
April  25, 2017 

Working Group 

Meeting 

AT-RISK WORKING 

GROUP: MEETING 3 



TABLE OF CONTENTS 

Where We Left Off 

Goals for Working Group Meeting 3 

Deep dive into data about students who 

are at risk of not making it to graduation 

Overview of data/information in 

response to previous WG requests 

Next Steps 
 

 



We have a 
graduation 
problem:  

40% of 9th graders in 
DC schools (DCPS 
and charter) today 
won’t graduate on 

time. 

Signs of trouble 
emerge early:  

26% of the total 
variation in students’ 

high school 
outcomes is 

observable by the 
end of 8th grade, with 
several measurable 

factors in middle 
school predictive of 

dropout and off-time 
graduation. 

High-school 
quality matters:  

There is a 70% point 
difference in the on-

time graduation 
rates of top-quartile 

grade 8 students 
between the highest 

and lowest 
performing high 

schools. 

Let’s focus on 
what works and 
make it widely 

available:  

Some schools are 
achieving graduation 

rates 14% points 
higher than what’s 
expected, but these 
schools enroll only 
9% of the highest-

risk students. 

WHERE WE LEFT OFF 

Source: Graduation Pathways Project Summary (September 2014) 

On our last WG call, we began looking at data on off-track secondary students: 



GOALS FOR TODAY’S MEETING 

Presentation from Raise DC on 

Graduation Pathways work 

Discuss data on off-track secondary 

students and discuss possible theories of 

action 

Discuss DME-provided data/information 

related to previous WG discussions 

 
 

 



OFF-TRACK 

SECONDARY STUDENTS 





















FOLLOW-UP DATA AND 

INFORMATION 



DME WORKING ON THESE FOLLOW-UP 

QUESTIONS: 

 At what point does the concentration of at -risk students 
adversely affect school performance? 

 Where are our at-risk students by Ward of school attendance 
(versus Ward of residence)? 

 Who are our at-risk students by grade or grade band?  

 What’s the relationship between at -risk status and school 
quality? 

 What do we know about the fixed and variable costs for serving 
an at-risk student, particularly in those schools with high 
concentrations of at -risk students? 

 What are the most in-demand educational models (e.g., dual -
language, Montessori)? Which models have been shown to be 
particularly effective in serving at -risk students? 

 What’s the relationship between teacher retention and at -risk 
status? 

 



HOW DOES THE CONCENTRATION OF AT-

RISK STUDENTS AFFECT SCHOOL 

PERFORMANCE? 

In DC1 

•Within charter schools, the average 
performance of at-risk students is 
largely not affected by changes in a 
school’s at-risk concentration. The 
performance of non-at-risk 
students, however, decreases 
slightly as the concentration of at-
risk students increases. 

•Within DCPS schools, the 
performance of both at-risk and 
non-at-risk students in decreases 
through peer effects as the 
percentage of at-risk students 
increases. 

Nationally 

•Research going back twenty years 
points to the strongest benefits of 
socioeconomic integration being 
found in schools that are no more 
than 50 percent low-income. See, 
e.g., Kahlenberg (2001). 

•Anecdotally, we have heard from 
other jurisdictions (e.g., Denver), 
that a 1/3 threshold is important 
for students and families (i.e., a 
student from a higher-income 
family will be less likely to choose 
to attend a school that is more than 
2/3 low-income). 

1 Tembo Analytics, February 2016. 



WHERE ARE OUR AT-RISK STUDENTS BY WARD 

OF SCHOOL ATTENDANCE (VERSUS WARD OF 

RESIDENCE)? 
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WHO ARE OUR AT-RISK STUDENTS BY 

GRADE OR GRADE BAND? 
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Schools that experience “high churn” (defined as having both mid-year entry and exit greater 
than 5 percent of total population) are lower-performing (significantly lower median 
proficiency in DC CAS compared to schools with lower entry and withdrawal rates). 

Schools that experience high churn serve a greater average share of at-risk students than 
schools with low churn. 

High-churn DCPS schools have the highest average share of at-risk students. 

Wards 7 and 8 have the largest number of high-churn schools compared to other wards. 

WHAT’S THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN AT-

RISK STATUS AND SCHOOL QUALITY? 

 
What we know from our analysis of mid-year mobility: 



NEXT STEPS 


