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• Review (at a HIGH LEVEL) provisions in H.B. 153 related 
to rankings and reporting  

• Share some issues (data, policy) ODE must address to 
effectively implement the provisions 

 

 

Expected Outcomes 
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• Multipart Ranking System/Performance Index Score Ranking 

• Classroom Expenditure Cluster Ranking 

• Governor’s Efficient and Effective Schools Recognition 
Program 

• Parent Takeover Pilot Project 

• Mandatory School Restructuring 

• Teacher Retesting 

• Educational Choice Scholarship Program 

• Sponsor Ranking 

• Challenged District Definition 

 

Content 
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Citation – ORC Sec. 3302.21 

Application – All city, local, exempted village and JVS 
districts, community schools, STEM schools 

Timeline – Ranking system must be released by  

 September 1 of each year; First ranking system released 
September 1, 2012 

 

Multipart Ranking System/PI Score 
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Summary – ODE must create a multipart ranking system of 
all districts, JVSD’s, STEM and community schools based 
on the following: 

– Performance Index scores (or equivalent)* 

– Student performance growth from year to year 

– Perkins CTE performance measures 

– Current operating expenditures per pupil 

– Percentage of operating expenditures spent on classroom 
instruction (per Sec.3302.20) 

– Performance of, and opportunities provided to, gifted students 

 

Multipart Ranking System/PI Score 
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Issues ODE must address: 
 
• Develop “another measure of student academic 

performance” 
• Develop “reliably comparable” measures for JVSD’s 
• Rank “Ties”  
• Create a composite? If so, what is weight of each measure? 
 

 

Multipart Ranking System/PI Score 



Classroom Expenditure 
Cluster Ranking 
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Citation – ORC Sec. 3302.20, 3302.25  

Application – All city, local, exempted village and JVS 
districts, community schools, STEM schools 

Timeline – Must be included on the annual report card 

– First ranking will be included with 2011-12 LRC in August 2012 

– ODE must propose standards to the State Board by January 1, 
2012, and the Board must approve the standards by July 1, 2012 

Classroom Expenditure Cluster Ranking 
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Summary 
– ODE must propose standards to SBOE by January 1, 2012 (SBOE must 

adopt by July 1, 2012) for determining the expenditures for classroom 
and non-classroom purposes 

– ODE must create 3-5 clusters based primarily on enrollment for 
traditional districts, JVSDs and community schools (one cluster for 
STEM schools and e-schools) 

– ODE must rank (within each cluster) the percentage of  budget spent 
for classroom instructional purposes and non-classroom purposes 

o Display within each cluster which LEA’s are in the lowest 20% of total 
operating expenditures per pupil and the highest 20% by performance 
index score of their category 

 

 

 

Classroom Expenditure Cluster Ranking 
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Summary 
– ODE must compute the statewide average percentage  and average 

percentage within each cluster spent on classroom instruction  
– ODE must include the following on the annual Local Report Card: 

o The percentage of the LEA operating budget spent on classroom 
instruction 

o The rank of each district (within each cluster) of expenditures spent 
on classroom and non-classroom instruction 

o The average percentage for each cluster spent on classroom 
instruction 

o The statewide average percentage spent on classroom instruction 

– ODE must determine the ratio of instructional to administrative 
expenditures, the per-pupil amounts for instructional purposes and 
administrative purposes,  and the percentage of operating 
expenditures attributable to school district funds 

Classroom Expenditure Cluster Ranking 
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Issues ODE must address: 

• Create enrollment-based clusters of district-type 
categories  

• Adopt new standards for classroom expenditures 

• Report total operating expenditures from data 2 years 
in arrears 

Classroom Expenditure Cluster Ranking 



Governor’s Efficient and Effective 
Schools Recognition Program 
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Citation – ORC Sec. 3302.22 

Application – All city, local, exempted village and JVS 
districts, community schools, STEM schools 

Timeline – No timeline established under law for 
implementing this annual program 

– First determinations will probably be made in 
August/September 2012 with the release of the 2011-12 LRC 
and the new required rankings 

 

Gov.’s Efficient and Effective Schools 
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Summary – The Governor will recognize the top 10% of 
schools, as determined by ODE based on the 
following measures: 
– Student performance, including: 

o State performance indicators 

o Local report cards 

o Performance index score rankings (per 3302.21) 

o Other statewide or national assessment selected by ODE 

– Fiscal performance, including cost-effective measures 
taken by the school 

– Other measures, if determined by ODE 

 

Gov.’s Efficient and Effective Schools 
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Issues ODE must address: 

• Determine data to measure fiscal performance, including 
“cost-effective measures”  

• Decide whether to include other measures in the overall 
determination of the top 10% of schools (e.g. graduation 
rate, AP course offerings, etc.) 

 

 

Gov.’s Efficient and Effective Schools 



Parent Takeover Pilot Project 
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Citation – ORC Sec. 3302.042 

Application – Buildings ranked in the lowest 5% statewide 
by PI score (per Sec. 3302.21) for three consecutive years 
are subject. Limited to buildings of Columbus City 
Schools.  

Timeline – Will take effect after three years of rankings 
have been published (fall of 2014); implementation may 
not occur until 2015  

 

Parent Takeover Pilot Project 
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Summary  

• Pilot project applicable to Columbus City Schools 

• School eligible if in the lowest five percent on PI 
ranking for three consecutive years 

• If either 50% of the parents of the students in an 
applicable school or a combined 50% of parents in 
the applicable school and feeder schools sign a 
petition requesting one of four reforms, then the 
district must implement the reform (with certain 
exceptions): 
 

Parent Takeover Pilot Project 
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Summary  

– Reopen the school as a conversion community school 

– Replace at least 70% of the school’s personnel related to 
its poor academic performance 

– Contract with another district or private entity with a 
demonstrated record of effectiveness to operate the 
school 

– Turn operation of the school over to ODE 

– Any other major restructuring that makes fundamental 
reforms in the school’s staffing or governance 

 

Parent Takeover Pilot Project 



Mandatory School Restructuring 
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Citation – ORC Sec. 3302.12 

Application – Buildings ranked in the lowest 5% statewide 
by PI score (per Sec. 3302.21) for three consecutive years 
and declared to be in Academic Watch or Academic 
Emergency are subject. ODE interprets these provisions 
apply only to buildings of city, local and exempted village 
school districts 

Timeline – Will take effect after three years of rankings 
have been published (fall of 2014); implementation may 
not occur until 2015  

 

 

Mandatory School Restructuring 
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Summary – The district must undertake one of the following 
reforms once a school becomes subject to this provision: 
– Close the school and reassign its students to other buildings that 

demonstrate higher academic achievement 

– Contract with another district or private entity with a 
demonstrated record of effectiveness to operate the school 

– Replace the school’s principal and all of its teaching staff and, 
upon request from the new principal, exempt the school from 
certain policies regarding curriculum and instruction; also must 
fund building at per pupil rate received by district of state and 
local funds 

– Reopen the school as a conversion community school 

 

Mandatory School Restructuring 
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Issues ODE must address: 

• Alignment with SIG  

• Ensure district maintains grades K-12 

• Determine timing of release of data and timing of 
restructure  

 

 

Mandatory School Restructuring 



Teacher Retesting 
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Citation – ORC Sec. 3319.58 

Application – All buildings of city, local, exempted village 
and joint vocational school districts, as well as 
community schools and STEM schools ranked in the 
lowest 10% of all school buildings (per 3302.21)  

Timeline – Teachers would be subject to this provision 
following the release of the first set of rankings in 
September 2012  

 

Teacher Retesting 
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Summary – Teachers of core subjects (defined as 
reading and English language arts, mathematics, 
science, foreign language, government, economics, 
fine arts, history, and geography, per ORC 3319.074) 
in qualifying schools must retake all tests required for 
licensure. The scores of those tests can be used in 
employment decisions, though they cannot be the 
only criteria. The law also specifies that teachers are 
not responsible for the costs of the tests.  

 

 

Teacher Retesting 
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Issues ODE must address: 

• Ensuring teachers take appropriate test 

• Teachers certified before 1998 

Teacher Retesting 



Educational Choice Scholarship 
Program 
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Citation – ORC Sec. 3310.03; HB 153 Section 733.10 

Application – Buildings of city, local, exempted village 
school districts ranked in the lowest 10% of all school 
buildings in two of the three most recent years (per 
3302.21)  

• Timeline – EdChoice eligibility is released in September; 
this timeframe can be continued with the new eligibility 
criteria 

 

Educational Choice Scholarship 
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Summary  

•  HB 153 added a new set of eligibility criteria for the 
Educational Choice Scholarship Program which will 
be in addition to the existing criteria based on 
academic rating:  

– Building ranked in the lowest 10% of all public schools 
based on PI score in two of the three most recent rankings 
(data lagged); and  

– The building was not excellent or effective in the most 
recent rating 

 

Educational Choice Scholarship 



Sponsor Ranking 
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Citation – ORC Sec. 3314.016 

Application – All community schools, including start-up, 
conversion and e-schools. 

Timeline – The Office of Community Schools plans to 
release the rankings on October 1 of each year, starting 
in October 2011. 

 

Sponsor Ranking 
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Summary – ODE must develop a composite 
performance index score ranking for community 
school sponsors, based on the PI scores of the 
schools of each sponsor. A sponsor in the lowest 20% 
of sponsors cannot sponsor additional schools. 
Dropout recovery schools and majority special 
education schools are excluded from the composite 
ranking, but will be included starting January 1, 2013 
unless the General Assembly adopts performance 
standards for those schools.   
 

 

Sponsor Ranking 
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Issues ODE must address: 

 

Creation of sponsor composite score  

Sponsor Ranking 



Challenged District Definition 



HB 153 Rankings Presentation  
 

 36 

 

Citation – ORC Sec. 3314.02 

Application – Ranking based on all school districts, 
including city, local, exempted village and JVS, as well as 
STEM and community schools; the definition of a 
challenged district only applies to traditional (city, local 
and exempted village) districts. 

Timeline – The September 2012 PI score rankings will be 
the first to alter the definition the challenged district 
definition (for the 2013-14 school year), and the 
challenged district list will be updated each year with the 
release of the PI score rankings 

 

Challenged District Definition 
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Summary – HB 153 expands the definition of 
“challenged” school districts, so that new start-up 
community schools will be permitted to open in any 
traditional school district ranked in the lowest 5% of 
all school districts.   

 

 

Challenged District Definition 



HB 153 Rankings Presentation  
 

 38 

 

Adrian E. Allison 

Senior Executive Director 

Center for Accountability and Continuous Improvement 

 

Adrian.Allison@ode.state.oh.us 

 

Contact Information 

mailto:Adrian.Allison@ode.state.oh.us
mailto:Adrian.Allison@ode.state.oh.us

