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The annual release of school and district report cards by the Ohio Department of 
Education (ODE) continues an important dialogue among policy makers, educators, parents 
and taxpayers regarding the quality of educational opportunities provided to Ohio’s 1.7 
million K-12 public school students.

Inevitably, comparisons are made between the performance of traditional district public 
schools and public charter schools.  Although Performance Index scores are often the 
primary focus, the collective performance of Ohio’s charter schools is sometimes compared 
to the statewide average of traditional districts, which results in a skewed picture of charter 
performance.  Because Ohio law limits start-up charter schools to under-performing and Big 
8 districts, the more meaningful comparison is between charters and their urban Big 8 
counterparts.

In addition to the “Achievement” (Performance Index) component of state report cards, the 
“Progress” component is an important metric for assessing the effectiveness of charter 
schools.  Given the highly challenged student populations charters serve — and the 
frequency with which they enroll students who are two to three years behind in grade level 
proficiency — the measurement of student growth over the course of a school year is a key 
component of school success.  

The following serves to provide a clear assessment of Ohio’s brick and mortar, general 
education, and special education charter schools and their Big 8 counterparts for the 
2016-2017 school year.  Excluded from the comparison are charter e-schools (which generally 
serve statewide student populations) and dropout recovery schools (which are assessed and 
graded differently given the unique student populations they serve) 

Page 2



Page 3



Page 4



An analysis of the performance of charter schools and their Big 8 urban district counterparts 
reveals low “Achievement” across the board.  Districts outperformed charters in five of the 
eight urban areas (Akron, Canton, Cincinnati, Toledo and Youngstown).  In Cleveland and 
Dayton, charters outperformed districts; Columbus charters and district schools were 
comparable in “Achievement” performance. 
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Note:  In the Progress and Achievement component assessments of Cleveland district and charter schools, 
the 16 charter schools that are sponsored by, or operate under agreements with, Cleveland Metropolitan 
School District are included with the charter performance summaries and excluded from the district’s.

For more information, contact Catherine West at 614-301-1329 or 
catherine@buckeyecharterboards.org
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