed 100%. “N/A” refers to a school district in which there are zero estimated eligible 
children aged 3 or 4-years old at/below 36%SMI.   

Multiple School Districts Treated as a Single Geographic Region  

Any school districts which share geographic boundaries must be collapsed into a single district for the purposes of the 
saturation study, which uses school district not as an organizational structure, but as a geographical reference. This mirrors the 
geographic treatment of school districts in DCYF OIAA’s Early Learning Dashboards.  For instance, Chief Leschi Tribal Compact and 
Puyallup school districts share geographic boundaries and despite their operational autonomy, are considered a single geographic unit 
for the purposes of this study. Catalyst public schools, public charter schools serving greater Bremerton, are considered a single 
geographic unit with the Bremerton School District. Impact Public Schools, a public charter school option, are not listed as they are 
widely available in South Puget Sound, sharing geographic boundaries with a number of school districts. Any Impact Public School 
attendance areas should reference their shared public school district boundary area. 

 

https://dcyf.wa.gov/practice/oiaa/reports/early-learning-dashboards
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