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Detailed Analysis of School Performance in Dayton (2008-09) 
 

Graph I: Percent of Dayton Students in Public Schools by State Designation  
(2006-07, 2007-08, and 2008-09) 

 

Source: Ohio Department of Education interactive Local Report Card 
Note: This chart does not include students in schools that are unrated and students attending charter e-schools. 
Totals may not equal 100 due to rounding.     
  
Percent of Dayton Students in Public Schools (District and Charter) by State Designation. 
Graph I shows the percent of Dayton students in district and charter schools by state designation for the 
2006-07, 2007-08, and 2008-09 school years.   
 
In 2007-08, just 23 percent of Dayton students in public schools (district and charter) were attending 
schools the state rated “A,” “B,” or “C.”  In 2008-09, 38 percent of students attended such schools.  More 
Dayton charter school students are attending highly rated schools than before.  In 2008-09, 16 percent of 
Dayton charter students were in a school rated Excellent (including Excellent w/ Distinction) or Effective, 
up from 10 percent in 2007-08 and six percent in 2006-07. This is also in contrast with the 7 percent of 
Dayton Public School District students attending such a school. 
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Graph II: Percent of Dayton Students in Public Schools by State Designation  
versus the Big 8 Average* 

 

  
Source: Ohio Department of Education interactive Local Report Card 
Note: This chart does not include students in schools that are unrated and students attending charter e-schools.     
 
Percent of Dayton Students in Public Schools by State Designation versus the Big 8 Average. Graph II 
shows how Dayton district and charter school students performed against the Big 8 averages for district 
and charter performance. This helps to put the performance of students in Dayton into a larger context 
(e.g., how do they perform against other urban students in Ohio?)  
 
Dayton Public School District students are more likely than their Big 8 district peers to attend a school 
rated “D” or “F” by the state.  Three-quarters (74 percent) of Dayton Public School District students are 
in a school rated Academic Emergency or Academic Watch by the state, versus 47 percent of students in 
Big 8 district schools.  Meanwhile, Dayton charter school students are less likely than their Big 8 peers to 
attend a failing school – 39 percent of Dayton charter school students attend a school rated “D” or “F” by 
the state compared with 60 percent of students in Big 8 charter schools. Dayton charter school students 
were more likely to attend an Excellent school (15 percent) than their Dayton Public School peers or any 
other Big 8 students- district or charter.  

                                                 
* The Big 8 districts are defined as Ohio’s largest urban districts: Akron, Canton, Cincinnati, Cleveland, Columbus, 
Dayton, Toledo, and Youngstown. 
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Graph III: Percent of Dayton Students in Public Schools by Value-added Composite Score 
versus the Big 8 Average (2008-09) 

 

  
Source: Ohio Department of Education interactive Local Report Card 
Note: This chart does not include students in schools that did not receive a value-added composite score or students 
attending charter e-schools.     
 
Percent of Dayton Students in Public Schools by Value-added Composite Score versus the Big 8 
Average. Ohio’s local report cards include each school’s “value-added”—how much progress students in 
grades four through eight made in reading and math over the course of one year compared to how much 
the state expected them to gain (for a detailed explanation go to: 
http://www.edexcellence.net/detail/news.cfm?news_id=735&id=130). Using this information Ohio 
determines if each school made “Above Expected Growth,” “Expected Growth,” or “Below Expected 
Growth.”  
 
In Dayton 27 percent of all students in public schools (charter and district) attended a school that failed to 
make one year’s worth of expected academic growth.  This is an improvement over last year, when 54 
percent of Dayton students attended such a school but it is significantly higher than the Big 8 average of 
just 18 percent.  Dayton charter students were more likely than their district peers to attend a school that 
saw better than expected growth.  While 64 percent of Dayton charter students attended a school that 
exceeded the state’s growth targets, just 35 percent of Dayton Public School District students attended a 
school rated as such.  Dayton charter students were also more likely than their Big 8 charter peers to 
attend a school with above expected growth.  
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Table I: Dayton Public Schools (District and Charter) Ranked by Performance Index Score 
The following pages list Dayton’s public charter and district schools ranked by Performance 
Index (PI) score† for the 2008-09 school year. Numerous other performance indicators are also 
included, but the Performance Index score was selected for ranking the schools because it 
provides an overall indication of how well students perform on all tested subjects in grades 3 
through 8 and the Ohio Graduation Test.   
 
We strongly encourage readers to look closely at the number of standards met and the number of 
standards possible.  A school with a large number of possible standards and possible standards 
met has gotten a large percentage of students to the state proficiency goals.  
 
We also encourage readers to consider schools’ value-added results.  Where the Performance 
Index reflects student achievement at one point in time, value-added tells us how a school is 
doing at helping its students make progress from year to year.  For more on value-added, see 
Fordham’s value-added primer on our website: 
http://www.edexcellence.net/detail/news.cfm?news_id=735&id=130.  
 

                                                 
† The Performance Index score is calculated by multiplying the percentage of students that are untested, below 
basic/limited, basic, proficient, accelerated, or advanced by weights ranging from 0 for untested to 1.2 for advanced 
students.  The totals are then summed up to obtain the school or district’s PI score.  PI scores range from 0 to 120, 
and the state has set the goal for all schools to achieve a PI score of 100 or better.  For a complete description of how 
the Ohio Department of Education calculates the PI score see their website here: 
http://www.ode.state.oh.us/GD/DocumentManagement/DocumentDownload.aspx?DocumentID=29878.  
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