
2015-16 Campuses

Number LEAs Notes

1 Academy of Hope Adult PCS

2 Achievement Preparatory Academy PCS

3 AppleTree Early Learning PCS

4 BASIS DC PCS

5 Bridges PCS

6 Briya PCS

7 Capital City PCS

8 Carlos Rosario International PCS

9 Cedar Tree Academy PCS

10 Center City PCS

11 César Chávez PCS for Public Policy

12 Children's Guild DC PCS

13 Community College Preparatory Academy PCS

14 Creative Minds International PCS

15 DC Bilingual PCS

16 DC Prep PCS

17 DC Scholars PCS

18 Democracy Prep Congress Heights PCS

19 District of Columbia International School

20 E.L. Haynes PCS

21 Eagle Academy PCS

22 Early Childhood Academy PCS

23 Elsie Whitlow Stokes Community Freedom PCS

24 Excel Academy PCS

25 Friendship PCS

26 Harmony DC PCS

27 Hope Community PCS

28 Howard University Middle School of Mathematics and Science PCS

29 IDEA PCS

30 Ideal Academy PCS

31 Ingenuity Prep PCS

32 Inspired Teaching Demonstration PCS

33 Kingsman Academy PCS

34 KIPP DC PCS

35 Latin American Montessori Bilingual PCS

36 LAYC Career Academy PCS

37 Lee Montessori PCS

38 Mary McLeod Bethune Day Academy PCS

39 Maya Angelou PCS

40 Meridian PCS

41 Monument PCS

42 Mundo Verde Bilingual PCS

43 National Collegiate Preparatory PCHS

44 Paul PCS

45 Perry Street Preparatory PCS

46 Potomac Preparatory PCS

47 Richard Wright PCS for Journalism and Media Arts

48 Roots PCS

49 SEED Public Charter School of Washington, DC

50 Sela PCS

51 Shining Stars Montessori Academy PCS

52 Somerset Preparatory Academy PCS

53 St. Coletta Special Education PCS

54 The Next Step/El Próximo Paso PCS

55 Thurgood Marshall Academy PCS

56 Two Rivers PCS

57 Washington Global PCS

58 Washington Latin PCS

59 Washington Mathematics Science Technology PCHS

60 Washington Yu Ying PCS
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2015-16 Campuses

Number LEAs Notes

61 William E. Doar, Jr. PCS for the Performing Arts

62 YouthBuild PCS

Scheduled to open in SY 2016-17

1 Breakthrough Montessori PCS

2 Goodwill Excel PCS

3 Rocketship DC PCS

4 Washington Leadership Academy PCS



Number Campuses Notes

1 Academy of Hope Adult PCS

2 Achievement Preparatory Academy PCS – Elementary

3 Achievement Preparatory Academy PCS – Middle

4 AppleTree Early Learning PCS – Columbia Heights

5 AppleTree Early Learning PCS – Lincoln Park

6 AppleTree Early Learning PCS – Oklahoma Ave

7 AppleTree Early Learning PCS – Southeast

8 AppleTree Early Learning PCS – Southwest

9 BASIS DC PCS

10 Bridges PCS

11 Briya PCS

12 Capital City PCS – High School

13 Capital City PCS – Lower School

14 Capital City PCS – Middle School

15 Carlos Rosario International PCS

16 Cedar Tree Academy PCS

17 Center City PCS – Brightwood

18 Center City PCS – Capitol Hill

19 Center City PCS – Congress Heights

20 Center City PCS – Petworth

21 Center City PCS – Shaw

22 Center City PCS – Trinidad

23 César Chávez PCS for Public Policy – Capitol Hill

24 César Chávez PCS for Public Policy – Chávez Prep

25 César Chávez PCS for Public Policy – Parkside High School

26 César Chávez PCS for Public Policy – Parkside Middle School

27 Children's Guild DC PCS

28 Community College Preparatory Academy PCS

29 Creative Minds International PCS

30 DC Bilingual PCS

31 DC Prep PCS – Anacostia Elementary

32 DC Prep PCS – Benning Elementary

33 DC Prep PCS – Benning Middle

34 DC Prep PCS – Edgewood Elementary

35 DC Prep PCS – Edgewood Middle

36 DC Scholars PCS

37 Democracy Prep Congress Heights PCS

38 District of Columbia International School

39 E.L. Haynes PCS – Elementary School

40 E.L. Haynes PCS – High School

41 E.L. Haynes PCS – Middle School

42 Eagle Academy PCS – Capitol Riverfront

43 Eagle Academy PCS – Congress Heights

44 Early Childhood Academy PCS

45 Elsie Whitlow Stokes Community Freedom PCS

46 Excel Academy PCS



47 Friendship PCS – Amos 5

48 Friendship PCS – Blow-Pierce Elementary

49 Friendship PCS – Blow-Pierce Middle

50 Friendship PCS – Chamberlain Elementary

51 Friendship PCS – Chamberlain Middle

52 Friendship PCS – Collegiate Academy

53 Friendship PCS – Online

54 Friendship PCS – Southeast Elementary Academy

55 Friendship PCS – Technology Preparatory Academy

56 Friendship PCS – Woodridge Elementary

57 Friendship PCS – Woodridge Middle

58 Harmony DC PCS – School of Excellence

59 Hope Community PCS – Lamond

60 Hope Community PCS – Tolson

61 Howard University Middle School of Mathematics and Science PCS

62 IDEA PCS

63 Ideal Academy PCS

64 Ingenuity Prep PCS

65 Inspired Teaching Demonstration PCS

66 Kingsman Academy PCS

67 KIPP DC – AIM Academy PCS

68 KIPP DC – Arts & Technology Academy PCS

69 KIPP DC – College Preparatory PCS

70 KIPP DC – Connect Academy PCS

71 KIPP DC – Discover Academy PCS

72 KIPP DC – Grow Academy PCS

73 KIPP DC – Heights Academy PCS

74 KIPP DC – KEY Academy PCS

75 KIPP DC – Lead Academy PCS

76 KIPP DC – LEAP Academy PCS

77 KIPP DC – Northeast Academy PCS

78 KIPP DC – Promise Academy PCS

79 KIPP DC – Quest Academy PCS

80 KIPP DC – Spring Academy PCS

81 KIPP DC – Valor Academy PCS

82 KIPP DC – WILL Academy PCS

83 Latin American Montessori Bilingual PCS

84 LAYC Career Academy PCS

85 Lee Montessori PCS

86 Mary McLeod Bethune Day Academy PCS

87 Maya Angelou PCS – High School

88 Maya Angelou PCS – Young Adult Learning Center

89 Meridian PCS

90 Monument PCS

91 Mundo Verde Bilingual PCS

92 National Collegiate Preparatory PCHS

93 Paul PCS – International High School



94 Paul PCS – Middle School

95 Perry Street Preparatory PCS

96 Potomac Preparatory PCS

97 Richard Wright PCS for Journalism and Media Arts

98 Roots PCS

99 SEED PCS of Washington, DC

100 Sela PCS

101 Shining Stars Montessori Academy PCS

102 Somerset Preparatory Academy PCS

103 St. Coletta Special Education PCS

104 The Next Step/El Próximo Paso PCS

105 Thurgood Marshall Academy PCS

106 Two Rivers PCS - Fourth Street

107 Two Rivers PCS - Young

108 Washington Global PCS

109 Washington Latin PCS – Middle School

110 Washington Latin PCS – Upper School

111 Washington Mathematics Science Technology PCHS

112 Washington Yu Ying PCS

113 William E. Doar, Jr. PCS for the Performing Arts

114 YouthBuild PCS

Scheduled to open in SY 2016-17

1 Breakthrough Montessori PCS

2 Goodwill Excel PCS

3 Rocketship DC PCS

4 Washington Leadership Academy PCS



2016 Task Forces 

Career Pathways Task Force 

Alternative Education Task Force 

Raise DC Data Committee 

Grad Pathways 2.0 

Next Generation Assessments 

State Early Childhood Development Coordinating Council 

SBOE Meetings 

EC Data, Insights, and Assessment Committee (sub-committee for SECDCC) 

CLASS Monitoring 

OSSE/PCSB Update Calls 

QRIS Meetings 

CTE Working Group 

CTE Metrics Business Rules Working Group 

College Readiness Metrics Working Group 

NGSS State Implementation Team 

Equitable Access POC 

Flexible Credits Task Force (SBOE) 

LEA Payment Working Group 

LEA Payment Stakeholder Group 

Equity Report Steering Committee 

Equity Reports Planning Group 

Adolescent Health Working Group 

Healthy Youth & Schools Commission 

OSSE Coordinated Health Education Team Advisory Board: Includes Risky Behaviors 
Advisory Board & Health and Wellness Advisory Board 

Synthetic Drugs Workgroup 

Truancy Task Force 

DC Parks & Recreation Permitting Taskforce 

DC One Card Team 

Farm to School & School Gardens Advisory Board  

Bullying Prevention Taskforce 

System of Care Executive Team 
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ICH Youth Subcommittee/Workgroup on Homelessness  

Transportation Working Group 

DME/PCSB Planning Update calls 

Data Security Working Group 

DC Staffing Data Collaborative 

Title IX Working Group 

State Title III Advisory Committee (STAC) 

Safer Stronger Committee 

NACSA's ESSA Advisory Group 

 



Due Date Event/Document

Description

 (Must Haves)

Submitted for the

LEA or Campus

Which Schools are

Required to Submit? PCSB Contact

Template in

Epicenter? Additional information outside PCSB

7/28/2015 2015-16 School Calendar

Calendar must include the following: 

-minimum 180 days of school (6+ hours)* LEA All Schools Katie Dammann No

7/28/2015 Charter Board Calendar

List of all days the Board of Trustees is scheduled to meet for the 2015-

2016 school year. This calendar must also include an assurance LEA All Schools Katie Dammann No

7/28/2015 High School Course Offering

All courses and credits offered to high school students; include graduation

requirements Campus High Schools ONLY Katie Dammann No

7/28/2015 Fire Drill Schedule

Fire drill schedule -Must include TWO drills within the first two weeks of 

the school year -monthly thereafter (total of 10 per year)

Campus

All Schools Katie Dammann No

www.esa.dc.gov/service/submit-fire-drill-

report

8/17/2015

Audited Financial Statement 

Engagement Letter - FY2015

The annual examination and evaluation of the financial statements of a

charter school. The audit is performed by a PCSB approved auditor. LEA All Schools Mikayla Lytton No

8/31/2015

Monthly Financial Statements -

FY2016

Balance Sheet

LEA

New Schools opening

in SY 2015-2016; Mikayla Lytton No

8/31/2015

Charter School Athletics 

Compliance

Evidence that appropriate medical/ trainer personnel are present at every 

interscholastic sporting event; fill out the template provided Campus

All schools that offer

sports Marvin Cross Yes

http://dccode.elaws.us/gateway/codepdf/titl

e38/chapter38-6/1753-01-01/chapter38-

8/31/2015

Annual Teacher and Principal

Evaluation Reflection (SY 

This reflection details a brief summary of the evaluation process, a

classification of the number of teachers and principals in each LEA and Campus Title 1 Schools Emma McGann Yes

9/8/2015 Annual Report

2014-15 Annual Report is one document that includes: 

-Narrative (including goal attainment with a description of whether each LEA

All Schools in 

operation SY 2014- Katie Dammann No

9/30/2015

Monthly Financial Statements -

FY2016

Balance Sheet

LEA

New Schools opening

in SY 2014-2015; Mikayla Lytton No

9/30/2015

ESEA Focus and Priority 

Schools (Cohort II&III): Update 

Assurance letter stating that the school has updated their Improvement 

plan in web-based tool. Campus

ESEA Focus and 

Priority Schools, Emma McGann Yes

9/30/2015

Professional Development 

Calendar (SY 2015-16), Title I 

Include all activities related to professional development. (As part of its 

accountability functions under Title I, Part A of ESEA for District public LEA Title 1 Schools Emma McGann No

9/30/2015 Adult Education Assessments

Adult education assessment form indicating what assessments the school

plans to administer for the current school year. Each adult education Campus

Adult Education

Schools

Rashida 

Tyler/Sareeta Yes

9/30/2015 Early Childhood Assessments

EC Assessment Selection Form indicating what assessments the school

plans to administer for the current school year. Each school with early Campus

Early Childhood

Schools Erin Kupferberg Yes

10/8/2015 Certificate of Occupancy

Includes school name and current address;

 Occupancy load on form is equal to or greater than the sum of staff and 

Campus 

All Schools Katie Dammann No

DCRA: http://dcra.dc.gov/service/zoning-

certificates-occupancy 202-442-4400

10/8/2015 Insurance Certificate

Includes: general liability, directors and officers liability, umbrella

coverage, property/lease insurance, auto liability insurance, workers LEA All Schools Katie Dammann No

10/8/2015

School Nurse Notification OR 

Certified Staff to Administer 

DOH notice of assigned nurse on staff; OR

 copy of staff certificate to administer medications (not expired) Campus All Schools Katie Dammann No

10/8/2015 Board Roster

Board makeup must include: 

-Odd number of voting members LEA All Schools Katie Dammann No

10/8/2015

Litigation Proceedings 

Calendar

Includes schedule of litigation or federal complaints issued against the

school, includes: SPED-related legal proceedings, settlement agreements, LEA All Schools Katie Dammann No

10/8/2015

Board Meeting Minutes--1st 

Quarter

Minutes from all board meetings held/ approved between July and 

October 2015; should reflect decisions made by the Board that are LEA All Schools Katie Dammann No

10/8/2015

School Emergency Response

Plan

An assurance letter confirming that the school has established 

procedures, protocol and drills in order to respond to potential crises (i.e., 

Campus

All Schools Audrey Williams Yes

School Emergency Response Plan and

Management Guide: 

10/8/2015 Sexual Violation Protocol

An assurance letter confirming that the school's policy regarding sexual

violations has been read by all staff members Campus All Schools Katie Dammann No

10/8/2015 Child Find Policy

An LEA’s Child Find procedures should include, but are not limited to, a

written description of: LEA

All Schools (DCPS

Dependent LEAs Avni Patel Yes

http://osse.dc.gov/sites/default/files/dc/site

s/osse/publication/attachments/finalcompre

10/8/2015

Staff Roster & Background

Checks

Staff/volunteer name, position, indication that background check has been

conducted Campus All Schools Katie Dammann Yes

10/8/2015

Employee Handbook (or

submit individual policies)

Includes school board-approved policies around compliance with

applicable employment laws including: LEA All Schools Katie Dammann No

10/8/2015 Accreditation

Letter and/or license of accreditation; or

 memo explaining where in the process the school is (undergoing LEA All Schools Katie Dammann No

10/8/2015 SPED--Continuum of Services

Description of the school's continuum of services available to students 

with disabilities (template accurately filled out) Campus All Schools Avni Patel Yes

10/8/2015

Student/Family Handbook Discipline Policy 

-clear explanation of infractions and what leads to a suspension or LEA All Schools Katie Dammann No

10/8/2015 Lease Lease

Campus 

 (1 for each facility)

New Schools, 

 Schools in a new Katie Dammann No

10/8/2015 Staff Preference

Assurance letter stating that enrollment based on staff preference is 

limited to 10% of the total student population or to 20 students, whichever LEA All Schools Katie Dammann No

10/8/2015 ELL

Assurance letter attesting to and describing the school's compliance with 

laws and regulations related to the education of English Language LEA All Schools Katie Dammann Yes

10/8/2015 ADA

Assurance that the facility is ADA compliant OR if it is not, how the school

will meet the needs of students, staff, and community stakeholders who Campus All Schools Katie Dammann Yes

10/8/2015 Title IX

Assurance letter attesting to and describing the school's compliance with

laws and regulations related to Title IX. LEA All Schools Katie Dammann Yes

10/31/2015

Monthly Financial Statements -

FY2016

Balance Sheet

LEA

New Schools opening

in SY 2015-2016; Mikayla Lytton No

10/31/2015

Quarterly Financial Statements 

- FY2016

Balance Sheet

LEA

All schools (except 

those submitting Mikayla Lytton No

11/30/2015

Monthly Financial Statements -

FY2016

Balance Sheet

LEA

New Schools opening

in SY 2015-2016; Mikayla Lytton No

12/1/2015

ESEA Focus and Priority 

Schools (Cohort II&III): Update 

Update--Assurance letter stating that the school has updated their

Improvement plan in web-based tool. Campus

ESEA Focus and 

Priority Schools, Emma McGann Yes

12/1/2015 Audited Financial Statements

The annual examination and evaluation of the financial statements of a

charter school. The audit is performed by a PCSB approved auditor. LEA All Schools Mikayla Lytton No

12/1/2015

Audited Financial Statements - 

FAR Data Entry Form

Use the FAR Data Entry Form to upload data from your school's financial 

statement for the Finance and Audit Review report. LEA All Schools Mikayla Lytton Yes

12/8/2015 2015-2016 Student Application

Application may only ask: student name, date of birth, grade level, 

address, gender, siblings currently attending school; parent/guardian 

name, parent/ guardian address, parent/ guardian phone number

 Must NOT contain questions referring to IEPs or SPED, birth certificate, 

report cards, nationality, race, language, interview

*should include a non-discrimination clause LEA

Schools not 

participating in 

MySchoolsDC Katie Dammann No

12/8/2015 Student Enrollment Forms

A list of all required documentation or forms schools request of families for 

a student to enroll at the school (after the student has already been 

accepted) LEA All Schools Katie Dammann No

http://www2.ed.gov/about/offices/list/ocr/do

cs/qa-201405.pdf

12/8/2015 2016-2017 Lottery Procedures

Lottery date; explanation of provisions for waitlisted students; provisions 

for notifying students of placement LEA

Schools not 

participating in 

MySchoolsDC Katie Dammann No

12/8/2015 Fire Drills Conducted

List of dates the school has conducted a fire drill thus far in the year; 

tentative dates for drills for remainder of year

Campus 

 (1 for each facility) All Schools Katie Dammann No

www.esa.dc.gov/service/submit-fire-drill-

report

12/8/2015 Round I Enrollment Projections

Forecast of the student enrollment for the subsequent school year. It must 

be submitted in Excel. LEA All Schools Melodi Sampson Yes
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12/15/2015

Facilities Expenditure 

Template

Reporting of facilities expenditure actives via PCSB's data input tool. The 

data gathered is in the development of the public charter school sector 

budget for the subsequent fiscal year. Please complete and submit the 

template provide. It must be submitted in Excel. LEA All Schools Mikayla Lytton Yes

12/31/2015

Monthly Financial Statements - 

FY2016

Balance Sheet

-Breakout of current assets and current liabilities from long-term assets 

and liabilities; and

-Breakout of restricted and unrestricted cash balances.

Income Statement

-Actuals reported on a monthly basis and all activity year-to-date;

-Comparison of the actuals to the budget over the same year-to-date 

reporting period;

-Cash flow activities/change in cash should be reported as well. These 

activities can be reported at the bottom of the income statement. Cash 

flows do not have to be detailed at the account level (e.g. depreciation 

and amortization, accounts payables). Schools only need to report cash 

activities at the Operating, Investing and Financing activities levels.

Schools can use the provided template or a different format. After the end 

of the first quarter of FY2016, submissions that do not include all of the 

required information will be considered incomplete and rejected from 

Epicenter. LEA

New Schools opening 

in SY 2015-2016; 

PCSB identified 

schools Mikayla Lytton No

1/18/2016

Board Meeting Minutes--2nd 

quarter

Minutes from all board meetings held/ approved between October 2015 

and January 2016; should reflect decisions made by the Board that are 

consistent with the Charter granted to the school, the School Reform Act, 

and applicable law LEA All Schools Katie Dammann No

1/31/2016

Monthly Financial Statements - 

FY2016

Balance Sheet

-Breakout of current assets and current liabilities from long-term assets 

and liabilities; and

-Breakout of restricted and unrestricted cash balances.

Income Statement

-Actuals reported on a monthly basis and all activity year-to-date;

-Comparison of the actuals to the budget over the same year-to-date 

reporting period;

-Cash flow activities/change in cash should be reported as well. These 

activities can be reported at the bottom of the income statement. Cash 

flows do not have to be detailed at the account level (e.g. depreciation 

and amortization, accounts payables). Schools only need to report cash 

activities at the Operating, Investing and Financing activities levels.

Schools can use the provided template or a different format. After the end 

of the first quarter of FY2016, submissions that do not include all of the 

required information will be considered incomplete and rejected from 

Epicenter. LEA

New Schools opening 

in SY 2015-2016; 

PCSB identified 

schools Mikayla Lytton No



1/31/2016

Quarterly Financial Statements 

- FY2016

Balance Sheet

-Breakout of current assets and current liabilities from long-term assets 

and liabilities; and

-Breakout of restricted and unrestricted cash balances.

Income Statement

-Actuals reported on a monthly basis and all activity year-to-date;

-Comparison of the actuals to the budget over the same year-to-date 

reporting period;

-Cash flow activities/change in cash should be reported as well. These 

activities can be reported at the bottom of the income statement. Cash 

flows do not have to be detailed at the account level (e.g. depreciation 

and amortization, accounts payables). Schools only need to report cash 

activities at the Operating, Investing and Financing activities levels.

Schools can use the provided template or a different format. After the end 

of the first quarter of FY2016, submissions that do not include all of the 

required information will be considered incomplete and rejected from 

Epicenter. LEA

All schools excluding 

those submitting 

monthly financials Mikayla Lytton No

2/2/2016

ESEA Focus and Priority 

Schools (Cohort II&III): Update 

web-based 

Intervention/Turnaround Plan

Assurance letter stating that the school has updated their Improvement 

plan in web-based tool. Campus

ESEA Focus and 

Priority Schools, 

Identified in SY 13-14 

and those identified in 

SY 14-15. Emma McGann Yes

2/16/2016

IRS Form 990 or Extension 

FY2014

Form 990 is the tax return form that non-profits use to report their 

charitable receipts for the year. A form 990 is to be used by any 501(c) 

organization. LEA All Schools Mikayla Lytton No

2/29/2016

Monthly Financial Statements - 

FY2016

Balance Sheet

-Breakout of current assets and current liabilities from long-term assets 

and liabilities; and

-Breakout of restricted and unrestricted cash balances.

Income Statement

-Actuals reported on a monthly basis and all activity year-to-date;

-Comparison of the actuals to the budget over the same year-to-date 

reporting period;

-Cash flow activities/change in cash should be reported as well. These 

activities can be reported at the bottom of the income statement. Cash 

flows do not have to be detailed at the account level (e.g. depreciation 

and amortization, accounts payables). Schools only need to report cash 

activities at the Operating, Investing and Financing activities levels.

Schools can use the provided template or a different format. After the end 

of the first quarter of FY2016, submissions that do not include all of the 

required information will be considered incomplete and rejected from 

Epicenter. LEA

New Schools opening 

in SY 2015-2016; 

PCSB identified 

schools Mikayla Lytton No



3/31/2016

Monthly Financial Statements - 

FY2016

Balance Sheet

-Breakout of current assets and current liabilities from long-term assets 

and liabilities; and

-Breakout of restricted and unrestricted cash balances.

Income Statement

-Actuals reported on a monthly basis and all activity year-to-date;

-Comparison of the actuals to the budget over the same year-to-date 

reporting period;

-Cash flow activities/change in cash should be reported as well. These 

activities can be reported at the bottom of the income statement. Cash 

flows do not have to be detailed at the account level (e.g. depreciation 

and amortization, accounts payables). Schools only need to report cash 

activities at the Operating, Investing and Financing activities levels.

Schools can use the provided template or a different format. After the end 

of the first quarter of FY2016, submissions that do not include all of the 

required information will be considered incomplete and rejected from 

Epicenter. LEA

New Schools opening 

in SY 2015-2016; 

PCSB identified 

schools Mikayla Lytton No

4/1/2016

ESEA Focus and Priority 

Schools (Cohort II&III): Update 

web-based 

Intervention/Turnaround Plan

Assurance letter stating that the school has updated their Improvement 

plan in web-based tool. Campus

ESEA Focus and 

Priority Schools, 

Identified in SY 13-14 

and those identified in 

SY 14-15. Emma McGann Yes

4/4/2016

Waitlist Information for 2015-

2016

List of students on the waitlist: name, grade, date of birth, zip code; 

includes number of open seats per grade Campus

All Schools; Schools 

that have given My 

School DC consent to 

share waitlist data 

with PCSB can submit 

an assurance letter to 

that end. Mikayla Lytton Yes

4/18/2016

Board Meeting Minutes--3rd 

Quarter

Minutes from all board meetings held/ approved between January and 

April 2016; should reflect decisions made by the Board that are consistent 

with the Charter granted to the school, the School Reform Act, and 

applicable law LEA All Schools Katie Dammann No

4/30/2016

Monthly Financial Statements - 

FY2016

Balance Sheet

-Breakout of current assets and current liabilities from long-term assets 

and liabilities; and

-Breakout of restricted and unrestricted cash balances.

Income Statement

-Actuals reported on a monthly basis and all activity year-to-date;

-Comparison of the actuals to the budget over the same year-to-date 

reporting period;

-Cash flow activities/change in cash should be reported as well. These 

activities can be reported at the bottom of the income statement. Cash 

flows do not have to be detailed at the account level (e.g. depreciation 

and amortization, accounts payables). Schools only need to report cash 

activities at the Operating, Investing and Financing activities levels.

Schools can use the provided template or a different format. After the end 

of the first quarter of FY2016, submissions that do not include all of the 

required information will be considered incomplete and rejected from 

Epicenter. LEA

New Schools opening 

in SY 2015-2016; 

PCSB identified 

schools Mikayla Lytton No



4/30/2016

Quarterly Financial Statements 

- FY2016

Balance Sheet

-Breakout of current assets and current liabilities from long-term assets 

and liabilities; and

-Breakout of restricted and unrestricted cash balances.

Income Statement

-Actuals reported on a monthly basis and all activity year-to-date;

-Comparison of the actuals to the budget over the same year-to-date 

reporting period;

-Cash flow activities/change in cash should be reported as well. These 

activities can be reported at the bottom of the income statement. Cash 

flows do not have to be detailed at the account level (e.g. depreciation 

and amortization, accounts payables). Schools only need to report cash 

activities at the Operating, Investing and Financing activities levels.

Schools can use the provided template or a different format. After the end 

of the first quarter of FY2016, submissions that do not include all of the 

required information will be considered incomplete and rejected from 

Epicenter. LEA

All schools not 

submitting monthly 

financials Mikayla Lytton No

5/31/2016

Monthly Financial Statements - 

FY2016

Balance Sheet

-Breakout of current assets and current liabilities from long-term assets 

and liabilities; and

-Breakout of restricted and unrestricted cash balances.

Income Statement

-Actuals reported on a monthly basis and all activity year-to-date;

-Comparison of the actuals to the budget over the same year-to-date 

reporting period;

-Cash flow activities/change in cash should be reported as well. These 

activities can be reported at the bottom of the income statement. Cash 

flows do not have to be detailed at the account level (e.g. depreciation 

and amortization, accounts payables). Schools only need to report cash 

activities at the Operating, Investing and Financing activities levels.

Schools can use the provided template or a different format. After the end 

of the first quarter of FY2016, submissions that do not include all of the 

required information will be considered incomplete and rejected from 

Epicenter. LEA

New Schools opening 

in SY 2015-2016; 

PCSB identified 

schools Mikayla Lytton No

6/1/2016 Annual Budget 2016-2017

Budget that is prepared for the 12-month period July 1 thru June 30. The 

annual budget outlines both the income and expenditures that are 

expected to be received and paid over the coming year. LEA All Schools Mikayla Lytton Yes

6/1/2016

ESEA Focus and Priority 

Schools (Cohort II&III): Update 

web-based 

Intervention/Turnaround Plan

Assurance letter stating that the school has updated their Improvement 

plan in web-based tool. Campus

ESEA Focus and 

Priority Schools, 

Identified in SY 13-14 

and those identified in 

SY 14-15. Emma McGann Yes



6/30/2016

Monthly Financial Statements - 

FY2016

Balance Sheet

-Breakout of current assets and current liabilities from long-term assets 

and liabilities; and

-Breakout of restricted and unrestricted cash balances.

Income Statement

-Actuals reported on a monthly basis and all activity year-to-date;

-Comparison of the actuals to the budget over the same year-to-date 

reporting period;

-Cash flow activities/change in cash should be reported as well. These 

activities can be reported at the bottom of the income statement. Cash 

flows do not have to be detailed at the account level (e.g. depreciation 

and amortization, accounts payables). Schools only need to report cash 

activities at the Operating, Investing and Financing activities levels.

Schools can use the provided template or a different format. After the end 

of the first quarter of FY2016, submissions that do not include all of the 

required information will be considered incomplete and rejected from 

Epicenter. LEA

New Schools opening 

in SY 2015-2016; 

PCSB identified 

schools Mikayla Lytton No

7/11/2016

Board Meeting Minutes--4th 

Quarter

Minutes from all board meetings held/ approved between April and July 

2016; should reflect decisions made by the Board that are consistent with 

the Charter granted to the school, the School Reform Act, and applicable 

law LEA All Schools Katie Dammann No

7/11/2016

Summer School Enrollment 

Roster

A list of students enrolled in summer school (first and second session if 

applicable) Campus

All schools offering 

summer school who 

are not submitting 

summer school 

rosters to OSSE 

(which is necessary 

to receive DC One 

Card transportation 

subsidies for 

students). Katie Dammann No

7/31/2016

Monthly Financial Statements - 

FY2016

Balance Sheet

-Breakout of current assets and current liabilities from long-term assets 

and liabilities; and

-Breakout of restricted and unrestricted cash balances.

Income Statement

-Actuals reported on a monthly basis and all activity year-to-date;

-Comparison of the actuals to the budget over the same year-to-date 

reporting period;

-Cash flow activities/change in cash should be reported as well. These 

activities can be reported at the bottom of the income statement. Cash 

flows do not have to be detailed at the account level (e.g. depreciation 

and amortization, accounts payables). Schools only need to report cash 

activities at the Operating, Investing and Financing activities levels.

Schools can use the provided template or a different format. After the end 

of the first quarter of FY2016, submissions that do not include all of the 

required information will be considered incomplete and rejected from 

Epicenter. LEA

New Schools opening 

in SY 2015-2016; 

PCSB identified 

schools Mikayla Lytton No



7/31/2016

Quarterly Financial Statements 

- FY2016

Balance Sheet

-Breakout of current assets and current liabilities from long-term assets 

and liabilities; and

-Breakout of restricted and unrestricted cash balances.

Income Statement

-Actuals reported on a monthly basis and all activity year-to-date;

-Comparison of the actuals to the budget over the same year-to-date 

reporting period;

-Cash flow activities/change in cash should be reported as well. These 

activities can be reported at the bottom of the income statement. Cash 

flows do not have to be detailed at the account level (e.g. depreciation 

and amortization, accounts payables). Schools only need to report cash 

activities at the Operating, Investing and Financing activities levels.

Schools can use the provided template or a different format. After the end 

of the first quarter of FY2016, submissions that do not include all of the 

required information will be considered incomplete and rejected from 

Epicenter. LEA

All schools not 

submitting monthly 

financials Mikayla Lytton No
On-going; no later 

than 3 days after 

the contract is 

made Procurement Contracts Supporting documents and required documentation. LEA All schools

Charlene Haigler-

Mickles Yes



Event/Document Rationale/Why?

School Calendar

Attendance Accountability Amendment Act of 2013 (OSSE); monitoring 

of state attendance mandates

Charter Board Calendar

SRA 38-1802.11 (oversight); charter agreement; PCSB staff may visit 

Board of Trustee meetings as part of the QSR process

High School Course Offering--Assurance

Charter Agreement; to ensure fidelity of graduation requirements; 

PCSB may receive inquiries about school's classes offered

Fire Drills

SRA 38-1802.04 (c) (4). School Emergency Response Plan and 

Management Guide; to ensure that schools have planned fire drills 

according to the guidelines of the DCFD, and ensuring the safety of 

students and staff

Audited Financial Statement Engagement 

Letter - FY2015 SRA 38-1802.04 (c)(11) (B)(ix)

Monthly Financial Statements - FY2015

To evaluate the economic viability of public charter schools; SRA 38-

1802.11 (oversight)

Charter School Athletics Compliance

The DC Code § 38-621; To ensure student safety by ensuring that the 

appropriate medical personnel are in attendance at school sporting 

events

Annual Report

SRA 38-1802.04 (c)(11); used to analyze accountability of goals, and to 

respond to stakeholders' inquiries throughout the year

Monthly Financial Statements - FY2015

To evaluate the economic viability of public charter schools; SRA 38-

1802.11 (oversight)

ESEA Focus and Priority Schools (Cohort II 

and Cohort III): Update web-based 

Intervention/Turnaround Plan

ESEA Waiver; To ensure that strategies in Intervention/Turnaround 

Plans are current.

ESEA Focus Schools: web-based Sub-group 

Intervention Plan

ESEA Waiver; To ensure that Focus schools develop and implement 

sub-group intervention plans within 60 days of identification as a Focus 

school, in compliance with the ESEA Waiver.

Professional Development Calendar, Title I 

schools ESEA Waiver; To maintain Title I compliance in the ESEA Waiver.

Early Childhood Assessment Form

This form allows schools to indicate to PCSB what assessments they'll 

be using for the EC PMF

Certificate of Occupancy

SRA 38-1802.04 (c) (4); school safety; to ensure that the number of 

people in the school are permitted to be in the building



Insurance Certificate

SRA 38-1802.04 (b)(4); charter agreement; to ensure the school has 

the necessary coverages

Basic Business License

SRA 38-1802.04 (c) (4)

 SRA 38-1802.02 (11); DCRA mandate--to ensure school health and 

safety

School Nurse Notification OR Certified Staff to 

Administer Medicine

SRA 38-1802.04 (c) (4); to ensure school health and safety, particulary 

for the administration of medication to students

Board Roster

SRA 38-1802.05; to ensure the correct makeup of the board as 

required by the SRA

Litigation Proceedings Calendar

SRA 38-1802.11 

 SRA 38-1802.04 (b) (8); to ensure PCSB is aware of any SPED 

litigation or federal complaints against a school and can follow up if 

necessary

Board Meeting Minutes

SRA 38-1802.11 (oversight); charter agreement; so PCSB is kept 

abreast of school governance activities

School Emergency Response Plan

SRA 38-1802.04 (c) (4); state requirements for health and safety; to 

ensure the school has procedures in place to reduce illness and/ or 

injury in the case of an emergency

Sexual Violation Protocol

SRA 38-1802.04 (c) (4); DC Code §4-1321.02; health and safety of 

students, and to ensure schools appropriately train their staff and are 

aware of their liability

Child Find Policy

34 CFR 300.111 Child Find; to ensure that schools have procedures for 

identifying students with disabilities; may be used as part of PCSB's 

audit policy

Staff Roster & Background Checks

SRA 38-1802.04 (c) (4); to ensure the safety of students; to ensure 

state employment mandates are adhered to regarding background 

checks

Employee Handbook (or submit individual 

policies)

SRA 38-1802.04; to ensure employees of charter schools abide by 

state laws regarding employment in a school; to ensure the protection 

of rights of charter school staff

Accreditation

SRA 38-1802.02 (16); to ensure that schools become accredited within 

5 years of operation, and keep accreditation throughout the life of their 

charter

SPED--Continuum of Services DCMR Rule 5-E3012: Continuum of Alternative Placements



Student Handbook

 

 or submit policies: *Discipline Policy 

*Attendance Policy *Safeguard of Student 

Information

SRA 38-1802.06 (g), FERPA; to ensure fair and appropriate policies as 

it relates to attendance and discipline policies; to ensure all policies are 

aligned with state law

Lease SRA 38-1802.11 (oversight)

Charter Renewal Application

SRA 38-1802.12(b); Any school in its fifteenth year of operation must 

submit a charter renewal application to initiate the renewal process.

Enrollment Ceiling Increase Request

The enrollment schedule is an amendment to the charter agreement 

which impacts a local area and therefore requires a public hearing and 

PCSB Board vote.

Charter Amendment

SRA 38-1802.04(c)(10); Any school that wishes to amend its charter 

must submit a petition describing the change and the rationale for it.

FY2014 Audited Financial Statements & 

Finance and Audit Review Data Collection 

Form - Deadline to Request Extension

To evaluate the economic viability of public charter schools; SRA 38-

1802.11 (oversight)

Monthly Financial Statements - FY2015

To evaluate the economic viability of public charter schools; SRA 38-

1802.11 (oversight)

Quarterly Financial Statements - FY2015

To evaluate the economic viability of public charter schools; SRA 38-

1802.11 (oversight)

FY2014 Audit

To evaluate the economic viability of public charter schools; SRA 38-

1802.11 (oversight)

FY2014 Audit - Finance and Audit Review Data 

Collection Form

To evaluate the economic viability of public charter schools; SRA 38-

1802.11 (oversight)

Monthly Financial Statements - FY2015

To evaluate the economic viability of public charter schools; SRA 38-

1802.11 (oversight)

Annual Financial Audit - PCSB Schedules - 

FY2014

To evaluate the economic viability of public charter schools; SRA 38-

1802.11 (oversight)

Enrollment Projections

To develop the individual public charter school budget for the next 

fiscal year; SRA 38-1802.11 (oversight)

ESEA Focus and Priority Schools (Cohort II 

and Cohort III): Update web-based 

Intervention/Turnaround Plan

ESEA Waiver; To ensure that strategies in Intervention/Turnaround 

Plans are current.

2015-2016 Student Application SRA 38-1802.06; to ensure open enrollment for all students



2015-2016 Lottery Procedures SRA 38-1802.06; to ensure an open and transparent lottery process

Fire Drills

SRA 38-1802.04 (c) (4). School Emergency Response Plan and 

Management Guide; to ensure that schools have conducted fire drills 

according to their schedules, following the guidelines of the DCFD, and 

ensuring the safety of students and staff

Facilities Expenditure Template

To evaluate the economic viability of public charter schools; SRA 38-

1802.11 (oversight)

Teacher Retirement Witholding

To provide annual information to DC Teacher Retirement Board; SRA 

38-1802.11 (oversight)

Monthly Financial Statements - FY2015

To evaluate the economic viability of public charter schools; SRA 38-

1802.11 (oversight)

Board Meeting Minutes

SRA 38-1802.11 (oversight); charter agreement; so PCSB is kept 

abreast of school governance activities

Monthly Financial Statements - FY2015

To evaluate the economic viability of public charter schools; SRA 38-

1802.11 (oversight)

Quarterly Financial Statements - FY2015

To evaluate the economic viability of public charter schools; SRA 38-

1802.11 (oversight)

ESEA Focus and Priority Schools (Cohort II 

and Cohort III): Update web-based 

Intervention/Turnaround Plan

ESEA Waiver; To ensure that strategies in Intervention/Turnaround 

Plans are current.

IRS Form 990 or Extension FY2014

To evaluate the economic viability of public charter schools; SRA 38-

1802.11 (oversight)

Monthly Financial Statements - FY2015

To evaluate the economic viability of public charter schools; SRA 38-

1802.11 (oversight)

Monthly Financial Statements - FY2015

To evaluate the economic viability of public charter schools; SRA 38-

1802.11 (oversight)

ESEA Focus and Priority Schools (Cohort I and 

Cohort II): Update web-based 

Intervention/Turnaround Plan

ESEA Waiver; To ensure that strategies in Intervention/Turnaround 

Plans are current.

Waitlist Information for 2015-2016

To inform parents of schools' available seats on PCSB's website; SRA 

38-1802.11 (oversight)

Charter Amendment

SRA 38-1802.04(c)(10); Any school that wishes to amend its charter 

must submit a petition describing the change and the rationale for it.



Board Meeting Minutes

SRA 38-1802.11 (oversight); charter agreement; so PCSB is kept 

abreast of school governance activities

Monthly Financial Statements - FY2015

To evaluate the economic viability of public charter schools; SRA 38-

1802.11 (oversight)

Quarterly Financial Statements - FY2015

To evaluate the economic viability of public charter schools; SRA 38-

1802.11 (oversight)

Monthly Financial Statements - FY2015

To evaluate the economic viability of public charter schools; SRA 38-

1802.11 (oversight)

Annual Budget 2014-2015

To evaluate the economic viability of public charter schools; SRA 38-

1802.11 (oversight)

ESEA Focus and Priority Schools (Cohort I and 

Cohort II): Update web-based 

Intervention/Turnaround Plan

ESEA Waiver; To ensure that strategies in Intervention/Turnaround 

Plans are current.

ELL/ SPED Supplemental - FY2015 SRA 38-1802.11 (oversight); to ensure accurate payments to schools

Monthly Financial Statements - FY2015

To evaluate the economic viability of public charter schools; SRA 38-

1802.11 (oversight)

Board Meeting Minutes

SRA 38-1802.11 (oversight); charter agreement; so PCSB is kept 

abreast of school governance activities

Annual Teacher and Principal Evaluation 

Reflection

ESEA Waiver; To ensure that PCSB is aware of any changes your LEA 

is making to its teacher and principal evaluation system, maintaining 

compliance with the ESEA Waiver.

Summer School Enrollment Roster--first 

submission

To make accurate summer school payments; DC Code sections 38-

2901(13) and 38-2905

Monthly Financial Statements - FY2015

To evaluate the economic viability of public charter schools; SRA 38-

1802.11 (oversight)

Quarterly Financial Statements - FY2015

To evaluate the economic viability of public charter schools; SRA 38-

1802.11 (oversight)

Summer School Attendance

SRA 38-1802.11 (oversight); to monitor and identify trends of student 

attendance during summer school

Summer School Enrollment Roster--final 

submission

To make accurate summer school payments; DC Code sections 38-

2901(13) and 38-2905

Procurement Contracts

To ensure compliance with the SRA $25K+ procurement section; SRA 

38-1802.04 (c) (1)

Enrollment Materials

To ensure compliance with U.S. Department of Justice guidance 

around the Rights of All Children to Enroll in School



Staff Preference

School Reform Act § 38–1802.06 To ensure enrollment based on staff 

preference is limited to 10% of the total student population, or to 20 

students, whichever is less.

ELL

School Reform Act § 38–1802.04 To ensure compliance with laws and 

regulations related to the education of English Language Learners.

Title IX

School Reform Act § 38–1802.04 To ensure compliance with laws and 

regulations related to Title IX.

Non-Profit Status School Reform Act § 38–1802.04 To ensure current non-profit status.

Management Letter School Reform Act § 38‑1802.04(a)(2)

ADA Compliance

To ensure nondiscriminations on the basis of disability in public 

accommodations and commercial facilities



Due Date Event/Document

Description

 (Must Haves)

Submitted for the LEA or 

Campus

Which Schools are 

Required to Submit? PCSB Contact

Template in 

Epicenter?

Additional 

information Rationale

10/8/2015 Board Bylaws Board Bylaws LEA

New Schools or Updates 

only Katie Damman No

Charter 

Agreement

10/8/2015 Articles of Incorporation Articles of Incorporation LEA

New Schools or Updates 

only Katie Damman No

Charter 

Agreement

*Existing schools that would like to amend their Bylaws or Articiles of Incorporation must submit a charter amendment



Due Date Event/Document

Description

 (Must Haves)

Submitted for 

the LEA or 

Which 

Schools are PCSB Contact

Template in 

Epicenter?

Additional information outside 

PCSB

10/8/2015

Basic Business License* 

 Current Basic Business License

Campus 

 All Schools Katie Dammann No

DCRA:  

http://dcra.dc.gov/service/apply-

10/8/2015

Non-Profit Status* 

 

A copy of the school's current DCRA Non-

Profit Organization License. LEA All Schools Katie Dammann No

http://dcra.dc.gov/service/register-

and-license-non-profit-organization

http://dcra.dc.gov/service/register-and-license-non-profit-organization
http://dcra.dc.gov/service/register-and-license-non-profit-organization
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EXHIBIT A 



 
 

P.O. Box 322 ♦ Greenbelt, MD 20768-0322 ♦ Tel: 301-552-9567 
www.choiceresearchassoc.com 

Choice Research Associates 
What gets measured gets done. 

 
 
 
Date:  May 27, 2013 
 
Title:  Evaluation of the Justice Grants Administration (JGA) Community‐Based Truancy 
  Reduction (CBTR) Project Years 1 and 2 
 
Requester/Organization:   Shawn M. Flower, Ph.D., Principal Researcher  
        Choice Research Associates 
 
Description:  The purpose of the overall project is to conduct a process and outcome evaluation of the 
Community‐Based (CBO) Truancy Reduction Project (CBTR) for the period from November 2012 through 
November 2014.  Confidential Data is requested.  
 
This evaluation will employ secondary data analysis to assess the impact of services provided by five 
CBOs to approximately 600 students per year in K‐3rd grade (year 1) and K‐5th grade (year 2) with 5 to 9 
unexcused absences attending DC public schools.  Ideally, these youth will be compared to youth fitting 
the same criteria from similar schools. The evaluation will incorporate scores from assessment tools 
utilized by the CBOs, process measures such as engagement with families during home visits and school 
activities, and provision of case management and referral services (for truant youth and their family). 
Outcome measures include academic performance, school attendance, and school disciplinary actions 
(e.g., suspensions and expulsions). Data will be sought from Children and Family Services Agency (CFSA) 
to ascertain if youth referred to the CBOs in this intervention are then referred to CFSA and if the 
truancy case is substantiated. The core of the project is analysis of programmatic data routinely 
gathered by the CBOs during the course of their project, and the outcome data provided by DCPS and 
CSFA. Neither the Principal Investigator (PI) or Choice Research Associates (CRA) staff has any direct 
contact with the families or clients served by the CBOs.  
 
Timeline: 2011‐12; 2012‐13; 2013‐2014 
 
Data Collection from Schools:  None 

Data Requested from ODA/DCPS: Three times over the course of the project (Aug 2013; April 2014 and 
Aug 2014), we request the following data for all youth in the treatment and comparison groups:  

 Demographic data: age, gender, race/ethnicity, home zip code;  

 Academic performance: grades and test scores;  

 Attendance records: (number of excused absences, number of unexcused absences, and 
number of times tardy); and 

 Disciplinary Actions: Number of disciplinary actions, suspensions and expulsions. 

DCPS Advocate:  Melissa Hook, Director, Justice Grants Administration 
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DCPS Research Application 
 
Project Title  Evaluation of the Justice Grants Administration (JGA) Community‐Based Truancy  
    Reduction (CBTR) Project Years 1 and 2 
 
Requestor  Shawn M. Flower, Ph.D., Principal Researcher, Choice Research Associates  
 
Abstract   
 
This evaluation will employ secondary data analysis to assess the impact of services provided by five 
CBOs to approximately 600 students per year in K‐3rd grade (year 1) and K‐5th grade (year 2) with 5 to 9 
unexcused absences attending DC public schools.  Ideally, these youth will be compared to youth fitting 
the same criteria from similar schools. The evaluation will incorporate scores from assessment tools 
utilized by the CBOs, process measures such as engagement with families during home visits and school 
activities, and provision of case management and referral services (for truant youth and their family). 
Outcome measures include academic performance, school attendance, and school disciplinary actions 
(e.g., suspensions and expulsions). Data will be sought from Children and Family Services Agency (CFSA) 
to ascertain if youth referred to the CBOs in this intervention are then referred to CFSA and if the 
truancy case is substantiated. The core of the project is analysis of programmatic data routinely 
gathered by the CBOs during the course of their project, and the outcome data provided by DCPS and 
CSFA. Neither the Principal Investigator (PI) or Choice Research Associates (CRA) staff has any direct 
contact with the families or clients served by the CBOs.  
 
Statement of the Problem 
 
Washington D.C. Public Schools experience high rates of truancy.  The causes of truancy vary but are 
found in the nexus between the child’s individual protective and risk factors within their 
home/community and school environment.  Children with unmet physical, mental and social needs, 
living in communities and households strained by drug and alcohol abuse, poverty, violence and mental 
illness are more likely to be truant.  This project seeks to step into the lives of these children at the 
earliest school period (age 5 to 8 – kindergarten to third grade in the first year, an age 5 to 10 ‐ 
kindergarten to 5th grade in the second year) by providing these children and their families wrap‐around 
services, referrals for services, parenting classes, and skills that reduce the risk of chronic truancy that 
will inhibit their chances of future academic and life success.  
 
Objectives of the Study 
 
This project is a program evaluation attempting to discern and develop critical program factors, and as 
such, there are no formal hypotheses to be tested. However, our research question for this project is:  
 

Do family focused services provided by a community based organization reduce 
truancy for elementary school youth in grades K‐3 (K‐5 in year 2) who have 
between 5 and 9 absences compared to youth who are not referred for services?  If 
so, which of those services are more effective? 

 
This project will conduct a process and outcome evaluation of this truancy prevention effort.  As this is a 
new project, the evaluation is in the developmental phase and the goal will be to determine both which 
factors are effective at reducing truancy including program services such as home visits, parent training, 
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and referrals to other needed services (outcome), and what are the steps that need to be taken to 
ensure that the crucial services are provided (implementation or process).   
 
In order to properly assess if there is an impact of services on truancy, it will be important to control for 
other factors that could explain the outcomes. For this reason, this research application seeks approval 
to obtain the prior academic, attendance, and disciplinary performance of youth in both the treatment 
group and in a comparison group of similarly situated youth in schools in the same or similar wards.  This 
information would be coupled with assessment data, demographic, and family structure information 
(e.g., socio‐economic status, number of siblings, single vs. duo parent household) which is obtained by 
the CBO in their routine programmatic process.   
 
Significance of the Problem 
 
The District of Columbia Crime Policy Institute at the Urban Institute examined variations in truancy 
among the District’s middle and high schools (Liberman & Cahill, 2012). Their findings support both early 
interventions and family‐based interventions for younger students. In searching for predictors of high 
school truancy, they found that high school absences are predicted by 8th grade truancy. Variations in 
high school truancy rates were not indicative of varying interventions at the high schools themselves, 
but rather dependent on the students’ truant behavior in middle school. The authors thus concluded 
that the most effective and efficient approach to lowering high school truancy rates would be lowering 
middle school truancy rates. Additionally, their research found that residential neighborhood features 
had more influence on high school students’ truancy than middle school students’; concluding that 
family influences have a stronger effect on younger children so that, “truancy interventions that are 
primarily family‐based are more likely to prove effective at earlier ages” (p. ii). Both of these findings 
support the findings in the literature that early truancy interventions impact later truant behavior and 
should address the powerful influence of the family.  
 
In recent years, the District of Columbia made changes to its policy regarding truancy. The 2009 
Compulsory Education and School Attendance regulation lays out specific policies and procedures 
District of Columbia Public Schools (DCPS) must follow regarding attendance.1 Schools are required to 
have an absenteeism protocol focused on prevention of unexcused absences that includes academic and 
behavioral interventions addressing their needs.2  Schools must maintain, among other things, a 
procedure of personal contact with parents after one unexcused absence, and a set of practices offering 
supports, incentives and consequences, and intervention strategies to deal with absenteeism.3 
Additionally, schools must refer students accumulating five or more unexcused absences to a school‐
based Student Support Team (SST) that will work with parents to develop an attendance intervention 
plan and to review the underlying causes of the absences as well as make recommendations for needed 
services (academic or social).4 After 10 unexcused absences, students aged 5‐13 are referred to Child 
and Family Services Agency (CFSA); students aged 14 and over are referred to Court Social Services 
Division of the Superior Court of the District of Columbia and to the Office of the Attorney General 

                                                 
1DC Municipal Regulations  and DC Register 
http://www.dcregs.dc.gov/Gateway/ChapterHome.aspx?ChapterID=230295 
2 Sec 2103.2 
3 Sec 2101.2 (c)(1)(2) 
4 Sec 2102.2 (c)(3) 
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Juvenile Section after 25 absences [starting with the 2014‐2015 school year referrals are made after 
20 absences].5 
 
In testimony before the District of Columbia Council Committee of the Whole and the Judiciary, Judith 
Sandalow (2012), Executive Director of Children’s Law Center, praised the Council’s passing of the 
Families Together Amendment Act of 2010 which allowed changes in CFSA policy she argued allowed 
more opportunity for truant District youth and their families to get the help they needed. Further, 
Michele Rosenberg (2012), Chief of Staff of CFSA, remarked that the new policy enabled them to better 
help families by focusing on services keeping families together rather than removing children from 
homes. She testified that CFSA was able to work closely with DCPS as a result of the new policies and 
that both wished to be able to “identify the main issues behind chronic truancy as a foundation for 
undertaking targeted prevention” (Rosenberg, 2012). 
 
Addressing a Key Research Priority 
 
This project addresses the major research priority of Compelling Schools, particularly as it relates 
providing “strong support for social and emotional needs”.   This evaluation seeks to shed light on the 
“main issues behind chronic truancy” – in particular with respect to early intervention.  The knowledge 
gained from this project is likely to illuminate the social and emotional needs of these truant students 
and their families.  In addition, the process or implementation component of the evaluation will 
highlight the barriers, challenges and successes of the partnership between DCPS and the CBO providing 
the services to these children and their families. This, in turn, can lead to refinement of policies and 
procedures which can strengthen the approach to truancy intervention and prevention practices.   
 
Review of the Literature 
 
Chronic youth absences from school are generally recognized to negatively affect school performance, 
be indicative of school detachment, and to enhance the likelihood a student will drop out completely. 
The issue of truancy reduction and prevention has thus received a lot of attention as an effort to address 
one of the issues perceived to be at the root of both poor school performance and juvenile delinquency. 
Available literature provides insight into both the risk factors involved for truant behavior and the 
negative effects of prolonged absence and dropping out of school. With the opportunity to prevent 
these long term negative effects and deter delinquency, the literature supports early interventions—
preventing elementary truancy from developing into long term detachment from school (Dembo & 
Gulledge, 2009; Chang & Jordan, 2011; Lehr et al, 2004). While there appears to be a lack of rigorously 
evaluated truancy interventions due to limitations (e.g., the lack of a universal definition of truancy and 
the consequent difficulties in collecting data) (Dembo & Gulledge, 2009; Gandy & Schulz, 2007), some 
interventions have produced significant reductions in truant behavior thus providing a set of best 
practices to draw upon.  
 
Truancy interventions should involve multi‐modal services at an individualized level. Demonstrated 
successes in the literature appear when multiple agencies and providers work together to target the 
varying factors involved in truant behavior. Youth behavior is influenced by many factors; thus truant 
behavior could be a result of a student’s academic difficulties, a family’s financial difficulties, or 
substance use or abuse by parent or student. Understanding the various potential causes of truant 
behavior is imperative to determining which services provide the best opportunity for improving student 

                                                 
5 Section 2103.5 
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outcomes; multiple services may be needed (academic tutoring, housing assistance, substance 
counseling). From this it should also be clear that each student’s needs will be different, so interventions 
must be individualized to each student specifically. An individualized course of action and consistent and 
persistent involvement with each student and family improve the likelihood of positively impacting 
behavior. This important aspect of interventions is also one which poses challenges. It may be difficult to 
maintain such interaction with students and/or parents throughout the course of an intervention due to 
inconsistent contact information and interest, but parental involvement is crucial. Truant behavior may 
also be reflective of a lack of attachment to school—on the part of parent and student—so that an 
important aspect of any intervention should focus on changing family attitudes towards school and 
attendance in order to build a strong attachment and better prepare students for overall success. The 
earlier this attachment is made stronger the better, as it allows children to fully enjoy the benefits of 
their education. 
 
The potential to prevent not only truancy but further delinquent and negative behavior supports efforts 
to intervene at the earliest possible stages. Dembo and Gulledge (2009) caution against delaying 
attention or intervention until after a youth’s absence becomes chronic, as at that point additional, 
more serious problems are likely to have developed. Chang and Jordan (2011) also stress the importance 
of early interventions as a means to prevent later academic difficulties which lead to increased 
likelihood a student will dropout. Citing the findings of an Attendance Works Report,6 they state that 
only 17 percent of kids chronically absent (missing at least 10 percent of school) in kindergarten and first 
grade were proficient readers by the end of third grade compared to two thirds of their peers with 
regular attendance (Chang & Jordan, 2011). 
 
Stating that “the detrimental path leading to school withdrawal starts early,” Lehr et al (2004, p. 280) 
also support early interventions based on evidence showing that early home environment and the 
quality of care‐giving are powerful predictors of whether students remain in or drop out of school. Most 
dropouts exhibit signs of school withdrawal and disengagement including poor attendance and 
academic or behavioral troubles prior to making the decision to drop out (Lehr et al, 2004). Citing a 
Barrington and Hendricks retrospective study7 of early school patterns of dropouts, they state that, 
“students who dropped out could be differentiated from those who completed school with nearly 70 
percent accuracy by third grade” (Lehr, 2004, p. 280). Thus the authors stress the importance of early 
identification of attendance issues and building student engagement in school so as to prevent the long 
term negative effects experienced by dropouts—unemployment, underemployment, incarceration, and 
long term dependency on social services (Lehr et al, 2004). 
 
Literature Supported Best Practices 
 
The available literature appears to concur that the most effective truancy interventions involve a 
comprehensive understanding of the contributing factors to truancy and thus according to Lehr et al 
(2004) requires a “complementary model of intervention to address the complexity of associated issues” 
(p. 282). The effort involves both multiple targets and multiple players; most of the literature calls for a 
collaborative effort reaching across schools, families, and communities (Dembo & Gulledge, 2009; 
Gardner Center, 2012; Gandy & Schulz, 2007; NCSE, 2007; Lehr et al, 2004). Involving multiple 

                                                 
6 Applied Survey Research. (2011, May). Attendance in Early Elementary Grades: Association with Student 
Characteristics, School Readiness and Third Grade Outcomes. Watsonville, Calif. 
7 Barrington, B.L., & Hendricks, B. (1989). Differentiating Characteristics of High School Graduates, Dropouts, and 
Nongraduates. Journal of Educational Research, 89, 309‐319. 
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stakeholders such as law enforcement, courts, social services, and mental health communities not only 
increases the pool of resources but also allows multiple issues to be addressed (Gardner Center, 2012). 
Effective truancy interventions focus on multi‐modal strategies that target these various underlying 
issues and offer a continuum of supports—academic, behavioral, family, and health (Gardner Center, 
2012). Such collaborations also include training for parents/guardians and teachers of affected youth to 
allow them to better cope with truant behaviors in students (Gandy & Schulz, 2007). Additionally, the 
literature supports a staged approach to interventions that becomes more individualized: letter home, 
phone call to parents, home visit (Gardner Center, 2012) with court utilized as the last resort (Gandy & 
Schulz, 2007).  
 

Truancy: Contributing Factors and Negative Outcomes 

 
Students with truant tendencies often face numerous contributing factors ranging across personal, 
family, and school issues. Literature shows the common causes of withdrawal from school to include 
among others: low self‐esteem, substance use or abuse, poor academic performance, poverty, unstable 
home, poor access to health care and transportation, and poor teacher relationships (National Center 
for School Engagement, 2007; Dembo & Gulledge, 2009 Baker et al, 2001). Many of these issues prevent 
children from being able to attend school regularly—through no fault of their own—causing long term 
negative effects. Given the wide range of contributing factors, truancy interventions should be 
collaborative efforts that attempt to address as many of the root causes as possible; truancy is not 
strictly a school or law enforcement problem. 
 
Truancy itself is also considered a contributing factor to further negative outcomes such as delinquency, 
substance use and abuse, and poor financial outcomes as it is linked to higher likelihood of high school 
dropout (NCSE, 2007; Baker et al, 2001). A National Center for School Engagement (NCSE, 2007) report 
describes the relationship between truancy and such negative behaviors as delinquency, substance use 
and abuse, and high school dropout as “circular” because truancy is both a “ cause and consequence” of 
these behaviors. 
 
Sample and Selection 
 
The data requested in this research application are for youth referred to CBOs who have between 5 and 
9 absences and a comparison group of similarly situated students in schools in or around the same 
wards.  For those participating in the first year, JGA identified the set of comparison schools and paired 
the schools (See Table 1, below).  Data were obtained from the DC School Profiles8 including 2012‐2013 
enrollment (total enrolled and population by race (percent Black, Latino, White etc), percent of English 
Language Learners, percent receiving free lunch, percent in Special education, percent living “In 
Boundary”) and test statistics (percent of population at below basic math, basic math, basic reading etc).  
JGA provided aggregate statistics on truancy by school and grade ‐‐ number and percent truant 5 to 9 
times in the 2011‐2012 school year.  
 
The schools were group as either a treatment or comparison site and were compared overall and also 
grouped by the assigned CBO assigned.  Statistical analysis using difference of two‐means test revealed 
that the treatment schools (N=17) varied little from the comparison schools (N=17).  Only a few factors 
varied significantly.  The treatment schools had significantly lower percent white students (p<.10), a 
higher percentage of youth receiving free lunch (significant at p<05), and had fewer youth in the fourth 

                                                 
8 http://profiles.dcps.dc.gov/ 
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grade who were truant 5 to 9 times (significant at p<.10).   For all other factors, the schools, based on 
these metrics, were substantially the same. 
 
Conducting the comparison of treatment and control schools when grouped by CBO assigned to work 
with the treatment schools reveals, again, that overall, the treatment and comparison schools are 
largely similar.  For instance, exploring the 3 schools working with East River (C.W. Harris; Kenilworth 
and Davis Elementary) and their paired comparison schools, the only statistically significant are that 
those in the treatment schools have fewer second grade youth meeting the 5 to 9 truant threshold 
(average of 6.67 youth in the treatment schools compared to 11.33 of the comparison schools) (p<.05) 
and a lower percent of fourth grade youth truant 5 to 9 times in the treatment schools (p<.10). For 
schools serviced by Boys Town, (Langley, Garrison, Barnard, Noyes, and Marshall) those in the treatment 
schools are lower percentage of youth, on average who are In Boundary (42% vs. 59% ‐ significant at 
p<.05) and have higher percentage of youth who are at an advanced math level (treatment schools 
average 9.2% compared to comparison schools at 3% ‐‐ significant at <.10). Boys Town schools also have 
fewer fifth grade youth with 5 to 9 absences (average of 7 compared to 16 youth at p<.10). Overall, this 
pattern of finding only a few factors significant different between the treatment and comparison schools 
is consistent across the school grouping by CBO (although the factors vary by CBO)9.  In sum, while there 
are differences in the treatment and comparison schools, most of the differences found using these 
measures, are not statistically significant, and thus, at this juncture, these schools would appear 
adequate to serve as comparison sites for this program.  
 
Table 1: List of Treatment and Paired Comparison Schools – Year 1 

Treatment School 
Paired To: 

Comparison School 
 

Ward  Ward 

Marshall Elementary School   5  Brookland Education Campus          5 

Noyes Education Campus                       5  Wheatley Education Campus           5 

Langley Education Campus                    5  Peabody Elementary                        6 

H.D. Cooke Elementary                           1  Watkins Elementary  6 

Tubman Elementary  1  Seaton Elementary                             2 

Cleveland Elementary  1  Payne Elementary                               6 

Marie Reed Elementary                          1  Tyler Elementary                    6 

C.W. Harris Elementary                          7  Nalle Elementary   7 

Kenilworth Elementary                7  Houston Elementary School             7 

Davis Elementary   7  Aiton Elementary  School                  7 

Walker‐Jones Education Campus   6  Brent  Elementary        6 

J.O. Wilson Elementary                           6  Maury Elementary   6 

Browne Education Campus       5  Winston Education Campus              7 

Amidon‐Bowen Elementary           6  Randle Highlands Elementary          7 

Barnard  Elementary                               4  Brightwood Education Campus  4 

Garrison Elementary                           2  Drew Elementary School  7 

Bruce Monroe Elementary                     1  Langdon Education Campus  5 

 

                                                 
9 Complete results of this analysis are available upon request. 
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As a few of the schools listed above are closing this year, and as there may be new CBOs in year 2 (and 
perhaps assigned to different schools), this process of exploring these differences will be conducted 
again before requesting data for comparison in year 2. 
 
The selection procedure for the treatment group would be that this researcher would compile the 
names of youth referred for service, along with their dates of birth, and name of school of the youth and 
submit this list to DCPS to match with student records in order to obtain the requested data. (This list 
could be provided to DCPS in a variety of formats including comma delimited, excel, SPSS, etc.).   
 
The selection process for the comparison group would be more complex because we are requesting the 
assistance of Office of Data and Accountability (ODA) to select youth (either a random sample or cohort) 
who are in grades K‐3 (year 1) from the designated comparison schools who have between 5 and 9 
absences in 2011‐2012 school year.  For year 2, a similar process would be to select youth with the same 
criteria but from grades K‐5.   
 
Research Design/Methodology 
 
This is a secondary data analysis of administrative and program data collected by the Community Based 
Organizations, ODA/DCPS, and decisions of truancy substantiation/no substantiation by CFSA.  
 
The first step in the analysis is to examine the treatment group by computing descriptive statistics 
(e.g., frequencies, measures of central tendency, and measures of dispersion) on demographic 
characteristics, data contained in the assessment and intake instruments, as well academic, attendance, 
and disciplinary data from the prior year (2011‐2012). We will then use multi‐level models (regression, 
logistic regression) to examine the association between these specific variables, the interventions 
employed by the CBOs, and the impact on DCPS data of academic performance, attendance and 
disciplinary actions in the 2012‐2013 school year.  
 
The second step is to conduct an analysis looking at both the treatment youth and the comparison 
group on the academic, attendance and disciplinary action outcomes in the current year, controlling for 
demographic characteristics and prior academic, attendance and disciplinary actions.  A comparison 
group is critical to determining the amount of change that can be attributed to the CBO intervention 
because otherwise, it is possible that youth may have improved on their own, without the benefit of the 
program.  With a comparison group, we set the baseline of what to expect when there is no 
intervention, and use that to compare to those who received the intervention.    This same process will 
be repeated in year 2.  
 
Data Requested 

Three times over the course of the project (Aug 2013; April 2014 and Aug 2014), we request the 
following data for all youth in the treatment and comparison groups:  

 Demographic data: age, gender and race/ethnicity;  

 Academic performance: grades and test scores;  

 Attendance records:  Number of excused absences, number of unexcused absences, and 
number of times tardy; and 

 Disciplinary Actions: Number of disciplinary actions, suspensions and expulsions 
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Request for Confidential Data without Consent  
 
We request an exception for obtaining data under FERPA § 99.31(a)(6) Organizations conducting 
studies, which states: Current regulations restate the statutory provision that allows a school district or 
postsecondary institution to disclose personally identifiable information  from education records, without 
consent, to organizations conducting studies “for, or on behalf of” the  disclosing institution for purposes 
of developing, validating, or administering predictive tests;  administering student aid programs; or 
improving instruction … [and under section § 99.31(a)(3)] for audit, evaluation, or enforcement 
purposes.) 10 
 
The data requested is necessary to conduct an evaluation of the intervention provided by the CBOs in 
administering this student aid program in their efforts to address the root causes of truancy.  The 
information gleaned from this evaluation will build our understanding of the impact of early 
intervention on youth outcomes, and highlight the barriers, challenges and successes of the partnership 
between DCPS and the CBO providing the services to these children and their families. This, in turn, can 
lead to refinement of policies and procedures which can strengthen the approach to truancy 
intervention and prevention practices.   
 
This research applicant understands and agrees that information disclosed under this exception must be 
protected so that students and their parents cannot be personally identified by anyone other than 
representatives of the organization conducting the study, and must be destroyed when no longer 
needed for the study.  If this application is approved, I also understand that a Memorandum of 
Agreement and DPCS Confidentiality Agreement are required.   
 
In addition, all data will be reported on an aggregate basis and to ensure confidentiality, a four digit 
code will be assigned to each subject to protect their identity.  Any electronic files containing identifying 
information will be maintained on secure personal computer drives and will be password protected.  A 
list linking the name of the subject with the identification number will be kept in a locked filing cabinet 
and/or will be maintained electronically but password protected at all times and will be under the 
express control of Shawn M. Flower, Ph.D.  All other files, data, and information will contain only the 
four digit ID number and no other identifying information.  
 
Treatment Group Identifying Data Process 
 
When the name of the treatment group youth is submitted to ODA to match to school records, the 
dataset will also include a 4 digit research Identification number.  When the academic performance, 
attendance and disciplinary data are returned from ODA, we request that any identifying information be 
removed, retaining only the research identification number so that these records can be linked back to 
the CBO programmatic files. 
 
Comparison Group Identifying Data Process 
 
While individual level data is necessary to conduct the analysis, the identities of youth in the comparison 
group are not necessary to conduct the evaluation.  For this reason, we ask if ODA, if they can 
accommodate our request for the comparison group, to submit the data to the applicant without names 
or other identifying information.   However, if the performance, attendance, and disciplinary data are 

                                                 
10 http://www2.ed.gov/policy/gen/guid/fpco/pdf/ht12‐17‐08‐att.pdf 
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submitted in separate datasets, we would request some means (e.g., an assigned number) to identify 
the same individual across those data sets. 
 
Primary Data Collection Plan 
 
Not Applicable – this is a secondary data analysis.  There is no direct interaction with the subjects, nor 
does this require any interaction between the research applicant and any individual school or school 
staff.  
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What gets measured gets done. 

 
 
 
Date:  May 27, 2013 
 
Title:  Evaluation of the Justice Grants Administration (JGA) Community‐Based Truancy 
  Reduction (CBTR) Project Years 1 and 2 
 
Requester/Organization:   Shawn M. Flower, Ph.D., Principal Researcher  
        Choice Research Associates 
 
Description:  The purpose of the overall project is to conduct a process and outcome evaluation of the 
Community‐Based (CBO) Truancy Reduction Project (CBTR) for the period from November 2012 through 
November 2014.  Confidential Data is requested.  
 
This evaluation will employ secondary data analysis to assess the impact of services provided by five 
CBOs to approximately 600 students per year in K‐3rd grade (year 1) and K‐5th grade (year 2) with 5 to 9 
unexcused absences attending DC public schools.  Ideally, these youth will be compared to youth fitting 
the same criteria from similar schools. The evaluation will incorporate scores from assessment tools 
utilized by the CBOs, process measures such as engagement with families during home visits and school 
activities, and provision of case management and referral services (for truant youth and their family). 
Outcome measures include academic performance, school attendance, and school disciplinary actions 
(e.g., suspensions and expulsions). Data will be sought from Children and Family Services Agency (CFSA) 
to ascertain if youth referred to the CBOs in this intervention are then referred to CFSA and if the 
truancy case is substantiated. The core of the project is analysis of programmatic data routinely 
gathered by the CBOs during the course of their project, and the outcome data provided by DCPS and 
CSFA. Neither the Principal Investigator (PI) or Choice Research Associates (CRA) staff has any direct 
contact with the families or clients served by the CBOs.  
 
Timeline: 2011‐12; 2012‐13; 2013‐2014 
 
Data Collection from Schools:  None 

Data Requested from ODA/DCPS: Three times over the course of the project (Aug 2013; April 2014 and 
Aug 2014), we request the following data for all youth in the treatment and comparison groups:  

 Demographic data: age, gender, race/ethnicity, home zip code;  

 Academic performance: grades and test scores;  

 Attendance records: (number of excused absences, number of unexcused absences, and 
number of times tardy); and 

 Disciplinary Actions: Number of disciplinary actions, suspensions and expulsions. 

DCPS Advocate:  Melissa Hook, Director, Justice Grants Administration 
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DCPS Research Application 
 
Project Title  Evaluation of the Justice Grants Administration (JGA) Community‐Based Truancy  
    Reduction (CBTR) Project Years 1 and 2 
 
Requestor  Shawn M. Flower, Ph.D., Principal Researcher, Choice Research Associates  
 
Abstract   
 
This evaluation will employ secondary data analysis to assess the impact of services provided by five 
CBOs to approximately 600 students per year in K‐3rd grade (year 1) and K‐5th grade (year 2) with 5 to 9 
unexcused absences attending DC public schools.  Ideally, these youth will be compared to youth fitting 
the same criteria from similar schools. The evaluation will incorporate scores from assessment tools 
utilized by the CBOs, process measures such as engagement with families during home visits and school 
activities, and provision of case management and referral services (for truant youth and their family). 
Outcome measures include academic performance, school attendance, and school disciplinary actions 
(e.g., suspensions and expulsions). Data will be sought from Children and Family Services Agency (CFSA) 
to ascertain if youth referred to the CBOs in this intervention are then referred to CFSA and if the 
truancy case is substantiated. The core of the project is analysis of programmatic data routinely 
gathered by the CBOs during the course of their project, and the outcome data provided by DCPS and 
CSFA. Neither the Principal Investigator (PI) or Choice Research Associates (CRA) staff has any direct 
contact with the families or clients served by the CBOs.  
 
Statement of the Problem 
 
Washington D.C. Public Schools experience high rates of truancy.  The causes of truancy vary but are 
found in the nexus between the child’s individual protective and risk factors within their 
home/community and school environment.  Children with unmet physical, mental and social needs, 
living in communities and households strained by drug and alcohol abuse, poverty, violence and mental 
illness are more likely to be truant.  This project seeks to step into the lives of these children at the 
earliest school period (age 5 to 8 – kindergarten to third grade in the first year, an age 5 to 10 ‐ 
kindergarten to 5th grade in the second year) by providing these children and their families wrap‐around 
services, referrals for services, parenting classes, and skills that reduce the risk of chronic truancy that 
will inhibit their chances of future academic and life success.  
 
Objectives of the Study 
 
This project is a program evaluation attempting to discern and develop critical program factors, and as 
such, there are no formal hypotheses to be tested. However, our research question for this project is:  
 

Do family focused services provided by a community based organization reduce 
truancy for elementary school youth in grades K‐3 (K‐5 in year 2) who have 
between 5 and 9 absences compared to youth who are not referred for services?  If 
so, which of those services are more effective? 

 
This project will conduct a process and outcome evaluation of this truancy prevention effort.  As this is a 
new project, the evaluation is in the developmental phase and the goal will be to determine both which 
factors are effective at reducing truancy including program services such as home visits, parent training, 
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and referrals to other needed services (outcome), and what are the steps that need to be taken to 
ensure that the crucial services are provided (implementation or process).   
 
In order to properly assess if there is an impact of services on truancy, it will be important to control for 
other factors that could explain the outcomes. For this reason, this research application seeks approval 
to obtain the prior academic, attendance, and disciplinary performance of youth in both the treatment 
group and in a comparison group of similarly situated youth in schools in the same or similar wards.  This 
information would be coupled with assessment data, demographic, and family structure information 
(e.g., socio‐economic status, number of siblings, single vs. duo parent household) which is obtained by 
the CBO in their routine programmatic process.   
 
Significance of the Problem 
 
The District of Columbia Crime Policy Institute at the Urban Institute examined variations in truancy 
among the District’s middle and high schools (Liberman & Cahill, 2012). Their findings support both early 
interventions and family‐based interventions for younger students. In searching for predictors of high 
school truancy, they found that high school absences are predicted by 8th grade truancy. Variations in 
high school truancy rates were not indicative of varying interventions at the high schools themselves, 
but rather dependent on the students’ truant behavior in middle school. The authors thus concluded 
that the most effective and efficient approach to lowering high school truancy rates would be lowering 
middle school truancy rates. Additionally, their research found that residential neighborhood features 
had more influence on high school students’ truancy than middle school students’; concluding that 
family influences have a stronger effect on younger children so that, “truancy interventions that are 
primarily family‐based are more likely to prove effective at earlier ages” (p. ii). Both of these findings 
support the findings in the literature that early truancy interventions impact later truant behavior and 
should address the powerful influence of the family.  
 
In recent years, the District of Columbia made changes to its policy regarding truancy. The 2009 
Compulsory Education and School Attendance regulation lays out specific policies and procedures 
District of Columbia Public Schools (DCPS) must follow regarding attendance.1 Schools are required to 
have an absenteeism protocol focused on prevention of unexcused absences that includes academic and 
behavioral interventions addressing their needs.2  Schools must maintain, among other things, a 
procedure of personal contact with parents after one unexcused absence, and a set of practices offering 
supports, incentives and consequences, and intervention strategies to deal with absenteeism.3 
Additionally, schools must refer students accumulating five or more unexcused absences to a school‐
based Student Support Team (SST) that will work with parents to develop an attendance intervention 
plan and to review the underlying causes of the absences as well as make recommendations for needed 
services (academic or social).4 After 10 unexcused absences, students aged 5‐13 are referred to Child 
and Family Services Agency (CFSA); students aged 14 and over are referred to Court Social Services 
Division of the Superior Court of the District of Columbia and to the Office of the Attorney General 

                                                 
1DC Municipal Regulations  and DC Register 
http://www.dcregs.dc.gov/Gateway/ChapterHome.aspx?ChapterID=230295 
2 Sec 2103.2 
3 Sec 2101.2 (c)(1)(2) 
4 Sec 2102.2 (c)(3) 
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Juvenile Section after 25 absences [starting with the 2014‐2015 school year referrals are made after 
20 absences].5 
 
In testimony before the District of Columbia Council Committee of the Whole and the Judiciary, Judith 
Sandalow (2012), Executive Director of Children’s Law Center, praised the Council’s passing of the 
Families Together Amendment Act of 2010 which allowed changes in CFSA policy she argued allowed 
more opportunity for truant District youth and their families to get the help they needed. Further, 
Michele Rosenberg (2012), Chief of Staff of CFSA, remarked that the new policy enabled them to better 
help families by focusing on services keeping families together rather than removing children from 
homes. She testified that CFSA was able to work closely with DCPS as a result of the new policies and 
that both wished to be able to “identify the main issues behind chronic truancy as a foundation for 
undertaking targeted prevention” (Rosenberg, 2012). 
 
Addressing a Key Research Priority 
 
This project addresses the major research priority of Compelling Schools, particularly as it relates 
providing “strong support for social and emotional needs”.   This evaluation seeks to shed light on the 
“main issues behind chronic truancy” – in particular with respect to early intervention.  The knowledge 
gained from this project is likely to illuminate the social and emotional needs of these truant students 
and their families.  In addition, the process or implementation component of the evaluation will 
highlight the barriers, challenges and successes of the partnership between DCPS and the CBO providing 
the services to these children and their families. This, in turn, can lead to refinement of policies and 
procedures which can strengthen the approach to truancy intervention and prevention practices.   
 
Review of the Literature 
 
Chronic youth absences from school are generally recognized to negatively affect school performance, 
be indicative of school detachment, and to enhance the likelihood a student will drop out completely. 
The issue of truancy reduction and prevention has thus received a lot of attention as an effort to address 
one of the issues perceived to be at the root of both poor school performance and juvenile delinquency. 
Available literature provides insight into both the risk factors involved for truant behavior and the 
negative effects of prolonged absence and dropping out of school. With the opportunity to prevent 
these long term negative effects and deter delinquency, the literature supports early interventions—
preventing elementary truancy from developing into long term detachment from school (Dembo & 
Gulledge, 2009; Chang & Jordan, 2011; Lehr et al, 2004). While there appears to be a lack of rigorously 
evaluated truancy interventions due to limitations (e.g., the lack of a universal definition of truancy and 
the consequent difficulties in collecting data) (Dembo & Gulledge, 2009; Gandy & Schulz, 2007), some 
interventions have produced significant reductions in truant behavior thus providing a set of best 
practices to draw upon.  
 
Truancy interventions should involve multi‐modal services at an individualized level. Demonstrated 
successes in the literature appear when multiple agencies and providers work together to target the 
varying factors involved in truant behavior. Youth behavior is influenced by many factors; thus truant 
behavior could be a result of a student’s academic difficulties, a family’s financial difficulties, or 
substance use or abuse by parent or student. Understanding the various potential causes of truant 
behavior is imperative to determining which services provide the best opportunity for improving student 
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outcomes; multiple services may be needed (academic tutoring, housing assistance, substance 
counseling). From this it should also be clear that each student’s needs will be different, so interventions 
must be individualized to each student specifically. An individualized course of action and consistent and 
persistent involvement with each student and family improve the likelihood of positively impacting 
behavior. This important aspect of interventions is also one which poses challenges. It may be difficult to 
maintain such interaction with students and/or parents throughout the course of an intervention due to 
inconsistent contact information and interest, but parental involvement is crucial. Truant behavior may 
also be reflective of a lack of attachment to school—on the part of parent and student—so that an 
important aspect of any intervention should focus on changing family attitudes towards school and 
attendance in order to build a strong attachment and better prepare students for overall success. The 
earlier this attachment is made stronger the better, as it allows children to fully enjoy the benefits of 
their education. 
 
The potential to prevent not only truancy but further delinquent and negative behavior supports efforts 
to intervene at the earliest possible stages. Dembo and Gulledge (2009) caution against delaying 
attention or intervention until after a youth’s absence becomes chronic, as at that point additional, 
more serious problems are likely to have developed. Chang and Jordan (2011) also stress the importance 
of early interventions as a means to prevent later academic difficulties which lead to increased 
likelihood a student will dropout. Citing the findings of an Attendance Works Report,6 they state that 
only 17 percent of kids chronically absent (missing at least 10 percent of school) in kindergarten and first 
grade were proficient readers by the end of third grade compared to two thirds of their peers with 
regular attendance (Chang & Jordan, 2011). 
 
Stating that “the detrimental path leading to school withdrawal starts early,” Lehr et al (2004, p. 280) 
also support early interventions based on evidence showing that early home environment and the 
quality of care‐giving are powerful predictors of whether students remain in or drop out of school. Most 
dropouts exhibit signs of school withdrawal and disengagement including poor attendance and 
academic or behavioral troubles prior to making the decision to drop out (Lehr et al, 2004). Citing a 
Barrington and Hendricks retrospective study7 of early school patterns of dropouts, they state that, 
“students who dropped out could be differentiated from those who completed school with nearly 70 
percent accuracy by third grade” (Lehr, 2004, p. 280). Thus the authors stress the importance of early 
identification of attendance issues and building student engagement in school so as to prevent the long 
term negative effects experienced by dropouts—unemployment, underemployment, incarceration, and 
long term dependency on social services (Lehr et al, 2004). 
 
Literature Supported Best Practices 
 
The available literature appears to concur that the most effective truancy interventions involve a 
comprehensive understanding of the contributing factors to truancy and thus according to Lehr et al 
(2004) requires a “complementary model of intervention to address the complexity of associated issues” 
(p. 282). The effort involves both multiple targets and multiple players; most of the literature calls for a 
collaborative effort reaching across schools, families, and communities (Dembo & Gulledge, 2009; 
Gardner Center, 2012; Gandy & Schulz, 2007; NCSE, 2007; Lehr et al, 2004). Involving multiple 

                                                 
6 Applied Survey Research. (2011, May). Attendance in Early Elementary Grades: Association with Student 
Characteristics, School Readiness and Third Grade Outcomes. Watsonville, Calif. 
7 Barrington, B.L., & Hendricks, B. (1989). Differentiating Characteristics of High School Graduates, Dropouts, and 
Nongraduates. Journal of Educational Research, 89, 309‐319. 
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stakeholders such as law enforcement, courts, social services, and mental health communities not only 
increases the pool of resources but also allows multiple issues to be addressed (Gardner Center, 2012). 
Effective truancy interventions focus on multi‐modal strategies that target these various underlying 
issues and offer a continuum of supports—academic, behavioral, family, and health (Gardner Center, 
2012). Such collaborations also include training for parents/guardians and teachers of affected youth to 
allow them to better cope with truant behaviors in students (Gandy & Schulz, 2007). Additionally, the 
literature supports a staged approach to interventions that becomes more individualized: letter home, 
phone call to parents, home visit (Gardner Center, 2012) with court utilized as the last resort (Gandy & 
Schulz, 2007).  
 

Truancy: Contributing Factors and Negative Outcomes 

 
Students with truant tendencies often face numerous contributing factors ranging across personal, 
family, and school issues. Literature shows the common causes of withdrawal from school to include 
among others: low self‐esteem, substance use or abuse, poor academic performance, poverty, unstable 
home, poor access to health care and transportation, and poor teacher relationships (National Center 
for School Engagement, 2007; Dembo & Gulledge, 2009 Baker et al, 2001). Many of these issues prevent 
children from being able to attend school regularly—through no fault of their own—causing long term 
negative effects. Given the wide range of contributing factors, truancy interventions should be 
collaborative efforts that attempt to address as many of the root causes as possible; truancy is not 
strictly a school or law enforcement problem. 
 
Truancy itself is also considered a contributing factor to further negative outcomes such as delinquency, 
substance use and abuse, and poor financial outcomes as it is linked to higher likelihood of high school 
dropout (NCSE, 2007; Baker et al, 2001). A National Center for School Engagement (NCSE, 2007) report 
describes the relationship between truancy and such negative behaviors as delinquency, substance use 
and abuse, and high school dropout as “circular” because truancy is both a “ cause and consequence” of 
these behaviors. 
 
Sample and Selection 
 
The data requested in this research application are for youth referred to CBOs who have between 5 and 
9 absences and a comparison group of similarly situated students in schools in or around the same 
wards.  For those participating in the first year, JGA identified the set of comparison schools and paired 
the schools (See Table 1, below).  Data were obtained from the DC School Profiles8 including 2012‐2013 
enrollment (total enrolled and population by race (percent Black, Latino, White etc), percent of English 
Language Learners, percent receiving free lunch, percent in Special education, percent living “In 
Boundary”) and test statistics (percent of population at below basic math, basic math, basic reading etc).  
JGA provided aggregate statistics on truancy by school and grade ‐‐ number and percent truant 5 to 9 
times in the 2011‐2012 school year.  
 
The schools were group as either a treatment or comparison site and were compared overall and also 
grouped by the assigned CBO assigned.  Statistical analysis using difference of two‐means test revealed 
that the treatment schools (N=17) varied little from the comparison schools (N=17).  Only a few factors 
varied significantly.  The treatment schools had significantly lower percent white students (p<.10), a 
higher percentage of youth receiving free lunch (significant at p<05), and had fewer youth in the fourth 

                                                 
8 http://profiles.dcps.dc.gov/ 



 Choice Research Associates 
 

7 
 

grade who were truant 5 to 9 times (significant at p<.10).   For all other factors, the schools, based on 
these metrics, were substantially the same. 
 
Conducting the comparison of treatment and control schools when grouped by CBO assigned to work 
with the treatment schools reveals, again, that overall, the treatment and comparison schools are 
largely similar.  For instance, exploring the 3 schools working with East River (C.W. Harris; Kenilworth 
and Davis Elementary) and their paired comparison schools, the only statistically significant are that 
those in the treatment schools have fewer second grade youth meeting the 5 to 9 truant threshold 
(average of 6.67 youth in the treatment schools compared to 11.33 of the comparison schools) (p<.05) 
and a lower percent of fourth grade youth truant 5 to 9 times in the treatment schools (p<.10). For 
schools serviced by Boys Town, (Langley, Garrison, Barnard, Noyes, and Marshall) those in the treatment 
schools are lower percentage of youth, on average who are In Boundary (42% vs. 59% ‐ significant at 
p<.05) and have higher percentage of youth who are at an advanced math level (treatment schools 
average 9.2% compared to comparison schools at 3% ‐‐ significant at <.10). Boys Town schools also have 
fewer fifth grade youth with 5 to 9 absences (average of 7 compared to 16 youth at p<.10). Overall, this 
pattern of finding only a few factors significant different between the treatment and comparison schools 
is consistent across the school grouping by CBO (although the factors vary by CBO)9.  In sum, while there 
are differences in the treatment and comparison schools, most of the differences found using these 
measures, are not statistically significant, and thus, at this juncture, these schools would appear 
adequate to serve as comparison sites for this program.  
 
Table 1: List of Treatment and Paired Comparison Schools – Year 1 

Treatment School 
Paired To: 

Comparison School 
 

Ward  Ward 

Marshall Elementary School   5  Brookland Education Campus          5 

Noyes Education Campus                       5  Wheatley Education Campus           5 

Langley Education Campus                    5  Peabody Elementary                        6 

H.D. Cooke Elementary                           1  Watkins Elementary  6 

Tubman Elementary  1  Seaton Elementary                             2 

Cleveland Elementary  1  Payne Elementary                               6 

Marie Reed Elementary                          1  Tyler Elementary                    6 

C.W. Harris Elementary                          7  Nalle Elementary   7 

Kenilworth Elementary                7  Houston Elementary School             7 

Davis Elementary   7  Aiton Elementary  School                  7 

Walker‐Jones Education Campus   6  Brent  Elementary        6 

J.O. Wilson Elementary                           6  Maury Elementary   6 

Browne Education Campus       5  Winston Education Campus              7 

Amidon‐Bowen Elementary           6  Randle Highlands Elementary          7 

Barnard  Elementary                               4  Brightwood Education Campus  4 

Garrison Elementary                           2  Drew Elementary School  7 

Bruce Monroe Elementary                     1  Langdon Education Campus  5 

 

                                                 
9 Complete results of this analysis are available upon request. 
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As a few of the schools listed above are closing this year, and as there may be new CBOs in year 2 (and 
perhaps assigned to different schools), this process of exploring these differences will be conducted 
again before requesting data for comparison in year 2. 
 
The selection procedure for the treatment group would be that this researcher would compile the 
names of youth referred for service, along with their dates of birth, and name of school of the youth and 
submit this list to DCPS to match with student records in order to obtain the requested data. (This list 
could be provided to DCPS in a variety of formats including comma delimited, excel, SPSS, etc.).   
 
The selection process for the comparison group would be more complex because we are requesting the 
assistance of Office of Data and Accountability (ODA) to select youth (either a random sample or cohort) 
who are in grades K‐3 (year 1) from the designated comparison schools who have between 5 and 9 
absences in 2011‐2012 school year.  For year 2, a similar process would be to select youth with the same 
criteria but from grades K‐5.   
 
Research Design/Methodology 
 
This is a secondary data analysis of administrative and program data collected by the Community Based 
Organizations, ODA/DCPS, and decisions of truancy substantiation/no substantiation by CFSA.  
 
The first step in the analysis is to examine the treatment group by computing descriptive statistics 
(e.g., frequencies, measures of central tendency, and measures of dispersion) on demographic 
characteristics, data contained in the assessment and intake instruments, as well academic, attendance, 
and disciplinary data from the prior year (2011‐2012). We will then use multi‐level models (regression, 
logistic regression) to examine the association between these specific variables, the interventions 
employed by the CBOs, and the impact on DCPS data of academic performance, attendance and 
disciplinary actions in the 2012‐2013 school year.  
 
The second step is to conduct an analysis looking at both the treatment youth and the comparison 
group on the academic, attendance and disciplinary action outcomes in the current year, controlling for 
demographic characteristics and prior academic, attendance and disciplinary actions.  A comparison 
group is critical to determining the amount of change that can be attributed to the CBO intervention 
because otherwise, it is possible that youth may have improved on their own, without the benefit of the 
program.  With a comparison group, we set the baseline of what to expect when there is no 
intervention, and use that to compare to those who received the intervention.    This same process will 
be repeated in year 2.  
 
Data Requested 

Three times over the course of the project (Aug 2013; April 2014 and Aug 2014), we request the 
following data for all youth in the treatment and comparison groups:  

 Demographic data: age, gender and race/ethnicity;  

 Academic performance: grades and test scores;  

 Attendance records:  Number of excused absences, number of unexcused absences, and 
number of times tardy; and 

 Disciplinary Actions: Number of disciplinary actions, suspensions and expulsions 
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Request for Confidential Data without Consent  
 
We request an exception for obtaining data under FERPA § 99.31(a)(6) Organizations conducting 
studies, which states: Current regulations restate the statutory provision that allows a school district or 
postsecondary institution to disclose personally identifiable information  from education records, without 
consent, to organizations conducting studies “for, or on behalf of” the  disclosing institution for purposes 
of developing, validating, or administering predictive tests;  administering student aid programs; or 
improving instruction … [and under section § 99.31(a)(3)] for audit, evaluation, or enforcement 
purposes.) 10 
 
The data requested is necessary to conduct an evaluation of the intervention provided by the CBOs in 
administering this student aid program in their efforts to address the root causes of truancy.  The 
information gleaned from this evaluation will build our understanding of the impact of early 
intervention on youth outcomes, and highlight the barriers, challenges and successes of the partnership 
between DCPS and the CBO providing the services to these children and their families. This, in turn, can 
lead to refinement of policies and procedures which can strengthen the approach to truancy 
intervention and prevention practices.   
 
This research applicant understands and agrees that information disclosed under this exception must be 
protected so that students and their parents cannot be personally identified by anyone other than 
representatives of the organization conducting the study, and must be destroyed when no longer 
needed for the study.  If this application is approved, I also understand that a Memorandum of 
Agreement and DPCS Confidentiality Agreement are required.   
 
In addition, all data will be reported on an aggregate basis and to ensure confidentiality, a four digit 
code will be assigned to each subject to protect their identity.  Any electronic files containing identifying 
information will be maintained on secure personal computer drives and will be password protected.  A 
list linking the name of the subject with the identification number will be kept in a locked filing cabinet 
and/or will be maintained electronically but password protected at all times and will be under the 
express control of Shawn M. Flower, Ph.D.  All other files, data, and information will contain only the 
four digit ID number and no other identifying information.  
 
Treatment Group Identifying Data Process 
 
When the name of the treatment group youth is submitted to ODA to match to school records, the 
dataset will also include a 4 digit research Identification number.  When the academic performance, 
attendance and disciplinary data are returned from ODA, we request that any identifying information be 
removed, retaining only the research identification number so that these records can be linked back to 
the CBO programmatic files. 
 
Comparison Group Identifying Data Process 
 
While individual level data is necessary to conduct the analysis, the identities of youth in the comparison 
group are not necessary to conduct the evaluation.  For this reason, we ask if ODA, if they can 
accommodate our request for the comparison group, to submit the data to the applicant without names 
or other identifying information.   However, if the performance, attendance, and disciplinary data are 

                                                 
10 http://www2.ed.gov/policy/gen/guid/fpco/pdf/ht12‐17‐08‐att.pdf 



 Choice Research Associates 
 

10 
 

submitted in separate datasets, we would request some means (e.g., an assigned number) to identify 
the same individual across those data sets. 
 
Primary Data Collection Plan 
 
Not Applicable – this is a secondary data analysis.  There is no direct interaction with the subjects, nor 
does this require any interaction between the research applicant and any individual school or school 
staff.  
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English Language Learners (ELL) Services Assurance Letter  

This letter serves to confirm that (Name of School) Public Charter School has established and/or is implementing the 
following (check all that apply): 

Identification.  

☐ The school has an effective screening process to identify potential ELL students that includes:  

☐ Administering of an OSSE approved Home Language Survey to all students. 

☐ Ensuring that the school’s staff and administration are knowledgeable about the school’s identification 
procedures. 

☐ The school’s enrollment process does not require parents or guardians to disclose the country of birth of the 
student or themselves. 

Assessment.  

☐ The school has an effective annual process to assess the English Language Proficiency of all students identified 
as having a primary or home language other than English in four domains: reading, writing, speaking/oral 
communication, and listening and 

☐ Is appropriate for the student’s grade or age level  

☐ Is administered by qualified personnel.  

☐ Is completed within 30 days of the start of the school year. 

☐ The school evaluates each student who has exited from the school’s ELL program or formerly received services 
as an ELL student to determine if academic support is necessary for the student to succeed in the general 
education classroom. 

Parental Notification.  

☐ The school communicates with parents/guardians whose primary home language is other than English in a 
language that they understand and provides translation services when needed. 

☐ The school has prepared a standard parent notification letter for the parents of newly identified ELL students 
that includes:  

☐ Information pertaining to parental rights, and the reasons for the identification;  

☐ The child’s level of English proficiency;  

☐ Details regarding the instructional program their child will receive to support their ELL needs;  

☐ The specific exit requirements for the school’s ELL program,  

☐ The expected rate of transition from the school’s ELL program into the regular education classroom; 

☐ In the case of a child with a disability, how the school’s ELL program meets the objectives of the 
individualized education program of the child; and 

☐ The school notifies parents/guardians no later than 30 days after the beginning of the school years of 
their child’s identification, participation, their child’s rights, and their rights.  

Placement.  Placement of ELL students are appropriate with respect to age and/or grade levels. 

☐ The school places ELL students in a timely manner, i.e., within 30 days of identification as an ELL student.   

☐ The school does not retain or fail ELL students based solely on a lack of English Language skills.  

☐ The school does not assign ELL students to special education classes because of their lack of English language 
proficiency, but because they have a disability and are entitled to receive special education services.  
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Documentation Related to the School’s ELL Program.  

☐    The school maintains full and complete records regarding the following: 

☐    Each student’s completed HLS response.  

☐    Parental notifications of placement, including entry and exit from the school’s ELL program. 

☐    The total number of ELL students presently receiving services.  

☐    Achievement data for each ELL student, including their current level of English language proficiency. 

☐    Records of entry, re‐entry, and exit from the ELL program. 

☐    The school has a written plan for addressing the identification, assessment, and placement of ELL students, i.e., 
an ELL plan. 

 
Access to the Educational Program.  

☐    The school has instituted a program model for providing educational services to ELL students that is based on a 
sound educational approach or legitimate experimental strategy, i.e., an Alternative Language Program (“ALP”). 

☐    The school is faithfully implementing its ALP. 

☐    The school has allocated appropriate staff to implement its ALP. 

☐    The school has allocated appropriate resources, including materials and training, to effectively implement its 
ALP. 

☐    The school can demonstrate that implementing its ALP has provided its ELL students with meaningful access to 
its educational program, i.e., has had the program evaluated. 

☐    The school has established criteria to determine when a student has sufficient English language proficiency (in a 
four domains: reading, writing, speaking/oral communication, and listening) to meaningfully participate in the 
regular school program, i.e., exit criteria. 

☐    The school monitors students who have exited from the school’s ALP for at least two years and ensures that 
they are referred back to the school’s ELL program when appropriate. 

☐    The school provides facilities and resources available for ELL students that are of comparable quality to those 
available to non‐ELL students. 

☐    The school provides instructional materials in the ELL program that are of comparable quality and quantity to 
those available to non‐ELL students. 

☐    The school provides ELL students access to all extracurricular activities.  

☐    The school addresses issues related to identification and placement of ELL students in its complaint or grievance 
process.  

 
 
 

Signed by   _________________________________ 

    [Insert name and title] 

 

 

   



LEA ID

LEA

# Students 
Promoted within 

LEA from SY 2013-
14 to SY 2014-15

# Students 
Reenrolled within 

LEA from SY 2013-14 
to SY 2014-15

LEA Promotion 
Rate from SY 
2013-14 to SY 

2014-15

PK3 
promoted 
students

PK3 
reenrolled 
students

PK3 
promotion 

rate

PK4 
promoted 
students

PK4 
reenrolled 
students

PK4 
promotion 

rate

KG 
promoted 
students

Grand Total 21750 22534 97% 2060 2136 96% 2147 2212 97% 2187
155 Achievement Preparatory Academy PCS 416 443 94% NA NA NA NA NA NA 47
103 AppleTree Early Learning PCS 216 218 99% 216 218 99% NA NA NA NA
168 BASIS DC PCS 363 384 95% NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
107 Bridges PCS 154 155 99% 35 35 100% 56 56 100% 40
119 Briya PCS 14 14 100% 14 14 100% NA NA NA NA
108 Capital City PCS 746 751 99% 28 28 100% 34 34 100% 41
123 Cedar Tree Academy PCS 135 162 83% 63 78 81% 72 81 89% 0
156 Center City PCS 1076 1077 100% NA NA NA 104 104 100% 116
109 César Chávez PCS for Public Policy 826 896 92% NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
113 Community Academy PCS 1026 1039 99% 190 191 99% 186 189 98% 210
169 Creative Minds International PCS 116 116 100% 25 25 100% 32 32 100% 27
114 DC Bilingual PCS 283 300 94% 37 37 100% 39 42 93% 37
115 DC Prep PCS 990 1011 98% 133 136 98% 117 117 100% 127
170 DC Scholars PCS 212 223 95% 47 47 100% 46 48 96% 24
116 E.L. Haynes PCS 852 901 95% 35 35 100% 34 34 100% 44
117 Eagle Academy PCS 569 652 87% 91 129 71% 139 174 80% 132
118 Early Childhood Academy PCS 169 178 95% 28 28 100% 41 41 100% 32
144 Elsie Whitlow Stokes Community Freedom PCS 254 257 99% 22 22 100% 21 21 100% 41
158 Excel Academy PCS 459 463 99% 75 75 100% 87 87 100% 64
120 Friendship PCS 2780 2855 97% 169 169 100% 191 192 99% 211
121 Hope Community PCS 548 552 99% 86 87 99% 86 86 100% 77
124 Howard University Math and Science PCS 154 164 94% NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
126 IDEA PCS 79 109 72% NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
127 Ideal Academy PCS 172 180 96% 14 15 93% 20 23 87% 18
173 Ingenuity Prep PCS 75 81 93% 21 21 100% 17 18 94% 37
165 Inspired Teaching Demonstration PCS 224 224 100% 40 40 100% 38 38 100% 35
129 KIPP DC PCS 3052 3102 98% 369 369 100% 353 355 99% 364
130 Latin American Montessori Bilingual PCS 290 292 99% 62 62 100% 56 56 100% 53
132 Mary McLeod Bethune Day Academy PCS 289 298 97% 40 40 100% 27 27 100% 36
133 Maya Angelou PCS 128 176 73% NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
135 Meridian PCS 471 472 100% 40 40 100% 50 50 100% 64
171 Mundo Verde Bilingual PCS 244 245 100% 19 19 100% 37 37 100% 62
163 National Collegiate Preparatory PCHS 191 195 98% NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
137 Options PCS 185 213 87% NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
138 Paul PCS 432 450 96% NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
125 Perry Street Preparatory PCS 435 466 93% 16 16 100% 23 24 96% 24
139 Potomac Lighthouse PCS 240 244 98% 33 34 97% 32 35 91% 24
167 Richard Wright PCS for Journalism and Media Arts 235 241 98% NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
140 Roots PCS 55 55 100% 12 12 100% 11 12 92% 7
142 SEED Public Charter School of Washington, DC 199 247 81% NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
174 Sela PCS 33 33 100% NA NA NA 17 17 100% 9
166 Shining Stars Montessori Academy PCS 18 18 100% 11 25 44% 5 5 100% 2
175 Somerset Preparatory Academy PCS 119 121 98% NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
146 Thurgood Marshall Academy PCS 226 246 92% NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
147 Tree of Life PCS 171 171 100% 25 25 100% 23 23 100% 25
149 Two Rivers PCS 414 420 99% 33 33 100% 44 45 98% 43
151 Washington Latin PCS 545 549 99% NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
152 Washington Mathematics Science Technology PCHS 167 172 97% NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
160 Washington Yu Ying PCS 426 426 100% NA NA NA 77 77 100% 76
153 William E. Doar, Jr. PCS for the Performing Arts 277 277 100% 31 31 100% 32 32 100% 38

Notes: 
1) "NA" means the LEA does not serve that grade.

2) Charter schools opening in SY 2014-15 are 
excluded because they don not have two years of data.
3) Adult programs are excluded because students do 
not have ascending grade levels.

Council Question #12: Provide a sector report of the promotion rate (percent of students and number of students) by grade for DC public charter schools and charter LEAs for SY 2014-15

Q12 Attachment



KG 
reenrolled 
students

KG 
promotion 

rate

Grade 1 
promoted 
students

Grade 1 
reenrolled 
students

Grade 1 
promotion 

rate

Grade 2 
promoted 
students

Grade 2 
reenrolled 
students

Grade 2 
promotion 

rate

Grade 3 
promoted 
students

Grade 3 
reenrolled 
students

Grade 3 
promotion 

rate

Grade 4 
promoted 
students

Grade 4 
reenrolled 
students

Grade 4 
promotion 

rate

Grade 5 
promoted 
students

Grade 5 
reenrolled 
students

Grade 5 
promotion 

rate

Grade 6 
promoted 
students

2241 98% 1966 2004 98% 1737 1776 98% 1415 1449 98% 1295 1321 98% 1193 1214 98% 1613
47 100% 32 35 91% 47 50 94% 39 47 83% 80 88 91% 79 80 99% 52
NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 116 117 99% 108
41 98% 23 23 100% NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
41 100% 40 41 98% 43 43 100% 41 41 100% 41 41 100% 63 63 100% 68
3 0% NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

116 100% 119 119 100% 119 120 99% 125 125 100% 135 135 100% 120 120 100% 115
NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 149
213 99% 130 130 100% 126 128 98% 109 111 98% 59 59 100% 3 3 100% 5
27 100% 10 10 100% 10 10 100% 12 12 100% NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
42 88% 39 42 93% 32 35 91% 41 43 95% 58 59 98% NA NA NA NA

128 99% 119 121 98% 121 125 97% 111 112 99% 120 123 98% 63 64 98% 48
28 86% 31 33 94% 21 24 88% 25 25 100% 18 18 100% NA NA NA NA
45 98% 43 43 100% 45 45 100% 66 66 100% 59 59 100% 40 40 100% 89

139 95% 124 125 99% 83 85 98% NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
36 89% 34 36 94% 34 35 97% 0 2 0% NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
41 100% 46 48 96% 44 45 98% 39 39 100% 41 41 100% NA NA NA NA
64 100% 66 68 97% 60 61 98% 44 44 100% 33 33 100% 30 31 97% NA

217 97% 227 229 99% 192 200 96% 181 191 95% 172 181 95% 161 167 96% 214
77 100% 72 73 99% 71 73 97% 55 55 100% 36 36 100% 21 21 100% 22
NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 76
NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
20 90% 28 28 100% 16 16 100% 18 20 90% 20 20 100% 8 8 100% 12
42 88% NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
35 100% 40 40 100% 23 23 100% 23 23 100% 15 15 100% 10 10 100% NA

371 98% 279 293 95% 274 280 98% 165 167 99% 164 165 99% 218 223 98% 224
55 96% 42 42 100% 27 27 100% 32 32 100% 18 18 100% NA NA NA NA
37 97% 30 31 97% 22 22 100% 34 36 94% 27 27 100% 28 32 88% 21
NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
64 100% 60 61 98% 55 55 100% 57 57 100% 36 36 100% 41 41 100% 35
63 98% 67 67 100% 59 59 100% NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 17
NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 58
25 96% 22 22 100% 23 23 100% 23 26 88% 21 25 84% 19 19 100% 37
24 100% 25 25 100% 23 23 100% 22 22 100% 20 20 100% 17 17 100% 25
NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
7 100% 7 7 100% 4 4 100% 7 7 100% 5 5 100% 0 1 0% NA

NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 52
9 100% 7 7 100% NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
2 100% NA NA NA 0 1 0% NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 31
NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
25 100% 24 24 100% 15 15 100% 15 15 100% 15 15 100% 7 7 100% 11
43 100% 44 45 98% 45 46 98% 46 46 100% 33 33 100% 42 43 98% 43
NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 86 86 100% 89
NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
76 100% 106 106 100% 65 65 100% 55 55 100% 47 47 100% NA NA NA NA
38 100% 30 30 100% 38 38 100% 30 30 100% 22 22 100% 21 21 100% 12



Grade 6 
reenrolled 
students

Grade 6 
promotion 

rate

Grade 7 
promoted 
students

Grade 7 
reenrolled 
students

Grade 7 
promotion 

rate

Grade 8 
promoted 
students

Grade 8 
reenrolled 
students

Grade 8 
promotion 

rate

Grade 9 
promoted 
students

Grade 9 
reenrolled 
students

Grade 9 
promotion 

rate

Grade 10 
promoted 
students

Grade 10 
reenrolled 
students

Grade 10 
promotion 

rate

Grade 11 
promoted 
students

Grade 11 
reenrolled 
students

Grade 11 
promotion 

rate

Grade 12 
promoted 
students

1678 96% 1719 1781 97% 909 938 97% 1271 1409 90% 1227 1311 94% 1009 1056 96% 0
55 95% 40 41 98% NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA N/A
NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA N/A
120 90% 91 95 96% 26 29 90% 22 23 96% NA NA NA NA NA NA N/A
NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA N/A
NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA N/A
69 99% 71 71 100% 71 71 100% 74 74 100% 58 59 98% 73 75 97% N/A
NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA N/A
115 100% 123 123 100% NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA N/A
151 99% 157 170 92% 117 120 98% 138 172 80% 161 177 91% 104 104 100% N/A
5 100% 8 9 89% 0 1 0% NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA N/A

NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA N/A
NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA N/A
52 92% 31 32 97% 0 1 0% NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA N/A
NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA N/A
89 100% 95 95 100% 73 73 100% 99 126 79% 81 87 93% 49 64 77% N/A
NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA N/A
NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA N/A
NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA N/A
NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA N/A
225 95% 235 246 96% 150 153 98% 233 237 98% 231 232 100% 213 214 100% N/A
22 100% 22 22 100% NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA N/A
78 97% 78 86 91% NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA N/A
NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 23 30 77% 30 36 83% 26 35 74% N/A
12 100% 18 18 100% NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA N/A
NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA N/A
NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA N/A
226 99% 201 205 98% 145 149 97% 119 120 99% 97 97 100% 80 82 98% N/A
NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA N/A
22 95% 24 24 100% NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA N/A
NA NA 1 1 100% 29 29 100% 38 56 68% 25 44 57% 35 37 95% N/A
35 100% 33 33 100% NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA N/A
NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA N/A
NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 70 73 96% 66 67 99% 55 55 100% N/A
17 100% 37 37 100% 22 23 96% 21 32 66% 55 64 86% 33 39 85% N/A
60 97% 122 122 100% 78 81 96% 104 110 95% 70 77 91% NA NA NA N/A
37 100% 42 44 95% 24 26 92% 39 46 85% 53 60 88% 69 73 95% N/A
25 100% 19 19 100% NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA N/A
NA NA NA NA NA 35 35 100% 66 68 97% 72 75 96% 62 63 98% N/A
NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA N/A
75 69% 55 70 79% 34 40 85% 21 23 91% 24 26 92% 13 13 100% N/A
NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA N/A
NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA N/A
31 100% 51 52 98% 37 38 97% NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA N/A
NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 76 89 85% 79 81 98% 71 76 93% N/A
11 100% 11 11 100% NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA N/A
44 98% 41 42 98% NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA N/A
90 99% 90 90 100% 68 69 99% 86 86 100% 64 65 98% 62 62 100% N/A
NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA 42 44 95% 61 64 95% 64 64 100% N/A
NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA N/A
12 100% 23 23 100% NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA N/A



Grade 12 
reenrolled 
students

Grade 12 
promotion 

rate

23 N/A
N/A N/A
N/A N/A
N/A N/A
N/A N/A
N/A N/A
N/A N/A
N/A N/A
N/A N/A
<10 <10
N/A N/A
N/A N/A
N/A N/A
N/A N/A
N/A N/A
N/A N/A
N/A N/A
N/A N/A
N/A N/A
N/A N/A
<10 <10
N/A N/A
N/A N/A
<10 <10
N/A N/A
N/A N/A
N/A N/A
N/A N/A
N/A N/A
N/A N/A
<10 <10
N/A N/A
N/A N/A
N/A N/A
<10 <10
N/A N/A
N/A N/A
N/A N/A
N/A N/A
N/A N/A
N/A N/A
N/A N/A
N/A N/A
N/A N/A
N/A N/A
N/A N/A
N/A N/A
<10 <10
N/A N/A
N/A N/A
N/A N/A



Framework School Name Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level 4 Level 5 Levels 3+ Levels 4+ N Size Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level 4 Level 5 Levels 3+ Levels 4+ N Size Notes

EC/ES/MS Achievement Preparatory Academy PCS – Elementary 32.1% 30.4% 23.2% 14.3% 0.0% 37.5% 14.3% 56 10.7% 17.9% 44.6% 26.8% 0.0% 71.4% 26.8% 56

EC/ES/MS Achievement Preparatory Academy PCS – Middle 16.7% 25.5% 28.0% 26.9% 2.8% 57.8% 29.7% 353 6.2% 24.4% 36.7% 31.7% 1.1% 69.5% 32.8% 357

EC/ES/MS BASIS DC PCS 1.7% 7.9% 22.9% 52.4% 15.1% 90.4% 67.5% 471 2.5% 11.0% 27.2% 48.2% 11.0% 86.4% 59.2% 471

HS BASIS DC PCS 0% 0% 27% 32% 41% 100.0% 72.7% 22 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 54.5% 45.5% 100.0% 100.0% 11 School was only charter school to administer Integrated Math 2

HS Capital City PCS – High School 23% 18% 26% 29% 4% 58.4% 32.5% 77 11.1% 51.4% 30.6% 6.9% 0.0% 37.5% 6.9% 72

EC/ES/MS Capital City PCS – Lower School 21.8% 30.7% 25.7% 20.8% 1.0% 47.5% 21.8% 101 11.9% 37.6% 32.7% 15.8% 2.0% 50.5% 17.8% 101

EC/ES/MS Capital City PCS – Middle School 20.2% 24.7% 29.8% 21.5% 3.8% 55.1% 25.3% 312 26.6% 31.4% 28.5% 12.8% 0.6% 42.0% 13.5% 312

EC/ES/MS Center City PCS – Brightwood 9.9% 25.4% 35.2% 25.4% 4.2% 64.8% 29.6% 142 11.3% 26.1% 30.3% 28.9% 3.5% 62.7% 32.4% 142

EC/ES/MS Center City PCS – Capitol Hill 38.4% 28.1% 25.3% 8.2% 0.0% 33.6% 8.2% 146 32.9% 39.0% 21.2% 6.8% 0.0% 28.1% 6.8% 146

EC/ES/MS Center City PCS – Congress Heights 23.3% 35.6% 26.0% 15.1% 0.0% 41.1% 15.1% 146 19.2% 31.5% 28.1% 20.5% 0.7% 49.3% 21.2% 146

EC/ES/MS Center City PCS – Petworth 17.6% 25.0% 33.8% 22.3% 1.4% 57.4% 23.6% 148 14.9% 30.4% 33.8% 20.9% 0.0% 54.7% 20.9% 148

EC/ES/MS Center City PCS – Shaw 19.7% 27.5% 35.9% 16.2% 0.7% 52.8% 16.9% 142 14.8% 33.1% 31.7% 19.7% 0.7% 52.1% 20.4% 142

EC/ES/MS Center City PCS – Trinidad 45.0% 24.8% 19.5% 10.1% 0.7% 30.2% 10.7% 149 26.2% 34.9% 27.5% 11.4% 0.0% 38.9% 11.4% 149

HS César Chávez PCS for Public Policy – Capitol Hill 11% 35% 23% 27% 4% 53.2% 30.4% 79 14.9% 63.8% 21.3% 0.0% 0.0% 21.3% 0.0% 47

EC/ES/MS César Chávez PCS for Public Policy – Chávez Prep 29.1% 29.9% 27.6% 13.0% 0.4% 41.0% 13.4% 261 19.6% 40.4% 26.4% 13.2% 0.4% 40.0% 13.6% 265

HS César Chávez PCS for Public Policy – Chávez Prep N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0% 14.3% 71.4% 14.3% 0.0% 85.7% 14.3% 14 Geometry for 9th grade special class

HS César Chávez PCS for Public Policy – Parkside High School 37% 24% 30% 7% 1% 38.4% 8.1% 86 14.1% 58.8% 25.9% 1.2% 0.0% 27.1% 1.2% 85

EC/ES/MS César Chávez PCS for Public Policy – Parkside Middle School 41.0% 32.2% 20.8% 6.0% 0.0% 26.9% 6.0% 283 27.3% 41.5% 25.9% 5.3% 0.0% 31.2% 5.3% 282

EC/ES/MS Community Academy PCS – Amos 1 29.4% 26.5% 24.7% 18.8% 0.6% 44.1% 19.4% 170 19.5% 36.1% 24.3% 19.5% 0.6% 44.4% 20.1% 169 Closed School

EC/ES/MS Community Academy PCS – Amos 5 36.0% 27.0% 23.4% 13.5% 0.0% 36.9% 13.5% 111 29.7% 36.4% 25.4% 8.5% 0.0% 33.9% 8.5% 118 Closed School

EC/ES/MS Community Academy PCS – CAPCS Online 19.7% 19.7% 24.6% 31.1% 4.9% 60.7% 36.1% 61 16.4% 31.1% 19.7% 31.1% 1.6% 52.5% 32.8% 61 Closed School

EC/ES/MS Creative Minds International PCS 15.4% 19.2% 26.9% 30.8% 7.7% 65.4% 38.5% 26 7.7% 34.6% 30.8% 26.9% 0.0% 57.7% 26.9% 26

EC/ES/MS DC Bilingual PCS 8.3% 26.5% 32.6% 30.3% 2.3% 65.2% 32.6% 132 9.1% 26.5% 37.1% 25.0% 2.3% 64.4% 27.3% 132

EC/ES/MS DC Prep PCS – Benning Elementary 11.9% 19.4% 31.3% 34.3% 3.0% 68.7% 37.3% 67 6.0% 19.4% 32.8% 35.8% 6.0% 74.6% 41.8% 67

EC/ES/MS DC Prep PCS – Benning Middle 8.9% 20.5% 45.2% 24.7% 0.7% 70.5% 25.3% 146 2.7% 14.4% 30.1% 49.3% 3.4% 82.9% 52.7% 146

EC/ES/MS DC Prep PCS – Edgewood Elementary 3.0% 9.0% 23.9% 49.3% 14.9% 88.1% 64.2% 67 0.0% 11.9% 31.3% 52.2% 4.5% 88.1% 56.7% 67

EC/ES/MS DC Prep PCS – Edgewood Middle 4.3% 14.7% 31.9% 42.7% 6.5% 81.0% 49.1% 279 2.2% 9.7% 23.7% 59.5% 5.0% 88.2% 64.5% 279

EC/ES/MS DC Scholars PCS 28.4% 33.0% 21.6% 17.0% 0.0% 38.6% 17.0% 88 12.5% 25.0% 34.1% 28.4% 0.0% 62.5% 28.4% 88

EC/ES/MS Democracy Prep Congress Heights PCS 33.0% 32.0% 24.3% 10.7% 0.0% 35.0% 10.7% 206 29.1% 39.3% 24.3% 7.3% 0.0% 31.6% 7.3% 206

EC/ES/MS District of Columbia International School 14.9% 22.4% 27.9% 27.4% 7.5% 62.7% 34.8% 201 8.4% 29.1% 31.5% 27.1% 3.9% 62.6% 31.0% 203

EC/ES/MS E.L. Haynes PCS – Elementary School 28.7% 21.3% 21.3% 22.1% 6.6% 50.0% 28.7% 122 12.3% 25.4% 30.3% 30.3% 1.6% 62.3% 32.0% 122

HS E.L. Haynes PCS – High School 55% 23% 16% 6% 0% 21.9% 6.3% 96 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A No Geometry or Integrated Math2 due to a curriculum configuration

EC/ES/MS E.L. Haynes PCS – Middle School 16.9% 22.2% 28.1% 26.9% 5.8% 60.8% 32.8% 360 11.1% 31.7% 27.8% 26.4% 3.1% 57.2% 29.4% 360

EC/ES/MS Eagle Academy PCS – New Jersey Avenue 40.0% 20.0% 10.0% 20.0% 10.0% 40.0% 30.0% 10 0.0% 20.0% 40.0% 30.0% 10.0% 80.0% 40.0% 10

EC/ES/MS Eagle Academy PCS – The Eagle Center at McGogney 31.0% 19.7% 28.2% 21.1% 0.0% 49.3% 21.1% 71 19.7% 23.9% 21.1% 32.4% 2.8% 56.3% 35.2% 71

EC/ES/MS Early Childhood Academy PCS 21.6% 29.7% 27.0% 21.6% 0.0% 48.6% 21.6% 37 8.1% 27.0% 43.2% 21.6% 0.0% 64.9% 21.6% 37

EC/ES/MS Elsie Whitlow Stokes Community Freedom PCS 5.3% 22.1% 34.4% 36.6% 1.5% 72.5% 38.2% 131 9.9% 25.2% 35.1% 29.0% 0.8% 64.9% 29.8% 131

EC/ES/MS Excel Academy PCS – DREAM 28.4% 23.0% 23.0% 25.7% 0.0% 48.6% 25.7% 74 43.2% 43.2% 9.5% 4.1% 0.0% 13.5% 4.1% 74

EC/ES/MS Excel Academy PCS – LEAD 10.3% 32.4% 35.3% 22.1% 0.0% 57.4% 22.1% 136 32.1% 36.5% 25.5% 5.8% 0.0% 31.4% 5.8% 137

EC/ES/MS Friendship PCS – Blow-Pierce Elementary 42.1% 23.7% 10.5% 23.7% 0.0% 34.2% 23.7% 38 31.6% 28.9% 31.6% 7.9% 0.0% 39.5% 7.9% 38

EC/ES/MS Friendship PCS – Blow-Pierce Middle 28.9% 28.9% 28.4% 13.2% 0.5% 42.2% 13.7% 204 23.0% 38.2% 27.9% 10.8% 0.0% 38.7% 10.8% 204

EC/ES/MS Friendship PCS – Chamberlain Elementary 50.7% 23.3% 20.5% 5.5% 0.0% 26.0% 5.5% 73 15.1% 31.5% 30.1% 21.9% 1.4% 53.4% 23.3% 73

EC/ES/MS Friendship PCS – Chamberlain Middle 28.1% 32.1% 26.9% 11.6% 1.2% 39.8% 12.8% 327 10.7% 25.6% 34.8% 28.4% 0.6% 63.7% 29.0% 328

HS Friendship PCS – Collegiate Academy 59% 22% 11% 7% 0% 19.0% 7.8% 205 25.9% 57.1% 16.1% 0.9% 0.0% 17.0% 0.9% 224

EC/ES/MS Friendship PCS – Southeast Elementary Academy 25.5% 34.0% 20.8% 18.9% 0.9% 40.6% 19.8% 212 16.0% 29.2% 29.7% 24.1% 0.9% 54.7% 25.0% 212

EC/ES/MS Friendship PCS – Technology Preparatory Academy 30.2% 37.0% 24.6% 7.5% 0.7% 32.7% 8.2% 281 24.5% 48.2% 24.5% 2.5% 0.4% 27.3% 2.8% 282

HS Friendship PCS – Technology Preparatory Academy 53% 22% 20% 6% 0% 25.5% 5.9% 51 32.0% 44.0% 24.0% 0.0% 0.0% 24.0% 0.0% 50

EC/ES/MS Friendship PCS – Woodridge Elementary 34.1% 14.6% 22.0% 29.3% 0.0% 51.2% 29.3% 41 2.4% 29.3% 29.3% 39.0% 0.0% 68.3% 39.0% 41

EC/ES/MS Friendship PCS – Woodridge Middle 19.1% 29.0% 33.3% 16.0% 2.5% 51.9% 18.5% 162 15.3% 34.4% 31.9% 17.8% 0.6% 50.3% 18.4% 163

EC/ES/MS Harmony DC PCS – School of Excellence 21.1% 42.1% 26.3% 10.5% 0.0% 36.8% 10.5% 19 40.0% 25.0% 20.0% 15.0% 0.0% 35.0% 15.0% 20

EC/ES/MS Hope Community PCS – Lamond 15.7% 25.7% 31.4% 25.7% 1.4% 58.6% 27.1% 70 23.9% 39.4% 29.6% 7.0% 0.0% 36.6% 7.0% 71

EC/ES/MS Hope Community PCS – Tolson 26.3% 22.5% 36.9% 13.1% 1.3% 51.3% 14.4% 160 22.2% 35.8% 30.9% 11.1% 0.0% 42.0% 11.1% 162

EC/ES/MS Howard University Middle School of Mathematics and Science PCS19.3% 39.0% 27.4% 13.5% 0.8% 41.7% 14.3% 259 9.6% 35.6% 30.7% 21.9% 2.2% 54.8% 24.1% 270

HS IDEA PCS 24% 22% 33% 20% 0% 53.1% 20.4% 49 25.6% 46.2% 25.6% 2.6% 0.0% 28.2% 2.6% 39

EC/ES/MS Ideal Academy PCS 27.6% 31.7% 18.7% 20.3% 1.6% 40.7% 22.0% 123 23.1% 38.8% 20.7% 15.7% 1.7% 38.0% 17.4% 121

EC/ES/MS Inspired Teaching Demonstration PCS 18.5% 16.0% 23.5% 38.3% 3.7% 65.4% 42.0% 81 11.1% 27.2% 27.2% 27.2% 7.4% 61.7% 34.6% 81

EC/ES/MS KIPP DC – AIM Academy PCS 29.5% 29.8% 27.1% 13.0% 0.7% 40.8% 13.7% 292 19.9% 28.4% 33.6% 17.5% 0.7% 51.7% 18.2% 292

HS KIPP DC – College Preparatory PCS 26% 35% 21% 18% 0% 39.4% 18.3% 104 5.0% 35.0% 41.3% 18.8% 0.0% 60.0% 18.8% 80

EC/ES/MS KIPP DC – Heights Academy PCS 20.9% 30.9% 33.5% 13.6% 1.0% 48.2% 14.7% 191 6.8% 12.1% 36.3% 40.0% 4.7% 81.1% 44.7% 190

EC/ES/MS KIPP DC – KEY Academy PCS 11.7% 22.2% 38.3% 26.5% 1.2% 66.0% 27.8% 324 4.0% 22.9% 34.4% 36.2% 2.5% 73.1% 38.7% 323

EC/ES/MS KIPP DC – Lead Academy PCS 16.3% 22.8% 20.7% 38.0% 2.2% 60.9% 40.2% 92 3.3% 6.5% 20.7% 54.3% 15.2% 90.2% 69.6% 92

EC/ES/MS KIPP DC – Northeast Academy PCS 15.9% 25.7% 37.2% 19.5% 1.8% 58.4% 21.2% 113 20.4% 39.8% 28.3% 9.7% 1.8% 39.8% 11.5% 113

EC/ES/MS KIPP DC – Promise Academy PCS 18.0% 22.7% 27.8% 29.4% 2.1% 59.3% 31.4% 194 6.2% 8.2% 20.1% 54.1% 11.3% 85.6% 65.5% 194

EC/ES/MS KIPP DC – Quest Academy PCS 31.3% 32.1% 26.9% 9.7% 0.0% 36.6% 9.7% 134 13.4% 34.3% 27.6% 23.1% 1.5% 52.2% 24.6% 134

EC/ES/MS KIPP DC – WILL Academy PCS 21.9% 26.6% 25.6% 24.4% 1.6% 51.6% 25.9% 320 16.2% 26.8% 30.2% 25.5% 1.2% 57.0% 26.8% 321

EC/ES/MS Latin American Montessori Bilingual PCS 12.2% 17.6% 17.6% 44.6% 8.1% 70.3% 52.7% 74 12.5% 22.2% 26.4% 38.9% 0.0% 65.3% 38.9% 72

EC/ES/MS Mary McLeod Bethune Day Academy PCS 22.0% 28.0% 35.1% 14.9% 0.0% 50.0% 14.9% 168 21.9% 40.2% 29.0% 8.3% 0.6% 37.9% 8.9% 169

HS Maya Angelou PCS – High School 64% 29% 7% 0% 0% 7.3% 0.0% 55 27.3% 68.2% 4.5% 0.0% 0.0% 4.5% 0.0% 44

EC/ES/MS Meridian PCS 34.4% 26.1% 28.9% 9.6% 1.0% 39.5% 10.7% 291 26.9% 38.6% 24.5% 9.3% 0.7% 34.5% 10.0% 290

EC/ES/MS Mundo Verde Bilingual PCS 20.0% 32.3% 16.9% 30.8% 0.0% 47.7% 30.8% 65 1.5% 32.3% 26.2% 32.3% 7.7% 66.2% 40.0% 65

HS National Collegiate Preparatory PCHS 32% 17% 18% 30% 3% 51.3% 32.9% 76 29.7% 56.8% 12.2% 1.4% 0.0% 13.5% 1.4% 74

EC/ES/MS Options PCS 83.7% 12.2% 4.1% 0.0% 0.0% 4.1% 0.0% 49 72.3% 25.5% 2.1% 0.0% 0.0% 2.1% 0.0% 47 Closed School

ELASchool Information Math - Includes Advanced Math
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HS Options PCS 90% 10% 0% 0% 0% 0.0% 0.0% 21 47.6% 52.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 21 Closed School

HS Paul PCS – International High School 24% 38% 17% 21% 1% 38.7% 21.8% 119 11.4% 55.3% 26.3% 7.0% 0.0% 33.3% 7.0% 114

EC/ES/MS Paul PCS – Middle School 26.2% 27.9% 28.5% 16.8% 0.6% 45.9% 17.4% 340 18.8% 33.7% 27.6% 19.4% 0.6% 47.5% 19.9% 341

EC/ES/MS Perry Street Preparatory PCS 43.1% 29.9% 19.4% 7.6% 0.0% 27.0% 7.6% 211 29.7% 43.5% 23.9% 2.9% 0.0% 26.8% 2.9% 209

HS Perry Street Preparatory PCS 45% 21% 29% 5% 0% 34.2% 5.3% 38 41.7% 50.0% 8.3% 0.0% 0.0% 8.3% 0.0% 36 Closed School

EC/ES/MS Potomac Preparatory PCS 34.4% 40.5% 18.4% 6.7% 0.0% 25.2% 6.7% 163 23.1% 44.5% 27.2% 5.2% 0.0% 32.4% 5.2% 173

HS Richard Wright PCS for Journalism and Media Arts 18% 30% 32% 20% 0% 51.7% 20.0% 60 21.7% 53.3% 23.3% 1.7% 0.0% 25.0% 1.7% 60

EC/ES/MS Roots PCS 8.3% 29.2% 25.0% 33.3% 4.2% 62.5% 37.5% 24 8.3% 12.5% 50.0% 29.2% 0.0% 79.2% 29.2% 24

EC/ES/MS SEED PCS of Washington, DC 24.9% 35.5% 26.3% 13.4% 0.0% 39.6% 13.4% 217 17.7% 41.1% 29.2% 12.0% 0.0% 41.1% 12.0% 209

HS SEED PCS of Washington, DC 0% 5% 32% 59% 5% 95.5% 63.6% 22 28.6% 54.3% 17.1% 0.0% 0.0% 17.1% 0.0% 35

EC/ES/MS Shining Stars Montessori Academy PCS N<10 N<10 N<10 N<10 N<10 N<10 N<10 N<10 N<10 N<10 N<10 N<10 N<10 N<10 N<10 N<10

EC/ES/MS Somerset Preparatory Academy PCS 28.9% 30.1% 30.1% 11.0% 0.0% 41.0% 11.0% 173 39.0% 33.1% 23.8% 4.1% 0.0% 27.9% 4.1% 172

HS Thurgood Marshall Academy PCS 7% 16% 20% 49% 7% 77.1% 56.6% 83 8.3% 32.1% 46.4% 13.1% 0.0% 59.5% 13.1% 84

EC/ES/MS Tree of Life PCS 34.7% 43.9% 18.4% 3.1% 0.0% 21.4% 3.1% 98 38.4% 44.4% 10.1% 7.1% 0.0% 17.2% 7.1% 99 Closed School

EC/ES/MS Two Rivers PCS 8.8% 26.1% 24.3% 34.2% 6.7% 65.1% 40.8% 284 6.7% 24.6% 33.1% 30.6% 4.9% 68.7% 35.6% 284

EC/ES/MS Washington Latin PCS – Middle School 2.3% 9.4% 20.5% 47.0% 20.8% 88.3% 67.8% 351 5.7% 19.1% 26.0% 42.3% 6.9% 75.1% 49.1% 350

HS Washington Latin PCS – Upper School 2% 8% 26% 27% 36% 89.3% 63.1% 84 2.4% 28.0% 37.8% 26.8% 4.9% 69.5% 31.7% 82

HS Washington Mathematics Science Technology PCHS 26% 30% 28% 13% 4% 44.4% 16.7% 54 14.3% 53.6% 25.0% 7.1% 0.0% 32.1% 7.1% 56

EC/ES/MS Washington Yu Ying PCS 3.7% 16.0% 18.4% 55.2% 6.7% 80.4% 62.0% 163 6.1% 10.4% 23.3% 47.9% 12.3% 83.4% 60.1% 163

EC/ES/MS William E. Doar, Jr. PCS for the Performing Arts 14.1% 19.5% 33.5% 33.0% 0.0% 66.5% 33.0% 185 12.3% 40.1% 29.4% 17.6% 0.5% 47.6% 18.2% 187



DC Public Charter Schools with DBH Mental Health Clinicians 

DC Public Charter Elementary Schools    Ward  FTE 

Cedar Tree Academy 8 .5 

Democracy Prep 8 1 

Eagle Academy (Capitol Hill) 6 .5 

Eagle Academy (Congress Heights) 8 1 

El Haynes – Kansas Ave Campus 4 1 

Lamb 4 .5 

Meridian 1 1 

Mundo Verde Bilingual 1 .5 

S.E.L.A. 4 .5 

Washington Yu-Ying 5 1 

DC Public Charter School Prek-8th Ward FTE 

Center City – Congress 
8 .5 

Friendship Blow Pierce 
7 1 

Inspired Teaching  (Prek-7th) 
5 .5 
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DC Public Charter Middle School                                           Ward                  FTE 

 
Cesar Chavez (Parkside Middle) 

 
7 1 

 
DC International 

 
1 .5 

 

DC Public Charter High School                                                Ward                  FTE 

Cesar Chavez PCS for Public Policy (Capitol Hill) 7 
 

.5 
 

Friendship Collegiate Academy 7 
 

.5 
 

 
Maya Angelou 

 
7 .5 

Richard Wright 6 
 

1 
 

Thurgood Marshall 8 
 

1 
 

 



LEA Name School Name

Number of school-based 
MENTAL and 
BEHAVIORAL health 
professionals currently 
employed in your school

Number of school-
based BEHAVIORAL 
health professionals 
currently employed in 
your school

Total number of school-
based physical, mental, 
and behavioral health 
professionals currently 
employed in your 
school

Number of school-
based MENTAL and 
BEHAVIORAL health 
professionals currently 
in your school 
including those 
employed by a DC 
agency

Number of school-
based BEHAVIORAL 
health professionals 
currently in your school 
employed including 
those employed by a DC 
agency

Mundo Verde PCS Same 0.5 2 5

E.L. Haynes Public 
Charter School Same

8 FTE; 4 school based 
mental health professions 3 FTE 17 FTEs; 21 combined 

Cedar Tree Academy "Same" 1 0 2

Eagle Academy Public 
Charter School Same 8 17 14

BASIS DC PCS same 1 1 1

The Children's Guild Same 4 4 4

National Collegiate Prep same 1 1 1

Paul PCS Same 10 10 10

Briya Public Charter 
School

Briya Public Charter 
School 2 2 2

Lee Montessori PCS same 0.6 0.6 0.6

Scholar Academies
DC Scholars Public 
Charter School 1 1

Mary McLeod Bethune 
Day Academy PCS same 2 3 2

LAMB-PCS same 2 2 2

Monument Academy same 6 7 6

Thurgood Marshall 
Academy same 1

3- we have a nurse 
through DC Agencies 2

Washington Latin PCS
Both schools - combined 
campus. 3 3 3
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CHILDREN’S SCHOOL SERVICES
School Health Nursing Program

SY 2015 - 2016

SCHOOL SCHEDULE BY WARD
PCS

---------------------------------------------------------
January 2016
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Children's National Medical Center
Children's School Services
School Schedule by Ward

January 2016

CT School, Address & Telephone Enrollment Principal Grades Nurse Day(s)/Hrs Remarks
Number Assigned

PCS Creative Minds International PCS
1 3700 North Capital St., NW 160 Golnar Abedin PK-3 Deborah Owens, LPN Mon - Weds & Fri 40 hrs/wk

Sherman Building Natalie Shropshire, CHN Thurs
588-0370 x 3 8:00 AM - 4:30 PM

PCS HU Middle Schl of Math & Science
2 405 Howard Place, NW 289 Kathryn Procope 6-8 Aminah Muhammed, RN Mon - Fri 40 hrs/wk

806-7725
Fax# 865-0271         (865-0259) 8:00 AM - 4:30 PM

PCS Meridian Charter
3 2120 13th St., NW 497 Michelle Taylor ECU Natalie Shropshire, CHN Mon-Weds & Fri 40 hrs/wk

387-9830 (Interim) PK-8 Deborah Owens, LPN Thurs
Fax# 387-7605         387-9830 8:00 AM - 4:30 PM

PCS E. L. Haynes PCS-GA Ave - MS
4 3600 Georgia Ave., NW 497 Myron Long 3-8 Khalilah Williams, CHN Mon - Fri

667-4446 40 hrs/wk
Fax#    667-8811               (667-4446 x 1102) 8:00 AM - 4:30 PM

Fax# 291-3202

PCS E. L. Haynes- Kansas Ave. - ES & HS Brittany
5 4501 Kansas Ave, N.W. 800 Wagner-Friel, ES PK- 3 Felecia Curtis, CHN Medical Leave

Camille Wheeler,Sr CHN Mon - Fri 40hrs/wk
Elizabeth Simpson 9th-10th

Kansas Campus 706-5828 (667-4446 x2207) 8:00 AM - 4:30 PM
PCS Next Steps/LAYC Academy

6 15th St., NW varies GED Shiva Alexander Mon, Wed, Fri 24 hrs/wk
Next Step- 332-0398 Susan Espinoza
LAYCCA- 319-2228 Angela Stepancic 299-3717 8:00 AM- 4:30 PM

PCS DC International School
7 3220 16th Street NW Simon Rodberg 6-8th Vacant

459-4790
Fax#  787-3995

WARD 1 
Nurse Manager: Malika Henderson-Grays- (202) 471-4814; Cell 202-590-8395 

AFT = Assumes Full-time Coverage - Date that Full-time Coverage will begin



Children's National Medical Center
Children's School Services
School Schedule by Ward

January 2016

CT School, Address & Telephone Enrollment Principal Grades Nurse Day(s) Assigned Remarks
Number

PCS Elsie Whitlow Stokes Community Emily Kometa, CHN (FML until Tues, Wed, Thur.
1 3700 Oakview Terrace, NE 326 Dr. Maura V. Gutierrez PK-6 2/1/16) 8:00AM-4:30PM 24 hrs/wk

Fax# 265-4656     (265-7237 x 204) Ondjelle Hemby, RN Float
PCS Friendship Woodridge Campus

2 2959 Carlton Ave, NE 550 V. Craig PK-8 Frances Fletcher, CHN  (Float) Mon - Fri 40 hrs/wk
635-6500 (635-6500 x1112) 8:00 AM - 4:30 PM

PCS DC Bilingual PCS
3 33 Riggs Road, NE 20011 350 Daniela Anello Pre-K3 -

723-5136 5th grade Isatu Mansaray-Destry, CHN Mon-Wed 40 Hrs/wk
Fax# 723-4013     Andrea Joseph, LPN Thur-Fri

202 750-6674 8:00 AM - 4:30 PM
PCS KIPP DC: Shaw Campus Pre-Kgn-

4 Will Campus 326 Lauren Ellis 1st Robin Richardson, CHN Mon-Friday

Grow Campus 8:00AM- 4:30PM 40 Hrs/wk
Lead Campus
421 P Street, NW 986-4769 200 Mekia Love 2nd-5th

375 Tiffanie Williams 6th-8th
(797-4919)

(986-4769 x4006)
PCS Thurgood Marshall Academy

5 2427 MLK Jr, Ave, SE 375 Kena Allison 9-12 Yvonne Akinwumi, RN Mon - Fri
563-6862 (Academic Director) (204-6650) 8:00 AM - 4:30 PM 40 Hrs/wk
Fax# 563-6946

PCS Excel Academy PCS @ Birney
6 Dream Academy 200 Nicole Walker PS-PK Julia Mayrant, CHN Mon-Fri 40 hrs/wk

Achieve Academy 250 Kgn- 3 (373-0097 ext. 219) 8:00 AM - 4:30 PM
Lead Academy 205 4th- 5th
2501 MLK Jr. Ave, SE  (373-0097)

WARD 2
Nurse Manager: Adrienne Rogers  - (202) 471-4816; Cell:   202 578-8278

AFT = Assumes Full-time Coverage - Date that Full-time Coverage will begin 3



Children's National Medical Center
Children's School Services
School Schedule by Ward

January 2016

CT School, Address & Telephone Enrollment Principal Grades Nurse Day(s) Assigned Remarks

WARD 2
Nurse Manager: Adrienne Rogers  - (202) 471-4816; Cell:   202 578-8278

PCS Friendship Tech Prep Academy HS
7 2705 MLK Jr. Ave SE 20032 385 Doranna Tindle 9th-12th Linda Stephens, RN Wed - Fri 40hrs/wk

552-5700 Suzanne Kenney, LPN Mon - Friday
(Share HS with Tech Prep MS) 552-5700 ext. 8106 8:00 AM - 4:30 PM

PCS Friendship Southeast PCS
8 645 Milwaukee Place, SE 575 Angela Morton PS-5 Andrea Fraser, CHN Mon. Fri 40 hrs/wk

562-1980 569-1980 ext. 132
8:00AM - 4:30PM

PCS Friendship Tech Prep Academy MS 320 Mr. Patrick Pope 6th-8th Linda Stephens, RN Wed - Fri 40hrs/wk
9 2705 MLK Jr. Ave. SE 20032 Suzanne Kenney, LPN Mon - Friday

552-5700 552-5700 ext. 8106 8:00 AM - 4:30 PM
(Share HS with Tech-Prep HS) Using HS Health Suite

PCS Friendship Armstrong Campus Linda Stephens, RN Mon -Tues.
10 1400 1st St. NW 20001 488 Mr. Jeff Scanlon PK 3-5th Sara Tewolde, RN Wed-Fri 40 hrs/wk

202 518-3923
8:00 AM - 4:30 PM

PCS DC Prep Anacostia Mon-Fri

11 1102 W. St., SE 142 Maria T. Duvall PS 3 - Renee Garnes-Spence, CHN 8:00AM-4:30PM 40 hrs/wk
WDC, 20020 PreKgn 4 AFT 1/14/16 School Approved 9/2015

202 729-3500  Fax- 202 889-2785 Nurse Hired will Start Dec. 7th

PCS Children's Guild, Inc.
12 2146 24th Place NE TBA TBA TBA TBA TBA TBA

Washington, D.C. 20018 School Approved 10/2015

202-774-5442 Candidate identified awaiting
 offer acceptance.

AFT = Assumes Full-time Coverage - Date that Full-time Coverage will begin 4



Children's National Medical Center
Children's School Services
School Schedule by Ward

January 2016

CT School, Address & Telephone Enrollment Principal Grades Nurse Day(s) Assigned Remarks
Number

PCS Integrated Design Electronic Academy (IDEA)

1 1027 45th St., N.E., 20019 274 Lynette Bacchus 9-12 Rosaline Alia, CHN Mon - Fri 40 Hrs/wk
399-4750;  Fax 399-4387 (399-4750 X204) 8:00 AM - 4:30 PM

PCS KIPP DC Joel E. Smilow Campus: 
2 KIPP DC Arts and Technology Academy PCS 228 Allison Artis PK3-K

KIPP DC Quest Academy PCS 319 Cherese Brauer 1-4. Aminata Sarjoh, CHN Mon-Fri 40 Hrs/wk
KIPP DC Valor Academy PCS 120 Gillian Connor 5-6. (398-6811 x6004) 8:00 AM - 4:30 PM
5300 Blaine St., N.E., 20019

398-6811  Fax 388-8467
PCS Maya Angelou PCS Olaimatu Deen, LPN Tues

3 5600 E. Capitol St., N.E., 20019 228 Tameka Ashford 9-12. Carolyn Dickens, CHN Mon, Wed, Thur, Fri 40 Hrs/wk
232-2885 (827-1665)   8:00 AM - 4:30 PM

PCS Democracy Prep PCS Carolyn Dickens, CHN Tues
4 421 Alabama Ave., S.E.,  20032 613 Lakeala Jones PS-6 Olaimatu Deen, LPN Mon, Wed, Thur, Fri 40 Hrs/wk

561-0860;  Fax 561-1644 (561-0529) 8:00 AM - 4:30 PM
PCS Friendship Collegiate - Woodson

5 4095 Minnesota Ave., N.E., 20019 804 Dwan Jordon 9-12 Shontanette Ingram, RN Mon - Fri 40 Hrs/wk
396-5500  Fax 396-8229 (396-5500 x3110) 8:00 AM - 4:30 PM

PCS AppleTree PCS - Douglas Knoll
6 2017 Savannah Terrace, S.E., 20020 181 Rebecca Kimport PS-PK Mary Cain, RN Mon - Fri 40 Hrs/wk

629-2545 (758-3302) 8:00 AM - 4:30 PM

WARD 3
Nurse Manager: Courtney Jones: Nurse Manager  (202) 471-4814; Cell: (202) 236-4683

AFT = Assumes Full-time Coverage - Date that Full-time Coverage will begin 5



Children's National Medical Center
Children's School Services
School Schedule by Ward

January 2016

CT School, Address & Telephone Enrollment Principal Grades Nurse Day(s) Assigned Remarks
Number

WARD 3
Nurse Manager: Courtney Jones: Nurse Manager  (202) 471-4814; Cell: (202) 236-4683

PCS KIPP DC Hamilton - College Preparatory
7 1405 Brentwood Parkway, N.E., 20014 503 Jessica Cunningham 9-12. Shirley Speight, CHN Mon - Fri 40 Hrs/wk

687-2527 (552-4479) 8:00 AM - 4:30 PM
PCS Inspired Teaching PCS

8 200 Douglas St., N.E., 20002 367 Deborah Williams PK3-5 Elizabeth Ngethe, CHN Mon - Fri 40 Hrs/wk
248-6825 (248-6825) 8:00 AM - 4:30 PM
(Co-Located w/Lee Montessori)

PCS Lee Montessori PCS
9 200 Douglas St., N.E., 20002 104 Chris Pencikowski PK3-1 Elizabeth Ngethe, CHN Mon - Fri 40 Hrs/wk

779-9740 8:00 AM - 4:30 PM
PCS DC Scholars PCS Mon - Fri

10 5601 E. Capitol St., S.E., 20019 447 Tiffany Johnson PS-5 Sue Hall, CHN 8:00 AM - 4:30 PM 40 Hrs/wk
559-6138

AFT = Assumes Full-time Coverage - Date that Full-time Coverage will begin 6



Children's National Medical Center
Children's School Services
School Schedule by Ward

January 2016

CT School, Address & Telephone Enrollment Principal Grades Nurse Day(s) Assigned Remarks
Number

PCS Hope Community Charter School    
1 Lamond Campus Durowo Kpadeh, CHN Mon-Fri

6200 Kansas Ave, NE 340 Diana Tharpe PK - 6 (722-1183) 8:00 AM - 4:30 PM 40 Hrs/wk
722-4421

Fax# 722-4431         
PCS Perry Street Prep PCS

2 1800 Perry St. NE 283 Rachel Crouch PK-8 Arthuretta Zieglar, CHN Mon-Fri 40 Hrs/wk
529-4400 (551-0816) 8:00 AM - 4:30 PM
Fax# 529-4500   

PCS Paul Junior High Charter 377
3 Paul International High Charter 325

5800 8th St, NW Jami Dunham 6-10 Stacy Walters, CHN Mon-Fri 40 Hrs/wk
291-7499 (541-6605) 8:00 AM - 4:30 PM
Fax# 291-7495       

PCS Cap City PCS Lower Amy Wendel PS-4th
4 Cap City PCS Middle 950 Laina Cox 5th-8th PK-12 Jocelyn Esposito, CHN Mon-Fri 40 hrs/wk

Cap City PCS Upper Belicia Reaves 9-12 Marie Sejour, LPN (Float) Thurs-Fri 16hrs/wk
100 Peabody Street, NW (808-9718) 8:00 AM - 4:30 PM
387-0309 #0
Fax # 387-7074

PCS Center City PCS- Capitol Hill Marie Sejour, LPN (Float) Weds. 8hrs/wk1
5 1503 E. Capitol Street, SE 20003 249 Joseph Speight PK4-8 Isatu Barrie, RN Tues/Thurs- wk 1 16hrs/wk1

202-547-7556 (547-0066) Mon/ Wed/ Fri- wk 2 24hrs/wk2
Fax # 547-5686  8:00 AM - 4: 30 PM

 
PCS Center City PCS- Petworth Campus Marie Sejour, LPN (Float) Weds. 8hrs/wk2

6 510 Webster Street, NW 20011 249 Nazo Burgy PK-8 Isatu Barrie, RN Mon/ Wed/ Fri- wk 1 24hrs wk1
202-726-9212 Tues/Thurs- wk 2 16hrs/wk2
Fax #726-3378 8:00 AM- 4:30 PM

PCS Washington Latin Middle PCS 314 Dr. Diana E. Smith 5 - 8 Marie Sejour, LPN Mon & Tues
7 Washington Latin Upper PCS 336 9 - 12 Tammy Brown, CHN Wed, Thurs & Fri 40 Hrs/wk

5200 2nd Street NW (909-2205) 8:00 AM-4:30 PM
Washington, DC 20011
223-1111
Fax #723-1171

WARD 4
Nurse Manager: Chrystal Young-Johnson- (202) 471-4822; Cell 202-536-7820 

AFT = Assumes Full-time Coverage - Date that Full-time Coverage will begin 7



Children's National Medical Center
Children's School Services
School Schedule by Ward

January 2016

CT
School, Address & Telephone 

Number Enrollment Principal Grades Nurse Day(s) Assigned Remarks
PCS William E. Doar PCS                Najala Ward, LPN Mon-Thurs

1 705 Edgewood Street, NE, 20017 431 Demetria Gartrell PK-8 Michelle Green, Sr. CHN Fri    40 hrs/wk
269-4646 (269-4646 x 109) 8:00 AM - 4:30 PM
Fax# 269-4155             

PCS D.C. Preparatory Lower School Gillian Ndi, CHN Fri
2 707 Edgewood Street, NE, 20017 442 Shaunte Edmonds PK-3 Toluwalope Adewoye, LPN Mon-Thur    40 hrs/wk

635-4411 (681-5594) 8:00 AM - 4:30 PM
Fax# 635-4412              

PCS D.C. Preparatory Academy MS PCS Toluwalope Adewoye, LPN Fri
3 701 Edgewood Street, NE, 20017 316 Cassie Pergament 4-8 Gillian Ndi, CHN Mon-Thur 40 Hrs/wk

832-5700 (636-3847) 8:00 AM-4:30 PM
Fax# 832-5701                         

PCS Washington Yu Ying Vida Gbedemah, LPN Fri
4 220 Taylor Street, NE, 20017 548 Maquita Alexander PK-5 Jennifer Burnette, CHN Mon- Thur 40 Hrs/wk

635-1950 (635-0277) 8:00 AM-4:30 PM
Fax# 635-1960

PCS Mundo Verde Bilingual Cheryl Oliver-Adeyeri, CHN Mon-Fri
5 30 P Street, NW, 20001 497 Dahlia Aguilar PK - 3 (750-7060) 8:00 AM-4:30 PM 40 Hrs/wk

750-7060
Fax#  885-9972

PCS Two Rivers PCS Sherry Finney-Holland, CHN Mon-Fri
6 820 26th Street, NE, 20002 165 Guye Turner PK - 1 (388-1360) 8:00 AM-4:30 PM 40 Hrs/wk

388-1360
Fax#  388-1438

WARD 5
Nurse Manager: Tanya Hankton (202) 471-4822; Cell 202-713-7161 

AFT = Assumes Full-time Coverage - Date that Full-time Coverage will begin 8



Children's National Medical Center
Children's School Services
School Schedule by Ward

January 2016

CT School, Address & Telephone Enrollment Principal Grades Nurse Day(s) Assigned Remarks
Number

PCS Kingsman Academy
1 1375 E Street NE 360 G. Starnes 6-8 Tiffany Simmons, CHN Mon-Fri 40 hrs/wk

547-1028  9-10 (547-1028) 8:00 AM - 4:30 PM

Fax# 547-1272 
PCS Friendship Blowe Pierce

2 725 - 19th St., NE 494 Dr. Jeffrey Grant PK - 8 Carol Reid, Sr. CHN Mon, Wed, Thurs, Fri
572-1070 32 Hrs/wk
Fax# 399-6157                (572-1070 x2) 8:00 AM - 4:30 PM

PCS Friendship- Chamberlain
3 1345 Potomac Avenue, SE 727  Morisse Harbour PK-8 Kelley Toppin, RN Mon-Fri 40 Hrs/wk

547-5800 (547-5800 x1116) 8:00 AM - 4:30 PM
Fax# 547-4554         

PCS Cesar Chavez
4 709 - 12th Street, SE 390 Zenada Mahon 9-12 Chloe Bynum, Sr. CHN Mon-Fri

547-3424 (547-3424 x2026) 8:00 AM - 4:30 PM 40 hrs/wk
Fax# 547-2507                

PCS Washington Math, Science & Technology Garnett Freeman, CHN Mon-Thurs
5 1920 Bladensburg Rd., NE 356 N'deye Diagne 9-12 Simone Anderson, LPN Fri 40 hrs/wk

636-8011 8:00 AM - 4:30 PM
(636-8028)

WARD 6
Nurse Manager: Patricia Howard-Chittams (202) 471-4852; Cell (202) 384-3458 

AFT = Assumes Full-time Coverage - Date that Full-time Coverage will begin 9



Children's National Medical Center
Children's School Services
School Schedule by Ward

January 2016

CT School, Address & Telephone Enrollment Principal Grades Nurse Day(s) Assigned Remarks
Number

PCS DC Prep-Benning PCS- Elementary 424 PK-4
1 DC Prep-Benning PCS-Middle 76 Ramond Weeden Various nurses will provide Days Vary 32 Hrs/wk

Washington DC, 20019 Coverage, which will be
100 - 41st Street,, NE Sally Houston  included on the daily coverage 
562-5440 396-3784 8:00 AM - 4:30 PM

PCS Apple Tree Early Learning-Oklahoma
2 330 21st Street, NE 160 Ross Harold PS Darlene Scott, RN Wed Thurs, & Fri

Washington DC, 20002 24 Hrs/wk
525-7807 506-5954 8:00 AM - 4:30 PM

PCS KIPP DC: Key 319 David Alaya 5th-8th
3 Promise 413 Andhra Lutz 1st-4th Tania Joseph, CHN Mon - Fri

Leap Academy 302 Abraham Clayman Ps-Kgn 582-5272 8:00 AM - 4:30 PM 40 Hrs/wk
4801 Benning Road SE Philomia Osagie LPN start 12/1/15
Washington DC, 20019

582-5477
Fax# 543-6594  

PCS KIPP DC: Webb Campus 
4 Connect 300 John Barnhadrt Pre - K3, K

Spring 100 Donny Tiengtum 1st-4th Clara Thornton-Bullock CHN Mon-Fri 40 Hrs/wk

Northeast 150 Lindsey Hoy 5th-8th 739-2761
1375 Mt. Olivet Rd NE
Washington DC, 20002

PCS Monument Academy 40 Marlene Magtino 5th vacant
5 500 19th Street NE 545-3180 Approved 9/2015

WDC 20002 renovating school

WARD 7
Nurse Manager: Beulah Gwynn - (202) 471-4817; Cell 202 577-4652

AFT = Assumes Full-time Coverage - Date that Full-time Coverage will begin 10



Children's National Medical Center
Children's School Services
School Schedule by Ward

January 2016

CT School, Address & Telephone Enrollment Principal Grades Nurse Day(s) Assigned Remarks
Number

PCS Achievement Preparatory Academy (Lower)
1 1500 Mississippi Ave. SE 20032 254 Mr. Lappi K-3 Paula Fountain, RN Mon - Fri

(202) 727-7373 (671-2568) 40 Hrs/wk
Fax# (202) 562-1219 8:00 AM - 4:30 PM
Co-located with Malcolm X ES

PCS Achievement Preparatory Academy (Upper)
2 908 Wahler Place SE 20032 330 Maya Martin 4-8 Morhonda Patrick, CHN Mon-Fri 40 Hrs/wk

562-1214 (562-1214) 8:00 AM-4:30 PM
Fax#

PCS National Collegiate Prep
3 4600 Livingston Rd. SE 300 Dr. Featherston 9-12 Vida Robb CHN Mon-Fri

563-0904 (832-7737) 8:00 AM - 4:30 PM 40 Hrs/wk
Fax#

PCS Ingenuity PCS
4 4600 Livingston Road SE 200 Aaron Cuny K3-2 Vida Robb, CHN Mon-Fri

562-0361 (832-7737) 8:00 AM - 4:30 PM 40 Hrs/wk
Co-located with National Collegiate

PCS KIPP Discover Academy 305 Philonda Johnson PK3-K
5 KIPP DC/The Heights Academy 300 Gaelan Gallagher 1-4

KIPP DC/AIM 505 Kristy Ochs 5-8 Dawna Gadson, CHN, DOH 1-4-16 40 Hrs/wk
KIPP DC Learning Center 75 Tania Honig-Silbiger Cheryl Kennedy, HT Mon-Fri
2600 Douglas Rd. SE (610-6546) 8:00 AM - 4:30 PM
678-4386
Fax# 373-0508

WARD 8
Nurse Manager: Angala Johnson - (202) 471-4839 Cell (202) 407-0508

AFT = Assumes Full-time Coverage - Date that Full-time Coverage will begin 11



School Name

Number of 
Truant Students

Eligible Truants 
(Number of Students 
Eligible to be Truant 
Based on Their Age 

Who Have at Least 10 
Enrollment Days)

Campus 
Truancy Rate* PK-4 KG 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 10 11 12

Sector Totals 636 28909 2.2% 36 10 56 41 28 32 26 30 41 34 140 69 56 27
Achievement Preparatory Academy PCS - Elementary 0 276 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Achievement Preparatory Academy PCS -  Middle 13 388 3.4% 0 0 0 0 0 <10 <10 <10 <10 0 0 0 0 0
AppleTree Early Learning PCS - Columbia Heights 0 <10 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
AppleTree Early Learning PCS - Lincoln Park 0 <10 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
AppleTree Early Learning PCS - Oklahoma Ave 0 <10 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
AppleTree Early Learning PCS - Southeast 0 <10 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
AppleTree Early Learning PCS - Southwest 0 <10 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
BASIS DC PCS <10 601 0.7% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 <10 0 <10 0 0 0
Bridges PCS <10 203 2.5% <10 0 <10 <10 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Briya PCS 0 <10 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Capital City PCS - High School <10 320 0.9% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 0 <10 <10
Capital City PCS - Lower School <10 249 0.4% <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Capital City PCS - Middle School <10 324 0.3% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0
Cedar Tree Academy PCS <10 97 1.0% <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Center City PCS - Brightwood <10 235 0.4% 0 0 0 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Center City PCS - Capitol Hill <10 228 2.6% 0 0 <10 0 0 <10 <10 0 <10 0 0 0 0 0
Center City PCS - Congress Heights <10 228 0.4% 0 0 0 0 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Center City PCS - Petworth 0 234 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Center City PCS - Shaw <10 223 0.4% 0 0 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Center City PCS - Trinidad <10 192 2.6% <10 0 0 0 <10 <10 0 0 <10 0 0 0 0 0
Cesar Chavez PCS for Public Policy - Capitol Hill 15 384 3.9% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 <10 <10 <10
Cesar Chavez PCS for Public Policy - Chavez Prep 13 364 3.6% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 <10 <10 <10 0 0 0
Cesar Chavez PCS for Public Policy - Parkside High School 32 377 8.5% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 14 <10 <10 <10
Cesar Chavez PCS for Public Policy - Parkside Middle School <10 309 1.3% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 <10 0 0 0 0
Creative Minds International PCS 0 153 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
DC Bilingual PCS <10 311 2.9% 0 <10 <10 <10 0 0 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
DC Prep PCS - Anacostia Elementary <10 <10 <10 0 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
DC Prep PCS - Benning Elementary <10 297 0.3% 0 0 0 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
DC Prep PCS - Benning Middle <10 225 0.4% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0
DC Prep PCS - Edgewood Elementary 0 296 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
DC Prep PCS - Edgewood Middle <10 313 0.6% 0 0 0 0 0 <10 0 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0
DC Scholars PCS <10 313 0.6% 0 0 <10 0 0 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Democracy Prep Congress Heights PCS 13 530 2.5% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 0 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
District of Columbia International School 0 406 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
E.L. Haynes PCS - Middle  <10 384 0.8% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 <10 <10 0 0 0 0
E.L. Haynes PCS - Elementary <10 256 0.4% 0 0 0 0 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
E.L. Haynes PCS - High 25 421 5.9% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 13 <10 <10 <10
Eagle Academy PCS - Congress Heights 10 472 2.1% 0 <10 <10 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Eagle Academy PCS - Capitol Riverfront <10 82 2.4% 0 0 0 <10 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Early Childhood Academy PCS <10 178 0.6% <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Elsie Whitlow Stokes Community Freedom PCS <10 275 0.4% 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Excel Academy PCS 21 569 3.7% <10 0 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 0 0 0 0 0
Friendship PCS - Armstrong 0 308 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Friendship PCS - Blow-Pierce Elementary <10 284 1.1% <10 0 <10 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Friendship PCS - Blow-Pierce Middle 0 192 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Friendship PCS - Chamberlain Elementary 0 280 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Friendship PCS - Chamberlain Middle 0 335 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Friendship PCS - Collegiate Academy <10 783 0.1% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 0
Friendship PCS - Online <10 142 1.4% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 <10 0 0 0 0 0
Friendship PCS - Southeast Elementary Academy <10 419 0.2% 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Friendship PCS - Technology Preparatory Middle 18 537 3.4% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
Friendship PCS - Woodridge Elementary <10 193 2.1% <10 0 0 <10 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Friendship PCS - Woodridge Middle 0 185 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Harmony DC PCS - School of Excellence <10 108 0.9% 0 0 0 0 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Hope Community PCS - Lamond 0 184 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Hope Community PCS - Tolson 0 387 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Howard University Middle School of Mathematics and Science PCS 12 270 4.4% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 <10 <10 0 0 0 0
Ideal Academy PCS <10 210 2.9% 0 0 <10 <10 <10 <10 0 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ingenuity Prep PCS <10 190 4.2% 0 <10 <10 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Inspired Teaching Demonstration PCS 0 282 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
IDEA PCS <10 256 2.3% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 0 0 0
Kingsman Academy PCS 50 210 23.8% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 <10 31 10 <10 0
KIPP DC - AIM Academy PCS 11 395 2.8% 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 <10 <10 <10 0 0 0 0
KIPP DC - Arts & Technology Academy PCS <10 83 1.2% <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
KIPP DC - College Preparatory PCS <10 574 1.6% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 <10 0 0
KIPP DC - Connect Academy PCS <10 107 0.9% <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
KIPP DC - Discover Academy PCS 0 140 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Question 16: Number of Truant Students (school age) by Grade Level for the 2015-16 school year to date.

# of Truant Students by Grade Level

Q16 Attachment



KIPP DC - Grow Academy PCS <10 107 0.9% <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
KIPP DC - Heights Academy PCS <10 475 0.8% 0 0 0 <10 <10 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
KIPP DC - KEY Academy PCS <10 372 0.5% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 <10 0 0 0 0
KIPP DC - Lead Academy PCS 11 440 2.5% <10 0 0 <10 <10 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
KIPP DC - LEAP Academy PCS 0 <10 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
KIPP DC - Northeast Academy PCS <10 278 1.8% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 <10 0 0 0 0 0
KIPP DC - Promise Academy PCS <10 548 1.3% <10 0 <10 0 <10 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
KIPP DC - Quest Academy PCS <10 344 0.9% 0 0 0 0 <10 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
KIPP DC - Spring Academy PCS <10 229 1.3% 0 0 <10 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
KIPP DC - WILL Academy PCS <10 334 2.4% 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 <10 0 <10 0 0 0 0
KIPP DC - Valor Academy PCS <10 133 1.5% 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0
Latin American Montessori Bilingual PCS <10 258 0.8% 0 0 <10 0 0 0 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Lee Montessori PCS <10 35 8.6% <10 0 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Mary McLeod Bethune Day Academy PCS <10 312 2.2% <10 0 <10 <10 0 <10 0 0 0 <10 0 0 0 0
Maya Angelou PCS - Evans High School 43 221 19.5% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 24 14 <10 <10
Meridian PCS 44 588 7.5% <10 0 12 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 0 <10 0 0 0 0
Monument Academy PCS <10 48 4.2% 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Mundo Verde Bilingual PCS <10 408 0.2% 0 0 0 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
National Collegiate Preparatory PCHS <10 268 2.6% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 <10 0
Paul PCS - International High School <10 435 0.5% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 0 0 0
Paul PCS - Middle School <10 245 0.8% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 <10 0 0 0 0
Perry Street Preparatory PCS <10 250 2.0% 0 0 0 <10 <10 0 0 0 <10 <10 0 0 0 0
Potomac Preparatory PCS 0 323 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Richard Wright PCS for Journalism and Media Arts 14 279 5.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 <10 <10 <10
Roots PCS 0 66 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SEED PCS of Washington, DC <10 349 0.9% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 0 0 <10 0 0
Sela PCS <10 65 1.5% 0 0 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Shining Stars Montessori Academy PCS 0 68 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Somerset Preparatory Academy PCS 18 282 6.4% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 0 0
St. Coletta Special Education PCS <10 179 1.1% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10
The Children's Guild DC PCS <10 280 2.5% <10 0 0 0 <10 0 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Thurgood Marshall Academy PCS <10 379 1.1% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 0 <10 <10
Two Rivers PCS - 4th Street <10 538 0.7% <10 0 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Washington Global PCS 0 109 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Washington Latin PCS - Middle School 0 363 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Washington Latin PCS - Upper School <10 322 0.6% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10
Washington Mathematics Science Technology PCHS 44 293 15.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 12 12 11 <10
Washington Yu Ying PCS 0 432 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
William E. Doar, Jr. PCS for the Performing Arts 16 372 4.3% <10 0 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 0 0 0 0 0

* Truancy rate calculated using the citywide Truancy Taskforce's business metrics agreed to in November 2015.
NOTE: Values between 1 and 9 are suppressed and take on a value of 
<10.



School Name
SY2014-15 

Preliminary Audited 
Enrollment Count

Total # of truant 
students through 

November of SY2014-15
Campus Truancy Rate* PK-4 KG 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 10 11 12

Sector Totals 38080 798 2.1% 4 86 63 33 37 26 20 19 22 40 176 105 87 43

Academy of Hope Adult Public Charter School 264 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Achievement Prep Academy PCS - Elementary 267 <10 0.4% 0 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Achievement Prep Academy PCS - Middle 384 <10 0.3% 0 0 0 0 0 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

AppleTree Early Learning PCS - Columbia Heights 165 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

AppleTree Early Learning PCS - Oklahoma Avenue 162 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Appletree Early Learning PCS - Southeast 178 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

AppleTree Early Learning PCS - Southwest 88 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

BASIS DC PCS 554 <10 1.1% 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 <10 0 0 0 <10 0 0

Bridges PCS 274 <10 0.4% 0 0 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Briya PCS 493 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Capital City PCS - High School 332 <10 2.1% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 <10 <10 <10

Capital City PCS - Lower School 323 <10 0.9% 0 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Capital City PCS - Middle School 320 <10 0.9% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 <10 0 0 0 0

Carlos Rosario International PCS 2061 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Cedar Tree PCS 359 <10 1.7% <10 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Center City PCS - Brightwood 249 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Center City PCS - Capitol Hill 239 <10 1.3% 0 0 0 0 0 <10 <10 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0

Center City PCS - Congress Heights 257 <10 0.4% 0 0 0 0 0 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Center City PCS - Petworth 263 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Center City PCS - Shaw 244 <10 0.8% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 0 0 0 0 0

Center City PCS - Trinidad 237 <10 0.4% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 0 0 0 0

César Chávez PCS for Public Policy - Capitol Hill 366 <10 0.8% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 0 0 0

César Chávez PCS for Public Policy - Chávez Prep 332 <10 0.6% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 <10 0 0 0 0

César Chávez PCS for Public Policy - Parkside High School 372 22 5.9% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 12 <10 <10 <10

César Chávez PCS for Public Policy - Parkside Middle Schoo 308 <10 1.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 0 0 0 0

Community Academy PCS - Amos 1 592 <10 1.2% 0 <10 <10 <10 <10 0 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Community Academy PCS - Amos 2 334 10 3.0% 0 <10 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Community Academy PCS - Butler Global 523 13 2.5% 0 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Community Academy PCS - CAPCS Online 124 <10 1.6% 0 0 0 0 0 <10 0 0 0 <10 0 0 0 0

Community College Preparatory Academy PCS 275 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Creative Minds International PCS 181 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

DC Bilingual PCS 365 <10 0.8% 0 <10 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

DC Prep PCS - Benning Elementary 442 <10 0.9% 0 <10 <10 0 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

DC Prep PCS - Benning Middle 152 <10 2.0% 0 0 0 0 0 <10 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

DC Prep PCS - Edgewood Elementary 432 <10 0.2% 0 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

DC Prep PCS - Edgewood Middle 294 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

DC Scholars PCS 391 <10 1.0% 0 0 <10 <10 0 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

 Democracy Prep Congress Heights Public Charter School 626 49 7.8% 0 <10 <10 10 11 <10 <10 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0

District of Columbia International School 211 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

E.L. Haynes PCS - Georgia Avenue 377 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

E.L. Haynes PCS - Kansas Avenue (ES) 360 <10 0.3% 0 0 0 0 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

E.L. Haynes PCS - Kansas Avenue (HS) 427 40 9.4% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 22 <10 10 <10

Eagle Academy PCS - Eagle Center at McGogney 777 11 1.4% 0 <10 <10 <10 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Eagle Academy PCS - New Jersey Avenue 147 <10 0.7% 0 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Early Childhood Academy PCS 259 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Elsie Whitlow Stokes Community Freedom PCS 351 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Excel Academy PCS - DREAM 570 54 9.5% 0 14 23 <10 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Excel Academy PCS - LEAD 156 15 9.6% 0 0 0 0 0 <10 <10 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0

Friendship PCS - Blow-Pierce Elementary 380 <10 0.3% 0 0 0 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Friendship PCS - Blow-Pierce Middle 216 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Friendship PCS - Chamberlain Elementary 375 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Friendship PCS - Chamberlain Middle 343 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Friendship PCS - Collegiate Academy 888 <10 1.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 <10 <10 <10

Friendship PCS - Southeast Elementary Academy 578 <10 0.3% <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Friendship PCS - Technology Preparatory Academy 501 12 2.4% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 <10 <10 <10 0 <10 0

Friendship PCS - Woodridge Elementary 285 <10 0.7% 0 <10 0 0 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Friendship PCS - Woodridge Middle 171 <10 2.9% 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 <10 0 <10 0 0 0 0

Harmony DC PCS - School of Excellence 67 <10 9.0% 0 <10 <10 <10 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Question 16: Number of Truant Students by Grade Level for the 2014-15 school year to date.

# of Truant Students by Grade Level



Hope Community PCS - Lamond 363 <10 1.9% 0 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Hope Community PCS - Tolson 519 <10 0.4% 0 0 0 0 0 <10 0 0 0 <10 0 0 0 0

Howard University Math & Science PCS 295 <10 2.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 <10 <10 0 0 0 0

Ideal Academy PCS 300 <10 0.3% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 0 0 0 0

Ingenuity Prep PCS 202 10 5.0% 0 <10 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Inspired Teaching Demonstration PCS 317 <10 0.6% 0 0 <10 0 0 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Integrated Design and Electronics Academy PCS 226 <10 3.5% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 <10 <10 <10

KIPP DC - AIM Academy PCS 325 <10 1.5% 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 <10 <10 <10 0 0 0 0

KIPP DC - Arts & Technology Academy PCS 213 <10 0.9% 0 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

KIPP DC - College Preparatory PCS 457 <10 1.3% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 <10 <10 <10

KIPP DC - Connect Academy PCS 302 <10 0.7% 0 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

KIPP DC - Discover Academy PCS 330 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

KIPP DC - Grow Academy PCS 313 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

KIPP DC - Heights Academy PCS 415 <10 1.0% 0 0 <10 0 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

KIPP DC - KEY Academy PCS 333 <10 0.3% 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

KIPP DC - LEAD Academy PCS 303 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

KIPP DC - LEAP Academy PCS 304 13 4.3% 0 13 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

KIPP DC - Northeast Academy PCS 127 <10 0.8% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0

KIPP DC - Promise Academy PCS 401 <10 0.2% 0 0 0 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

KIPP DC - Quest Academy PCS 283 <10 1.4% 0 0 <10 0 <10 0 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

KIPP DC - Spring Academy PCS 104 <10 1.0% 0 0 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

KIPP DC - WILL Academy PCS 347 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Latin American Montessori Bilingual PCS 342 <10 0.3% 0 0 0 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

LAYC Career Academy PCS 197 23 11.7% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 16 <10

Lee Montessori Public Charter School 74 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Mary McLeod Bethune Day Academy PCS 387 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Maya Angelou PCS - Evans High School 254 118 46.5% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 57 38 15 <10

Maya Angelou PCS - Young Adult Learning Center 149 20 13.4% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Meridian PCS 643 <10 0.6% 0 <10 <10 0 <10 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Mundo Verde Bilingual PCS 404 <10 0.2% 0 0 0 0 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

National Collegiate Preparatory Public Charter High School 326 36 11.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 15 13 <10 <10

Options PCS 274 80 29.2% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 14 24 12 17 <10

Paul International PCS 329 <10 1.2% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 <10 0 0

Paul PCS 379 <10 1.1% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 <10 <10 0 0 0 0

Perry Street Preparatory PCS 625 22 3.5% 0 <10 <10 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 <10 <10 <10

Potomac Lighthouse PCS 426 <10 1.2% <10 0 <10 0 0 0 0 0 <10 <10 0 0 0 0

Richard Wright PCS for Journalism and Media Arts 304 28 9.2% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 10 <10 <10 <10

Roots PCS 97 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

SEED Public Charter School of Washington, D.C. 342 <10 1.8% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 <10 0 0 0 0 <10

Sela PCS 87 <10 1.1% 0 <10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Shining Stars Montessori Academy PCS 124 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Somerset Preparatory Academy PCS 241 <10 0.4% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 0 0 0

St. Coletta Special Education PCS 252 <10 2.0% 0 0 0 0 <10 <10 <10 0 <10 0 0 0 <10 0

The Next Step/El Próximo Paso PCS 372 10 2.7% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Thurgood Marshall Academy PCS 388 <10 2.3% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 <10 0 <10

Tree of Life PCS 333 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Two Rivers PCS - Elementary School 518 <10 0.6% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 0 0 0 0

AppleTree Early Learning PCS - Lincoln Park 60 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Washington Latin PCS - Middle School 368 <10 0.3% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 0 0 0 0

Washington Latin PCS - Upper School 309 <10 0.3% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 0

Washington Mathematics Science Technology PCHS 352 <10 2.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 <10 <10 <10 0

Washington Yu Ying PCS 528 0 0.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

William E. Doar, Jr. PCS for the Performing Arts 439 <10 1.1% 0 0 <10 0 <10 0 <10 0 <10 0 0 0 0 0

YouthBuild PCS 117 <10 6.0% 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

*Truancy Rate calculated using the 2014-15 DC regulations.

NOTE: Values between 1 and 9 are suppressed and take on a 
value of <10.



School Name
OSSE Pre 

Audit 
Enrollment

1 to 5 
Unexcused 
Absences

% with 1 to 5 
Unexcused 
Absences

6 to 10 
Unexcused 
Absences

% with 6 to 10 
Unexcused 
Absences

11 to 20 
Unexcused 
Absences

% with 11 to 20 
Unexcused 
Absences

20+ 
Unexcused 
Absences

% with 20+ 
Unexcused 
Absences

Sector Totals 38696 19556 51% 2447 6% 597 2% 155 0%
Achievement Preparatory Academy PCS - Elementary 273 196 72% 15 5% 0 0% 0 0%
Achievement Preparatory Academy PCS -  Middle 383 248 65% 49 13% <10 <10 0 0%
AppleTree Early Learning PCS - Columbia Heights 157 0 0.0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
AppleTree Early Learning PCS - Lincoln Park 60 0 0.0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
AppleTree Early Learning PCS - Oklahoma Ave 156 0 0.0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
AppleTree Early Learning PCS - Southeast 178 0 0.0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
AppleTree Early Learning PCS - Southwest 104 0 0.0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
BASIS DC PCS 600 169 28% <10 <10 <10 <10 0 0%
Bridges PCS 332 193 58% 29 9% 11 3% <10 <10
Briya PCS 497 0 0.0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
Capital City PCS - High School 333 206 62% 36 11% <10 <10 0 0%
Capital City PCS - Lower School 324 155 48% 13 4% <10 <10 0 0%
Capital City PCS - Middle School 326 155 48% <10 <10 <10 <10 0 0%
Cedar Tree Academy PCS 366 244 67% 59 16% 15 4% <10 <10
Center City PCS - Brightwood 252 66 26% <10 <10 <10 <10 0 0%
Center City PCS - Capitol Hill 245 161 66% 21 9% <10 <10 <10 <10
Center City PCS - Congress Heights 244 156 64% <10 <10 0 0% 0 0%
Center City PCS - Petworth 252 101 40% <10 <10 0 0% 0 0%
Center City PCS - Shaw 240 123 51% <10 <10 <10 <10 0 0%
Center City PCS - Trinidad 211 148 70% 17 8% <10 <10 0 0%
Cesar Chavez PCS for Public Policy - Capitol Hill 388 249 64% 51 13% 11 3% <10 <10
Cesar Chavez PCS for Public Policy - Chavez Prep 357 207 58% 19 5% 10 3% <10 <10
Cesar Chavez PCS for Public Policy - Parkside High Sc 376 229 61% 46 12% 28 7% <10 <10
Cesar Chavez PCS for Public Policy - Parkside Middle S 302 167 55% <10 <10 <10 <10 0 0%
Creative Minds International PCS 237 106 45% <10 <10 0 0% 0 0%
DC Bilingual PCS 403 268 67% 23 6% <10 <10 0 0%
DC Prep PCS - Anacostia Elementary 142 61 43% 28 20% <10 <10 0 0%
DC Prep PCS - Benning Elementary 444 246 55% 20 5% <10 <10 0 0%
DC Prep PCS - Benning Middle 223 108 48% <10 <10 <10 <10 0 0%
DC Prep PCS - Edgewood Elementary 443 220 50% 19 4% <10 <10 0 0%
DC Prep PCS - Edgewood Middle 312 182 58% <10 <10 <10 <10 0 0%
DC Scholars PCS 441 266 60% 43 10% <10 <10 0 0%
Democracy Prep Congress Heights PCS 634 365 58% 78 12% 15 2% 0 0%
District of Columbia International School 407 92 23% <10 <10 0 0% 0 0%
E.L. Haynes PCS - Middle  373 212 57% 21 6% <10 <10 0 0%
E.L. Haynes PCS - Elementary 333 213 64% 25 8% <10 <10 0 0%
E.L. Haynes PCS - High 438 263 60% 53 12% 21 5% <10 <10
Eagle Academy PCS - Congress Heights 789 492 62% 138 17% 29 4% <10 <10
Eagle Academy PCS - Capitol Riverfront 141 90 64% 16 11% <10 <10 0 0%
Early Childhood Academy PCS 264 162 61% <10 <10 <10 <10 0 0%
Elsie Whitlow Stokes Community Freedom PCS 350 86 25% <10 <10 <10 <10 0 0%

Council Question 16: For Each LEA and by sector, please provide the number of truant students by grade for the 2015‐16 school year to date.

a) The number and percent of students with 1‐5 unexcused absences

b) The number and percent of students with 6‐10 unexcused absences

c) The number and percent of students with 11‐20 unexcused absences 

d) The number and percent of students with 21 or more unexcused absences

Data Source: Attendance data were downloaded from OSSE's Qlik dashboard and some LEA's school information systems through November 30, 2015

Note: This file provides the number of students by days of unexcused absences by each student in the charter sector. Many of the student with 10 or more unexcused absences are not truant students 
because some students are not of "school age" - between five to 17 years of age with 10+ unexcused absences. 



Excel Academy PCS 540 446 83% 88 16% 28 5% <10 <10
Friendship PCS - Armstrong 432 242 56% 32 7% <10 <10 0 0%
Friendship PCS - Blow-Pierce Elementary 408 254 62% 14 3% <10 <10 0 0%
Friendship PCS - Blow-Pierce Middle 187 122 65% <10 <10 0 0% 0 0%
Friendship PCS - Chamberlain Elementary 376 214 57% 11 3% <10 <10 0 0%
Friendship PCS - Chamberlain Middle 334 222 66% 15 4% 0 0% 0 0%
Friendship PCS - Collegiate Academy 811 614 76% 49 6% 0 0% <10 <10
Friendship PCS - Online 132 28 21% <10 <10 <10 <10 0 0%
Friendship PCS - Southeast Elementary Academy 546 304 56% 15 3% <10 <10 0 0%
Friendship PCS - Technology Preparatory Middle 543 362 67% 46 8% 11 2% <10 <10
Friendship PCS - Woodridge Elementary 281 158 56% 29 10% <10 <10 0 0%
Friendship PCS - Woodridge Middle 179 99 55% 18 10% 0 0% 0 0%
Harmony DC PCS - School of Excellence 107 38 36% <10 <10 0 0% 0 0%
Hope Community PCS - Lamond 318 179 56% 29 9% <10 <10 0 0%
Hope Community PCS - Tolson 520 18 3% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
Howard University Middle School of Mathematics and S 266 172 65% 25 9% <10 <10 <10 <10
Ideal Academy PCS 299 171 57% 14 5% <10 <10 0 0%
Ingenuity Prep PCS 288 168 58% 28 10% 11 4% <10 <10
Inspired Teaching Demonstration PCS 371 198 53% <10 <10 0 0% 0 0%
IDEA PCS 281 174 62% 23 8% <10 <10 <10 <10
Kingsman Academy PCS 265 112 42% 46 17% 39 15% 41 15%
KIPP DC - AIM Academy PCS 350 221 63% 22 6% <10 <10 0 0%
KIPP DC - Arts & Technology Academy PCS 230 165 72% 20 9% <10 <10 0 0%
KIPP DC - College Preparatory PCS 507 344 68% 34 7% <10 <10 <10 <10
KIPP DC - Connect Academy PCS 315 201 64% 21 7% <10 <10 <10 <10
KIPP DC - Discover Academy PCS 346 239 69% 29 8% <10 <10 0 0%
KIPP DC - Grow Academy PCS 328 197 60% 23 7% <10 <10 <10 <10
KIPP DC - Heights Academy PCS 436 306 70% 33 8% <10 <10 0 0%
KIPP DC - KEY Academy PCS 343 197 57% 17 5% <10 <10 0 0%
KIPP DC - Lead Academy PCS 421 275 65% 18 4% <10 <10 0 0%
KIPP DC - LEAP Academy PCS 214 132 62% 12 6% <10 <10 0 0%
KIPP DC - Northeast Academy PCS 238 180 76% 25 11% <10 <10 0 0%
KIPP DC - Promise Academy PCS 516 341 66% 26 5% <10 <10 0 0%
KIPP DC - Quest Academy PCS 325 206 63% 24 7% <10 <10 0 0%
KIPP DC - Spring Academy PCS 217 153 71% 16 7% <10 <10 0 0%
KIPP DC - WILL Academy PCS 303 214 71% 32 11% <10 <10 <10 <10
KIPP DC - Valor Academy PCS 118 93 79% <10 <10 <10 <10 0 0%
Latin American Montessori Bilingual PCS 374 367 98% <10 <10 <10 <10 0 0%
Lee Montessori PCS 104 66 63% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10
Mary McLeod Bethune Day Academy PCS 421 271 64% 50 12% 11 3% <10 <10
Maya Angelou PCS - Evans High Schoo 226 111 49% 47 21% 38 17% 19 8%
Meridian PCS 761 458 60% 107 14% 44 6% 16 2%
Monument Academy PCS 40 25 63% 0 0% <10 <10 0 0%
Mundo Verde Bilingual PCS 538 324 60% 16 3% <10 <10 0 0%
National Collegiate Preparatory PCHS 282 184 65% 28 10% <10 <10 <10 <10
Paul PCS - International High School 444 286 64% 20 5% <10 <10 <10 <10
Paul PCS - Middle School 232 145 63% <10 <10 <10 <10 0 0%
Perry Street Preparatory PCS 324 202 62% 31 10% <10 <10 <10 <10
Potomac Preparatory PCS 428 263 61% 25 6% <10 <10 0 0%
Richard Wright PCS for Journalism and Media Arts 191 145 76% 27 14% <10 <10 <10 <10
Roots PCS 106 20 19% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
SEED PCS of Washington, DC 352 214 61% 23 7% <10 <10 0 0%
Sela PCS 135 79 59% 12 9% <10 <10 <10 <10
Shining Stars Montessori Academy PCS 161 14 9% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
Somerset Preparatory Academy PCS 281 182 65% 46 16% 10 4% <10 <10



St. Coletta Special Education PCS 251 123 49% 11 4% <10 <10 <10 <10
The Children's Guild DC PCS 360 88 24% 17 5% <10 <10 0 0%
Thurgood Marshall Academy PCS 387 229 59% 19 5% <10 <10 0 0%
Two Rivers PCS - 4th Street 696 450 65% 42 6% <10 <10 <10 <10
Washington Global PCS 102 62 61% <10 <10 0 0% 0 0%
Washington Latin PCS - Middle School 362 92 25% <10 <10 0 0% 0 0%
Washington Latin PCS - Upper School 321 150 47% 11 3% <10 <10 0 0%
Washington Mathematics Science Technology PCHS 313 172 55% 56 18% 35 11% 11 4%
Washington Yu Ying PCS 551 165 30% <10 <10 0 0% 0 0%
William E. Doar, Jr. PCS for the Performing Arts 470 305 65% 74 16% 20 4% 0 0%

NOTE: Values between 1 and 9 are suppressed and take on a value of <10.



School Name
Enrollment in 

ProActive as of audit 
(10/06/2014)

1 to 5 
Unexcused 
Absences

% with 1 to 5 
Unexcused 
Absences

6 to 10 
Unexcused 
Absences

% with 6 to 10 
Unexcused 
Absences

11 to 20 
Unexcused 
Absences

% with 11 to 20 
Unexcused 
Absences

20+ Unexcused 
Absences

% with 20+ 
Unexcused 
Absences

38080 18749 49.2% 2753 7.2% 1192 3.1% 468 1.2%
Academy of Hope Adult Public Charter School 264 39 14.8% 78 29.5% 82 31.1% 68 25.8%

Achievement Prep Academy PCS - Elementary 267 160 59.9% 25 9.4% <10 <10 0 0.0%

Achievement Prep Academy PCS - Middle 384 231 60.2% 18 4.7% <10 <10 0 0.0%

AppleTree Early Learning PCS - Columbia Heights 165 95 57.6% 40 24.2% 12 7.3% <10 <10

AppleTree Early Learning PCS - Oklahoma Avenue 162 87 53.7% 35 21.6% 20 12.3% <10 <10

Appletree Early Learning PCS - Southeast 178 101 56.7% 38 21.3% 21 11.8% <10 <10

AppleTree Early Learning PCS - Southwest 88 56 63.6% 14 15.9% <10 <10 <10 <10

BASIS DC PCS 554 193 34.8% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10

Bridges PCS 274 131 47.8% 14 5.1% <10 <10 0 0.0%

Briya PCS 493 273 55.4% 70 14.2% 35 7.1% 0 0.0%

Capital City PCS - High School 332 186 56.0% 21 6.3% <10 <10 0 0.0%

Capital City PCS - Lower School 323 179 55.4% 17 5.3% <10 <10 0 0.0%

Capital City PCS - Middle School 320 171 53.4% 12 3.8% <10 <10 0 0.0%

Carlos Rosario International PCS 2061 21 1.0% <10 <10 <10 <10 0 0.0%

Cedar Tree PCS 359 193 53.8% 93 25.9% 40 11.1% <10 <10

Center City PCS - Brightwood 249 79 31.7% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%

Center City PCS - Capitol Hill 239 161 67.4% 30 12.6% <10 <10 0 0.0%

Center City PCS - Congress Heights 257 143 55.6% <10 <10 <10 <10 0 0.0%

Center City PCS - Petworth 263 67 25.5% <10 <10 0 0.0% 0 0.0%

Center City PCS - Shaw 244 130 53.3% 12 4.9% <10 <10 0 0.0%

Center City PCS - Trinidad 237 155 65.4% <10 <10 <10 <10 0 0.0%

César Chávez PCS for Public Policy - Capitol Hill 366 222 60.7% 23 6.3% <10 <10 0 0.0%

César Chávez PCS for Public Policy - Chávez Prep 332 168 50.6% <10 <10 0 0.0% <10 <10

César Chávez PCS for Public Policy - Parkside High 
School

372 252 67.7% 61 16.4% 14 3.8% <10 <10

César Chávez PCS for Public Policy - Parkside 
Middle School

308 168 54.5% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10

Community Academy PCS - Amos 1 592 391 66.0% 36 6.1% 15 2.5% <10 <10

Community Academy PCS - Amos 2 334 230 68.9% 33 9.9% 14 4.2% <10 <10

Community Academy PCS - Butler Global 523 325 62.1% 70 13.4% 12 2.3% <10 <10

Council Question 16: For SY2014‐15 through November 30, 2014, provide: For Each LEA and by sector, please provide the number of truant students by grade for the 2014‐15 school year to date.

a) The number and percent of students with 1‐5 unexcused absences

b) The number and percent of students with 6‐10 unexcused absences

c) The number and percent of students with 11‐20 unexcused absences 

d) The number and percent of students with 21 or more unexcused absences

Data Source: Attendance data were downloaded from PCSB's SharePoint interface through November 30, 2014

Note: This file provides the number of students by days of unexcused absences by each student in the charter sector. Many of the student with 10 or more unexcused absences are not truant students because some students are 
not of "school age" - between five to 17 years of age with 10+ unexcused absences. 

CHARTER SECTOR TOTALS
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Community Academy PCS - CAPCS Online 124 15 12.1% <10 <10 <10 <10 0 0.0%

Community College Preparatory Academy PCS 275 <10 <10 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%

Creative Minds International PCS 181 17 9.4% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%

DC Bilingual PCS 365 232 63.6% 31 8.5% <10 <10 0 0.0%

DC Prep PCS - Benning Elementary 442 208 47.1% 22 5.0% <10 <10 0 0.0%

DC Prep PCS - Benning Middle 152 68 44.7% <10 <10 <10 <10 0 0.0%

DC Prep PCS - Edgewood Elementary 432 196 45.4% <10 <10 <10 <10 0 0.0%

DC Prep PCS - Edgewood Middle 294 141 48.0% <10 <10 0 0.0% 0 0.0%

DC Scholars PCS 391 257 65.7% 35 9.0% <10 <10 <10 <10
Democracy Prep Congress Heights Public Charter 
School 626 324 51.8% 104 16.6% 58 9.3% <10 <10

District of Columbia International School 211 38 18.0% <10 <10 0 0.0% 0 0.0%

E.L. Haynes PCS - Georgia Avenue 377 217 57.6% 13 3.4% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%

E.L. Haynes PCS - Kansas Avenue (ES) 360 217 60.3% 18 5.0% <10 <10 0 0.0%

E.L. Haynes PCS - Kansas Avenue (HS) 427 245 57.4% 87 20.4% 30 7.0% <10 <10

Eagle Academy PCS - Eagle Center at McGogney 777 517 66.5% 77 9.9% 20 2.6% <10 <10

Eagle Academy PCS - New Jersey Avenue 147 97 66.0% 12 8.2% <10 <10 0 0.0%

Early Childhood Academy PCS 259 172 66.4% 20 7.7% <10 <10 0 0.0%

Elsie Whitlow Stokes Community Freedom PCS 351 117 33.3% <10 <10 0 0.0% 0 0.0%

Excel Academy PCS - DREAM 570 317 55.6% 110 19.3% 56 9.8% 13 2.3%

Excel Academy PCS - LEAD 156 96 61.5% 27 17.3% 11 7.1% <10 <10

Friendship PCS - Blow-Pierce Elementary 380 185 48.7% 31 8.2% 20 5.3% <10 <10

Friendship PCS - Blow-Pierce Middle 216 128 59.3% <10 <10 0 0.0% 0 0.0%

Friendship PCS - Chamberlain Elementary 375 234 62.4% 14 3.7% <10 <10 0 0.0%

Friendship PCS - Chamberlain Middle 343 202 58.9% <10 <10 0 0.0% 0 0.0%

Friendship PCS - Collegiate Academy 888 493 55.5% 28 3.2% <10 <10 <10 <10

Friendship PCS - Southeast Elementary Academy 578 328 56.7% 50 8.7% 27 4.7% <10 <10

Friendship PCS - Technology Preparatory Academy 501 338 67.5% 35 7.0% <10 <10 0 0.0%

Friendship PCS - Woodridge Elementary 285 154 54.0% 34 11.9% 22 7.7% 11 3.9%

Friendship PCS - Woodridge Middle 171 115 67.3% 11 6.4% <10 <10 0 0.0%

Harmony DC PCS - School of Excellence 67 39 58.2% <10 <10 <10 <10 0 0.0%

Hope Community PCS - Lamond 363 208 57.3% 40 11.0% 20 5.5% 0 0.0%

Hope Community PCS - Tolson 519 332 64.0% 12 2.3% <10 <10 0 0.0%

Howard University Math & Science PCS 295 199 67.5% 21 7.1% <10 <10 <10 <10

Ideal Academy PCS 300 50 16.7% <10 <10 <10 <10 0 0.0%

Ingenuity Prep PCS 202 119 58.9% 26 12.9% <10 <10 <10 <10

Inspired Teaching Demonstration PCS 317 152 47.9% 11 3.5% <10 <10 0 0.0%

Integrated Design and Electronics Academy PCS 226 158 69.9% 19 8.4% <10 <10 <10 <10

KIPP DC - AIM Academy PCS 325 222 68.3% 13 4.0% <10 <10 0 0.0%

KIPP DC - Arts & Technology Academy PCS 213 148 69.5% 27 12.7% <10 <10 0 0.0%

KIPP DC - College Preparatory PCS 457 271 59.3% 23 5.0% <10 <10 <10 <10

KIPP DC - Connect Academy PCS 302 183 60.6% <10 <10 <10 <10 0 0.0%

KIPP DC - Discover Academy PCS 330 218 66.1% 23 7.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%
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KIPP DC - Grow Academy PCS 313 183 58.5% <10 <10 <10 <10 0 0.0%

KIPP DC - Heights Academy PCS 415 265 63.9% 27 6.5% <10 <10 0 0.0%

KIPP DC - KEY Academy PCS 333 194 58.3% <10 <10 0 0.0% 0 0.0%

KIPP DC - LEAD Academy PCS 303 188 62.0% 14 4.6% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%

KIPP DC - LEAP Academy PCS 304 80 26.3% 50 16.4% 48 15.8% 11 3.6%

KIPP DC - Northeast Academy PCS 127 64 50.4% <10 <10 <10 0.8% 0 0.0%

KIPP DC - Promise Academy PCS 401 171 42.6% <10 <10 <10 <10 0 0.0%

KIPP DC - Quest Academy PCS 283 200 70.7% 26 9.2% <10 <10 0 0.0%

KIPP DC - Spring Academy PCS 104 65 62.5% <10 <10 0 0.0% 0 0.0%

KIPP DC - WILL Academy PCS 347 168 48.4% <10 <10 0 0.0% 0 0.0%

Latin American Montessori Bilingual PCS 342 189 55.3% <10 <10 <10 <10 0 0.0%

LAYC Career Academy PCS 197 43 21.8% 37 18.8% 54 27.4% 47 23.9%

Lee Montessori Public Charter School 74 47 63.5% 14 18.9% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%

Mary McLeod Bethune Day Academy PCS 387 92 23.8% <10 <10 0 0.0% <10 <10

Maya Angelou PCS - Evans High School 254 72 28.3% 52 20.5% 61 24.0% 68 26.8%

Maya Angelou PCS - Young Adult Learning Center 149 <10 <10 14 9.4% 44 29.5% 74 49.7%

Meridian PCS 643 375 58.3% 32 5.0% <10 <10 <10 <10

Mundo Verde Bilingual PCS 404 187 46.3% <10 <10 <10 <10 0 0.0%
National Collegiate Preparatory Public Charter High 
School

326 191 58.6% 59 18.1% 27 8.3% <10 <10

Options PCS 274 89 32.5% 87 31.8% 63 23.0% 35 12.8%

Paul International PCS 329 187 56.8% 17 5.2% <10 <10 0 0.0%

Paul PCS 379 213 56.2% 16 4.2% <10 <10 0 0.0%

Perry Street Preparatory PCS 625 365 58.4% 58 9.3% 16 2.6% 13 2.1%

Potomac Lighthouse PCS 426 291 68.3% 59 13.8% 10 2.3% <10 <10

Richard Wright PCS for Journalism and Media Arts 304 173 56.9% 53 17.4% 18 5.9% <10 <10

Roots PCS 97 <10 <10 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%

SEED Public Charter School of Washington, D.C. 342 193 56.4% 22 6.4% <10 <10 <10 <10

Sela PCS 87 59 67.8% 10 11.5% 0 0.0% <10 <10

Shining Stars Montessori Academy PCS 124 20 16.1% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%

Somerset Preparatory Academy PCS 241 147 61.0% <10 <10 <10 <10 0 0.0%

St. Coletta Special Education PCS 252 133 52.8% <10 <10 <10 <10 <10 <10

The Next Step/El Próximo Paso PCS 372 79 21.2% 46 12.4% 42 11.3% 17 4.6%

Thurgood Marshall Academy PCS 388 198 51.0% 14 3.6% <10 <10 <10 <10

Tree of Life PCS 333 15 4.5% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%

Two Rivers PCS - Elementary School 518 332 64.1% 26 5.0% <10 <10 0 0.0%

AppleTree Early Learning PCS - Lincoln Park 60 25 41.7% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0%

Washington Latin PCS - Middle School 368 66 17.9% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% <10 <10

Washington Latin PCS - Upper School 309 84 27.2% <10 <10 <10 <10 0 0.0%
Washington Mathematics Science Technology 
PCHS

352 175 49.7% 18 5.1% <10 <10 <10 <10

Washington Yu Ying PCS 528 165 31.3% <10 <10 0 0.0% 0 0.0%

William E. Doar, Jr. PCS for the Performing Arts 439 273 62.2% 47 10.7% <10 <10 <10 <10

YouthBuild PCS 117 35 29.9% 26 22.2% 37 31.6% 11 9.4%
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NOTE: Values between 1 and 9 are suppressed and take on a value of <10
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