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2

Notes: 
At-risk for these calculations is defined by eligible for TANF or SNAP, homelessness, in CFSA’s system, and over-age/under-credited in High 
school. It excludes students who attend alternative or adult education schools.

Public Charter Schools and DCPS  serve the same percent of at-risk 
students
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School level
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Percent of at-risk students enrolled in SY14-15 at public charter schools

4

Sector average, 49.3%

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

60%

70%

80%

90%

100%

W
as

h
in

gt
o

n
 Y

u
 Y

in
g 

PC
S

W
as

h
in

gt
o

n
 L

at
in

 P
C

S 
M

S

A
p

p
le

Tr
ee

 E
ar

ly
 L

ea
rn

in
g 

C
en

te
r 

P
C

S 
Li

n
co

ln
 P

ar
k

B
as

is
 D

C
 P

C
S

In
sp

ir
ed

 T
ea

ch
in

g 
D

em
o

n
st

ra
ti

o
n

 P
C

S

La
ti

n
 A

m
er

ic
an

 M
o

n
te

ss
o

ri
 B

ili
n

gu
al

 (
LA

M
B

) 
P

C
S

C
re

at
iv

e 
M

in
d

s 
In

te
rn

at
io

na
l P

C
S

Le
e 

M
o

n
te

ss
o

ri
 P

C
S

M
u

n
d

o
 V

er
d

e 
B

ili
n

gu
al

 P
C

S

Sh
in

in
g 

St
ar

s 
M

o
n

te
ss

o
ri

 P
C

S

El
si

e 
W

h
it

lo
w

 S
to

ke
s 

C
o

m
m

u
n

it
y 

Fr
ee

d
o

m
 P

C
S

D
is

tr
ic

t 
of

 C
o

lu
m

b
ia

 In
te

rn
at

io
n

al
 S

ch
o

o
l

C
ap

it
al

 C
it

y 
Lo

w
er

 P
C

S

W
as

h
in

gt
o

n
 L

at
in

 P
C

S 
H

S

Tw
o

 R
iv

er
s 

P
C

S

Se
la

 P
C

S

C
en

te
r 

C
it

y 
B

ri
gh

tw
o

o
d

 C
am

p
u

s 
PC

S

B
ri

d
ge

s 
P

C
S

D
 C

  P
re

p
ar

at
o

ry
 E

d
ge

w
o

o
d

 M
id

d
le

 C
am

p
us

 P
C

S

C
ap

it
al

 C
it

y 
M

id
dl

e 
Sc

h
o

o
l

C
o

m
m

u
n

it
y 

A
ca

d
em

y 
C

A
PC

S 
O

n
lin

e

E.
L.

 H
ay

n
es

 P
C

S 
Ka

n
sa

s 
A

ve
n

u
e 

(E
le

m
en

ta
ry

 S
ch

o
o

l)

A
p

p
le

Tr
ee

 E
ar

ly
 L

ea
rn

in
g 

C
en

te
r 

P
C

S 
C

o
lu

m
b

ia
 H

ei
gh

ts

D
 C

  B
ili

n
gu

al
 P

C
S

C
en

te
r 

C
it

y 
Pe

tw
o

rt
h

 C
am

p
u

s 
P

C
S

H
o

w
ar

d
 U

n
iv

er
si

ty
 M

id
d

le
 S

ch
o

o
l o

f 
M

at
h

 a
n

d
 S

ci
en

ce
 P

C
S

K
IP

P 
D

C
 W

IL
L 

A
ca

d
em

y 
P

C
S

R
o

o
ts

 P
C

S

H
o

p
e 

C
o

m
m

u
ni

ty
 P

C
S 

La
m

o
n

d
 C

am
p

u
s

E 
L 

 H
ay

n
es

 P
C

S 
G

eo
rg

ia
 A

ve
n

u
e

K
IP

P
 D

C
 L

EA
D

 A
ca

d
em

y

P
au

l P
u

b
lic

 C
h

ar
te

r 
Sc

h
o

o
l -

 M
id

d
le

 S
ch

o
o

l

B
ri

ya
 P

ub
lic

 C
h

ar
te

r 
Sc

h
o

o
l

St
. C

o
le

tt
a 

Sp
ec

ia
l E

d
u

ca
ti

o
n

 P
C

S

D
 C

 P
re

p
ar

at
o

ry
 B

en
n

in
g 

M
id

d
le

 C
am

p
u

s

C
o

m
m

u
n

it
y 

A
ca

d
em

y 
A

m
o

s 
I

Fr
ie

n
d

sh
ip

 P
C

S 
W

o
o

d
ri

d
ge

 M
id

d
le

Fr
ie

n
d

sh
ip

 P
C

S 
W

o
o

d
ri

d
ge

 E
le

m
en

ta
ry

K
IP

P
 D

C
 G

R
O

W
 A

ca
d

em
y 

P
C

S

C
ap

it
al

 C
it

y 
H

ig
h

 S
ch

oo
l P

C
S

D
 C

  P
re

p
ar

at
o

ry
 E

d
ge

w
o

o
d

 E
le

m
en

ta
ry

 C
am

p
u

s 
P

C
S

M
er

id
ia

n
 P

C
S

C
en

te
r 

C
it

y 
C

ap
it

o
l H

ill
 C

am
p

u
s 

P
C

S

C
en

te
r 

C
it

y 
Sh

aw
 C

am
p

u
s 

PC
S

A
p

p
le

Tr
ee

 E
ar

ly
 L

ea
rn

in
g 

C
en

te
r 

P
C

S 
So

ut
h

w
es

t

K
IP

P
 D

C
 K

EY
 A

ca
d

em
y 

PC
S

P
au

l P
u

b
lic

 C
h

ar
te

r 
Sc

h
o

o
l -

 In
te

rn
at

io
na

l H
ig

h
 S

ch
o

o
l

A
ch

ie
ve

m
en

t 
P

re
p

ar
at

o
ry

 P
C

S-
El

em
en

ta
ry

A
p

p
le

Tr
ee

 E
ar

ly
 L

ea
rn

in
g 

C
en

te
r 

P
C

S 
O

kl
ah

o
m

a

A
ch

ie
ve

m
en

t 
Pr

ep
ar

at
o

ry
 P

C
S-

M
id

d
le

 S
ch

o
o

l

W
ill

ia
m

 E
. D

o
ar

 J
r 

PC
S

H
o

p
e 

C
o

m
m

u
ni

ty
 P

C
S 

To
ls

o
n

 C
am

p
u

s

K
IP

P 
D

C
 C

o
lle

ge
 P

re
p

 P
C

S

Sc
h

o
o

l f
o

r 
Ed

u
ca

ti
o

n
al

 E
vo

lu
ti

o
n

 a
n

d
 D

ev
el

o
p

m
en

t 
(S

EE
D

) 
P

C
S

C
es

ar
 C

h
av

ez
 P

C
S 

C
h

av
ez

 P
re

p

E.
L.

 H
ay

n
es

 K
an

sa
s 

A
ve

n
u

e 
- 

H
ig

h
 S

ch
o

o
l

C
o

m
m

u
n

it
y 

A
ca

d
em

y 
B

u
tl

er
 G

lo
b

al

D
 C

  P
re

p
ar

at
o

ry
 B

en
n

in
g 

C
am

p
u

s 
P

C
S

K
IP

P 
D

C
 C

o
n

n
ec

t 
A

ca
d

em
y

Ea
gl

e 
A

ca
d

em
y 

PC
S 

N
ew

 J
er

se
y 

A
ve

n
u

e 
C

am
p

us

Th
u

rg
o

o
d

 M
ar

sh
al

l A
ca

d
em

y 
P

C
S

K
IP

P 
D

C
 P

ro
m

is
e 

P
C

S

K
IP

P 
D

C
 H

ei
gh

ts
 A

ca
d

em
y 

P
C

S

P
er

ry
 S

tr
ee

t 
P

re
p

 P
C

S

K
IP

P 
D

C
 N

o
rt

h
ea

st
 A

ca
d

em
y 

P
C

S

C
en

te
r 

C
it

y 
Tr

in
id

ad
 C

am
p

u
s 

P
C

S

K
IP

P 
D

C
 L

EA
P 

A
ca

de
m

y 
PC

S

Fr
ie

n
d

sh
ip

 P
C

S 
C

h
am

b
er

la
in

 M
id

d
le

Fr
ie

n
d

sh
ip

 P
C

S 
W

o
o

d
so

n
 C

o
lle

gi
at

e 
A

ca
d

em
y

C
o

m
m

u
n

it
y 

A
ca

d
em

y 
A

m
o

s 
II

K
IP

P
 D

C
 S

p
ri

n
g 

A
ca

d
em

y

K
IP

P 
D

C
 A

IM
 P

C
S 

A
ca

de
m

y 
P

C
S

Ea
gl

e 
A

ca
d

em
y 

P
C

S 
- 

Ea
gl

e 
C

en
te

r 
at

 M
cG

o
gn

ey

H
ar

m
o

n
y 

D
C

 P
C

S-
Sc

ho
o

l o
f 

Ex
ce

lle
n

ce

K
IP

P 
D

C
 A

rt
s 

&
 T

ec
h

n
ol

o
gy

 A
ca

de
m

y 
PC

S

P
o

to
m

ac
 P

re
p

ar
at

o
ry

 P
C

S

K
IP

P 
D

C
 D

is
co

ve
r 

PC
S

M
ar

y 
M

cL
eo

d
 B

et
hu

n
e 

D
ay

 A
ca

d
em

y 
P

C
S 

Sl
o

w
e 

C
am

p
u

s

Id
ea

l A
ca

d
em

y 
P

C
S 

N
o

rt
h

 C
ap

it
o

l S
tr

ee
t 

C
am

p
u

s 
ES

K
IP

P
 D

C
 Q

u
es

t 
A

ca
d

em
y 

P
C

S

Fr
ie

n
d

sh
ip

 P
C

S 
C

h
am

b
er

la
in

 E
le

m
en

ta
ry

C
es

ar
 C

h
av

ez
 C

ap
it

o
l H

ill
 P

C
S

C
es

ar
 C

h
av

ez
 P

C
S 

P
ar

ks
id

e 
U

p
p

er

Ex
ce

l A
ca

d
em

y 
PC

S

Ea
rl

y 
C

h
ild

h
o

o
d 

A
ca

de
m

y 
P

C
S

Ex
ce

l A
ca

d
em

y 
PC

S 
LE

A
D

Tr
ee

 o
f 

Li
fe

 C
o

m
m

u
n

it
y 

P
C

S

D
C

 S
ch

o
la

rs
 P

C
S

W
as

h
in

gt
o

n
 M

at
h

 S
ci

en
ce

 T
ec

h
 P

C
S

So
m

er
se

t 
P

C
S

C
en

te
r 

C
it

y 
C

o
n

gr
es

s 
H

ei
gh

ts
 C

am
p

u
s 

PC
S

C
es

ar
 C

h
av

ez
 P

ar
ks

id
e 

M
S 

PC
S

Fr
ie

n
d

sh
ip

 P
C

S 
B

lo
w

-P
ie

rc
e 

M
id

d
le

N
at

io
n

al
 C

o
lle

gi
at

e 
P

re
p

 P
C

S

D
em

o
cr

ac
y 

Pr
ep

 P
C

S-
C

o
ng

re
ss

 H
ei

gh
ts

Fr
ie

n
d

sh
ip

 P
C

S 
Te

ch
 P

re
p

Fr
ie

n
d

sh
ip

 P
C

S 
So

u
th

Ea
st

 A
ca

d
em

y

A
p

p
le

Tr
ee

 E
ar

ly
 L

ea
rn

in
g 

P
C

S 
So

u
th

ea
st

C
ed

ar
 T

re
e 

A
ca

d
em

y 
P

C
S

In
ge

n
u

it
y 

P
re

p
 P

C
S

R
ic

h
ar

d
 W

ri
gh

t 
P

C
S 

fo
r 

Jo
u

rn
al

is
m

 a
n

d
 M

e
di

a 
A

rt
s

ID
EA

 P
C

S

Fr
ie

n
d

sh
ip

 P
C

S 
B

lo
w

 P
ie

rc
e 

El
em

en
ta

ry

O
pt

io
n

s 
PC

S

Percent of at-risk students at each school Sector average, without adults



5

Percent of at-risk students enrolled in SY14-15 at DCPS

Sector average, 50.6%
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PCS schools with the highest and lowest percent at-risk in SY14-15

6

Lowest percent at-risk Percent

Washington Yu Ying PCS 4%

Washington Latin PCS MS 4%

AppleTree Early Learning Center PCS Lincoln Park 8%

Basis DC PCS 9%

Inspired Teaching Demonstration PCS 11%

Latin American Montessori Bilingual (LAMB) PCS 12%

Creative Minds International PCS 12%

Lee Montessori PCS 14%

Mundo Verde Bilingual PCS 14%

Shining Stars Montessori PCS 17%

Highest percent at-risk Percent

Options PCS 81%

Friendship PCS Blow Pierce Elementary 76%

IDEA PCS 76%

Richard Wright PCS for Journalism and Media Arts 74%

Ingenuity Prep PCS 74%

Cedar Tree Academy PCS 73%

AppleTree Early Learning PCS Southeast 72%

Friendship PCS SouthEast Academy 72%

Friendship PCS Tech Prep 71%

Democracy Prep PCS-Congress Heights 70%
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School Choice
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# Left Home 
Ward to Attend 

School

6,841

# Remained in 
Home Ward

8,646

At-risk students

# Left Ward to 
Attend School

8,724

# Remained in 
Ward

7,365

Not at-risk students

8

In SY 2014-15, 15,565 students attend public charter schools outside 

their home ward, and 44% of these students are “at-risk”
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Students from every ward travel to attend schools in other wards

9
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Stayed, at-risk Stayed, not at-risk Left, at-risk Left, not at-risk
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In SY 2014-15, 3,362 attend Tier 1 public charter schools outside of their home ward, and 35% of 

these students are “at-risk”

2 

83 

210 
163 

544 

734 

36 

282 

436 

169 

513 

396 

(70)
(25)

(80)

(206)

(80)

(340)
(377)

(199)

(55)
(103)

(352)

(298)
(341)

(424) (412)

-600

-400

-200

0

200

400

600

800

Ward 1,
at-risk

Ward 1,
not at-

risk

Ward 2,
at-risk

Ward 2,
not at-

risk

Ward 3,
at-risk

Ward 3,
not at-

risk

Ward 4,
at-risk

Ward 4,
not at-

risk

Ward 5,
at-risk

Ward 5,
not at-

risk

Ward 6,
at-risk

Ward 6,
not at-

risk

Ward 7,
at-risk

Ward 7,
not at-

risk

Ward 8,
at-risk

Ward 8,
not at-

risk

Students choosing Tier 1 schools in and out of home Ward by "at-risk" and 
"not at-risk"

Stayed, at-risk Stayed, not at-risk Left, at-risk Left, not at-risk
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In SY 2014-15, 6,871 attend Tier 2 public charter schools outside of their home ward, and 46% of 
these students are “at-risk”
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Students attending Tier 3 schools tended to live in the ward of the school
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In SY 2014-15, 4,645 attend a Untiered public charter schools outside of their home ward, and 46% 

of these students are “at-risk”
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Campus PMF and at-
risk
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The share of students who are at-risk does not determine PMF Tier

15

Mean at-risk
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13 schools have PMF scores 
above the Tier 1 threshold 
and high shares of at-risk

10 schools have PMF scores 
above the Tier 1 threshold 
and low shares of at-risk



16

Variation in median PMF score across at-risk quintiles shows that PMF score is 
related to factors other than share of at-risk students

16

Note: Top line indicates upper value and bottom line indicates lower value. Box lines 
indicates 75th percentile, median, and 25th percentile.

Quintile 
of school

At-risk (%) at 
schools

1 Up to 32%

2 32% to 42%

3 42% to 49%

4 49% to 57%

5 57% and above
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Median PMF score for 
schools with higher 

shares of at-risk students 
is higher than median for 
schools with lower shares 

of at-risk students
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New Campus-Level 
PMF indicators, 

measures, and at-risk



18

Growth PMF indicator is weakly correlated with at-risk

18

Growth score

SY13-14 at-risk coefficient 0.24

P-value 0.19

R-squared 0.02

Correlation 0.14

Notes: St. Coletta PCS and Options PCS are omitted because they are alternative schools. Blue dots indicate a weak correlation between 0.1 and 0.3; yellow dots 
indicate a moderate correlation between 0.4 and 0.6; and red dots indicate a strong correlation between 0.7 and 0.9. Category for strength of correlation refers 
to Dancey, C., & Reidy, J. (2004). Statistics without Maths for Psychology: using SPSS for Windows, London: Prentice Hall.
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Growth in Reading and Math PMF measures are not correlated with at-risk

19

Growth in reading Growth in math

SY13-14 at-risk coefficient 0.04 0.07 

P value 0.60 0.47

R-squared 0.00 0.01

Correlation 0.07 0.09
Notes: St. Coletta PCS and Options PCS are omitted because they are alternative schools. Analysis uses rates, not points earned. Blue dots indicate a 
weak correlation between 0.1 and 0.3; yellow dots indicate a moderate correlation between 0.4 and 0.6; and red dots indicate a strong correlation 
between 0.7 and 0.9. Category for strength of correlation refers to Dancey, C., & Reidy, J. (2004). Statistics without Maths for Psychology: using SPSS for 
Windows, London: Prentice Hall.
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Overall achievement PMF indicator is weakly to moderately correlated to at-risk

20

Achievement score

SY13-14 at-risk coefficient -0.63

P-value 0.00

R-squared 0.16

Correlation 0.40
Notes: Analysis uses scores. St. Coletta PCS and Options PCS are omitted because they are alternative schools. Blue dots indicate a weak 
correlation between 0.1 and 0.3; yellow dots indicate a moderate correlation between 0.4 and 0.6; and red dots indicate a strong correlation 
between 0.7 and 0.9. Category for strength of correlation refers to Dancey, C., & Reidy, J. (2004). Statistics without Maths for Psychology: using SPSS 
for Windows, London: Prentice Hall.
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Overall gateway PMF indicator is weakly correlated to at-risk

21

Gateway score

SY13-14 at-risk coefficient -0.43

P-value 0.01

R-squared 0.10

Correlation 0.31
Notes: Analysis uses scores. St. Coletta PCS and Options PCS are omitted because they are alternative schools. Blue dots indicate a weak correlation 
between 0.1 and 0.3; yellow dots indicate a moderate correlation between 0.4 and 0.6; and red dots indicate a strong correlation between 0.7 and 0.9. 
Category for strength of correlation refers to Dancey, C., & Reidy, J. (2004). Statistics without Maths for Psychology: using SPSS for Windows, London: 
Prentice Hall.
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Reading Achievement and Gateway PMF measures are moderately to strongly 
correlated to at-risk

22

Achievement in reading, 
moderate command

Achievement in reading, 
college/career ready

Gateway, reading grade 3 Gateway, reading grade 8

SY13-14 at-risk coefficient -0.68 -0.26 -0.72 -0.62

P value 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

R-squared 0.55 0.57 0.54 0.27

Correlation 0.74 0.76 0.73 0.52
Notes: St. Coletta PCS and Options PCS excluded from analysis because they are alternative schools. Two-year cohort used for Gateway measures. Analysis uses 
rates, not points earned. Blue dots indicate a weak correlation between 0.1 and 0.3; yellow dots indicate a moderate correlation between 0.4 and 0.6; and red 
dots indicate a strong correlation between 0.7 and 0.9. Category for strength of correlation refers to Dancey, C., & Reidy, J. (2004). Statistics without Maths for 
Psychology: using SPSS for Windows, London: Prentice Hall.
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Decrease in 
correlation 
when we 
look at 8th

graders who 
have 
attended the 
school for 
two or more 
years.
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Math Achievement and Gateway PMF measures are moderately or weakly correlated 
with at-risk

23

Achievement in math, 
moderate command

Achievement in math, 
college/career ready

Gateway, math grade 8

SY13-14 at-risk coefficient -0.47 -0.35 -0.22

P value 0.00 0.00 0.13

R-squared 0.19 0.23 0.04

Correlation 0.44 0.47 0.20
Notes: St. Coletta PCS and Options PCS excluded from analysis because they are alternative schools. Two-year cohort used for Gateway measures. Analysis uses 
rates, not points earned. Blue dots indicate a weak correlation between 0.1 and 0.3; yellow dots indicate a moderate correlation between 0.4 and 0.6; and red 
dots indicate a strong correlation between 0.7 and 0.9. Category for strength of correlation refers to Dancey, C., & Reidy, J. (2004). Statistics without Maths for 
Psychology: using SPSS for Windows, London: Prentice Hall.
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Weak correlation when we look at returning 8th graders
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School Environment PMF indicator is not correlated with at-risk

24

School environment score

SY13-14 at-risk coefficient -0.03

P-value 0.74

R-squared 0.00

Correlation 0.04
Notes: St. Coletta PCS and Options PCS are omitted because they are alternative schools. Blue dots indicate a weak correlation between 0.1 and 
0.3; yellow dots indicate a moderate correlation between 0.4 and 0.6; and red dots indicate a strong correlation between 0.7 and 0.9. Category 
for strength of correlation refers to Dancey, C., & Reidy, J. (2004). Statistics without Maths for Psychology: using SPSS for Windows, London: 
Prentice Hall.

5
0

6
0

7
0

8
0

9
0

1
0
0

S
c
h

o
o

l 
e
n

v
ir
o

n
m

e
n
t 
s
c
o

re

0 20 40 60 80
SY13-14 at-risk

School environment score and SY13-14 at-risk



25

Attendance measure is weakly correlated with at-risk, and Reenrollment is not 
correlated with at-risk

25

Attendance Reenrollment

SY13-14 at-risk coefficient -0.06 -0.02

P value 0.02 0.89

R-squared 0.10 0.00

Correlation 0.32 0.02
Notes: Analysis uses rates, not points earned. St. Coletta PCS and Options PCS excluded from analysis because they are alternative schools. Blue dots 
indicate a weak correlation between 0.1 and 0.3; yellow dots indicate a moderate correlation between 0.4 and 0.6; and red dots indicate a strong 
correlation between 0.7 and 0.9. Category for strength of correlation refers to Dancey, C., & Reidy, J. (2004). Statistics without Maths for Psychology: 
using SPSS for Windows, London: Prentice Hall.
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Pre-Kindergarten PMF measures are weakly or not correlated with at-risk

26

CLASS, emotional 
support

CLASS, classroom 
organization

CLASS, instructional 
support

SY13-14 at-risk 0.00 0.00 0.01

P-value 0.06 0.68 0.29

R-squared 0.05 0.00 0.03

Correlation 0.23 0.07 0.18
Notes: CAPCS Online excluded as outlier. Blue dots indicate a weak correlation between 0.1 and 0.3; yellow dots indicate a 
moderate correlation between 0.4 and 0.6; and red dots indicate a strong correlation between 0.7 and 0.9. Category for strength of 
correlation refers to Dancey, C., & Reidy, J. (2004). Statistics without Maths for Psychology: using SPSS for Windows, London: 
Prentice Hall.
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Summary
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PCSB Mission 

28

Summary of PMF score and at-risk findings

• PMF scores are very weakly correlated to 
at-risk, primarily due to the inclusion of 
Achievement and Gateway scores

• Including a high bar for all students in 
attaining proficiency in reading and math is 
important; it is a basic necessity that all 
students possess these essential skills

• When we look at 8th returning students only, 
the correlation decreases for reading and 
math
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Schools with higher 
percentages of at-risk 
and Tier 1 PMF scores
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13 schools with over 45% or higher at-risk in SY13-14 earning Tier 1 scores

30

School with high share of at-risk and Tier 1 
PMF scores

SY13-14 at-risk
SY14-15 at-risk 

(for reference only)
Campus PMF 

score

Ingenuity Prep PCS   66% 74% 81%

Center City Congress Heights Campus PCS   62% 67% 69%

KIPP DC Discover PCS   58% 62% 87%

KIPP DC AIM PCS Academy PCS   57% 59% 78%

Friendship PCS Woodridge Middle    54% 45% 66%

Center City Shaw Campus PCS   53% 47% 68%

KIPP DC LEAP Academy PCS   52% 58% 89%

Friendship PCS Chamberlain Middle   52% 58% 75%

KIPP DC Spring Academy   51% 59% 91%

KIPP DC Promise PCS   49% 55% 78%

DC Preparatory Benning Middle Campus   49% 44% 87%

Achievement Preparatory PCS-Middle School   47% 50% 77%

DC  Preparatory Benning Campus PCS   45% 52% 73%


