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Part 1. Executive Summary

School Overview and History:

Explore Charter School is an elementary/middle school serving apProximater 475 students from
kindergarten through eighth grade in the 2010-2011 school year. = The school opened in 2002
with grades Kindergarten through 3" grade. It has no further growth plans.2 It is currently
housed in a DOE leased facility in District 17.%> The student body includes 1.7% English language
learners and 13.9% special education students. The school is supported by the Explore Network
Charter Management Organization (CMO).

The school has experienced low student attrition with 6.2% turnover in 2006-2007, 5.1% turnover
in 2007-2008, and 5.7% turnover in 2008-2009. There are currently 2,433 students on the waitlist.

The school earned a B on its progress report in 2009-2010, an A in 2008-2009, an A in 2007-
2008, and a B in 2006-2007. The average attendance rate for the school year 2009 - 2010 was
95.5%". The school is in good standing with state and federal accountability.®

Renewal Review Process Overview:

The NYC DOE Charter Schools Office conducted a thorough review of this school’s
Retrospective Renewal Report; annual reporting documents; surveys, student achievement data;
and state, local and federal accountability metrics as well as a detailed audit of the school’s
finances, operations and governance practices. In addition, the CSO conducted a detailed site
visit on the following dates: January 25 and 26, 2011.

The following experts participated in the review of this school:

- Recy Dunn, Executive Director, NYC DOE CSO

- Nancy Meakem, Director of Evaluation, NYC DOE CSO

- Jaclyn Leffel, Director of Finance and Oversight, NYC DOE CSO

- Jessica Fredston-Hermann, Accountability Analyst, NYC DOE CSO

- Lynnette Aqueron, Senior School Improvement Specialist, NYC DOE Division of
Students with Disabilities and English Language Learners

- Matt Snyder, Operations Manager, NYC DOE Division of Portfolio Planning

- Jaclyn Lee, Office of Family Information and Advocacy

Renewal Recommendation:

NYC DOE CSO recommends that the State Board of Regents approve the application for renewal
of Explore Charter School for a period of 5 years consistent with the terms of the renewal
application.

The NYC DOE CSO has found Explore Charter School to be an academically successful school
that is organizationally viable and in compliance with applicable laws and regulations pertaining to
its current charter. Based on the findings delineated below, Explore Charter School is an
educationally and fiscally sound organization, is likely to improve student learning and
achievement, and meets the requirements of the Charter Schools Act and applicable law.

Part 2: Findings

Y NYC DOE ATS system

2 NYC DOE ATS system and charter agreement

¥ NYC DOE Location Code Generating System database

* NYC DOE School Progress Report. This document is posted on the NYC DOE website at
http://www.schools.nyc.gov and is also included in Part 7 of this report.

®> New York State Education Department - www.nysed.gov
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What the school does well

e The school has a strong, consistent culture based on shared values which is evident at
all levels of school operations.

o

Students note that the school is a safe place where they are happy and feel
comfortable taking risks, showing vulnerability and striving to achieve at high
levels.

Staff and students note that they feel supported and that they have clear
processes in place for getting extra help or seeking assistance.

Systems and structures in the school such as a weekly community circle, a clear
behavior tracking merit / demerit system, and consistent self-reflection support
the school’s values.

e The school promotes a collaborative open door policy in which all community members
including parents are empowered to share feedback and participate in goal setting and
enhancing the life of the school.

o

The Parent-Teacher Association supports and encourages parents to get
involved. The president of the PTA and an additional parent serve on the Board
for a total of two parents on the Board.

The school provides regular detailed communications to families along with
regularly scheduled meetings, workshops and activities to engage the community
in support of increased student learning.

The school provides all teachers with cell phones and promotes the expectation
that teachers and staff are readily accessible to parents.

Teachers collaborate across subject areas and grade levels to share best
practices, support each other, and promote consistency in academics.

The school Leadership Team, CMO and Board collaborate to develop short-term
and long-term goals for school improvement with input from parents and
community members.

e The school has established systems to train and support staff and has developed a
leadership pipeline through which staff are retained and empowered to take on more
authority over time.

@)

The school has promoted key leadership from within its schools and the CMO to
promote and retain strong leaders in the organization. Likewise, the school
works with assistant teachers and new staff to develop and grow into more senior
roles.

Teachers benefit from coaching, inter-visitation, team meetings, formal and
informal observations, and regular professional development sessions. A variety
of school leaders and instructional specialists are on hand to support teachers,
including Upper School and Lower School Academic Directors, grade-level
deans, Learning Specialists, Math Coordinators, and Literacy Coordinators.

e The school is reflective and uses a data-driven approach to set goals and create plans for
the future growth and increased student achievement.

o

The school has worked over time to develop and refine its data systems.
Regular working groups meet to reflect on the efficacy of data and assessment
tools, and training is provided to support best practices in using data to drive
instruction. Recently, after reviewing past test scores and a perceived weakness
in the area of targeted ELA instruction, the school decided to contract with a
vendor to develop rigorous and consistent tools that better enable teachers to
assess student learning and plan targeted lessons to address students’ individual
needs.

The school administers interim assessments in ELA and Math to students in
grades 3 through 8 every 6-8 weeks. The network assists with data analysis, and
teachers create action plans based on areas of strength and weakness. The



leadership team stated that they prioritize observing targeted lessons in which
teachers re-teach a concept that students struggled with previously (as
determined by testing results), and provide feedback using rubrics from
Achievement Network. Teachers noted that they frequently analyze re-teaching
plans and re-assessments during data meetings.

The school leadership team develops a Priority Plan each year based on student
achievement results, Progress Report grades, results from parent satisfaction
surveys, and a number of other metrics. The school leaders revisit this document
quarterly and choose specific areas to focus on for the upcoming period.
Students, staff and administrators note that the school is constantly trying to
improve and has adopted a “solution oriented” approach to problem solving at all
levels.

e The school promotes rigorous instruction and holds high expectations for academic
success for all students.

Students, staff, administrators and parents all note that the school is committed
to preparing students for success in high school and college.

Classes observed involved rigorous and engaging lessons that challenged
students to perform at or above grade level. For example, in a middle school
English class students engaged in a sophisticated conversation about literature
then quickly transitioned to a review of the writing process then a group “write-
around” in which teams of students completed academic essays.

All students interviewed were able to state their current reading levels. Middle
school students stated that they read every single night for ELA.

e The school recruits and retains a talented staff of educators and provides professional
pathways for strong educators to develop and advance in the Explore network.

o

The school recently engaged in succession planning for new leadership and
executed a transition that all community members refer to as seamless.
Assistant teachers, teachers, administrators and CMO staff are supported in their
own professional growth and encouraged to take on more responsibility over
time. As such, the school has been effective in retaining and promoting its top
talent.

The school's Board of Trustees has functioned effectively in furthering the school's

mission and vision, and maintains sound finances and internal controls.

@)

The school continues to maintain an appropriate degree of segregation of
functions and proper internal controls at all levels. All processes were found
intact and evidence shows that the school is following its adopted financial and
human resource policies. The financial statements of Explore Charter School
were prepared on the accrual basis of accounting in accordance with Generally
Accepted Accounting Principles (GAAP) acceptable in the United States of
America.

According to the school’s audited financial statements for the year ended June
30, 2010, the school possessed assets totaling $1,790,526 and total liabilities of
$816,732. All of the school’s net assets totaling $928,951 remain unrestricted for
use purposes. Explore Charter School has over $1.2 million dollars in liquid
assets that could be converted to cash within a 90 day period. The school
remains in good financial condition to meet its obligations.

The Board’s initiatives for the coming years are to make larger investments in
technology and to increase their philanthropic efforts.



What the school needs to improve

e The school should continue to develop curriculum and support teachers to ensure that
instruction is sufficiently rigorous across all grade levels and subject areas.

o

The level of rigor in instruction observed was not consistent. While some classes
were effectively teaching students to do work far above grade level, other classes
observed lacked clear objectives and were providing students with work that was
unclear or below grade level.

Two interviewed students expressed a desire for more advanced math classes.
An Integrated Algebra class does exist for selected eighth-graders, but students
stated that they would have liked more preparation so that they were all able to
master the math in time to qualify for the advanced class.

e The school should continue to train teachers to incorporate frequent and consistent
checks for understanding to ensure that all students are meeting learning goals.

o

While many classes employed “exit tickets”, effective questioning, and engaging
performance tasks, some lessons observed lacked a check for understanding or
evidence that every student was engaged and learning.

The school has invested in developing high quality benchmark assessments in
ELA. Preliminary indicators suggest that this work will be effective in diagnosing
student learning needs and growth over time.

e The school should continue to enhance data systems and implement strategies to train
teachers to use data to differentiate their instruction.

o

The school is involved in a reflective process to develop and improve systems for
data collection and analysis. Currently the school uses a diverse group of tools
and systems to collect and analyze data, but does not have one universal data
analysis tool to enable teachers to easily look at trends and to conduct
longitudinal analysis.

While all teachers interviewed noted the importance of using data to differentiate
instruction, many classrooms observed lacked evidence of data-driven instruction
or differentiation, particularly for high-performing students.



Part 3: Charter School Goals

Explore Charter School has sufficiently met the goals set forth in its charter agreement. Please
see the below table of Charter Goals which is excerpted from the school’s annual report and has
been verified by the Charter Schools Office.

Explore Charter School — Academic Goals

Goals Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 Year 4 Year 5

Absolute Each year, students will | Result Result Result Result Result
earna “3” ora “4” on Met: N Met: Y Met: Y Met: N N/A
the NYS Math, ELA,
Science and Social
Studies Assessments,
according to the
percentage goals
outlined in Academic
Goal 1, Section 2 Part
A of this document.

Absolute 95% or more of Result Result Result Result Result
students who do not Met: Y Met: Y Met: Y Met: Y N/A
have an IEP will earn a
“2” or higher on NYS
Math, ELA, Science
and Social Studies
assessments.

Absolute Each year, students in Result Result Result Result Result
Kindergarten through Met: Y Met: Y Met: Y Met: Y N/A
2" grade will be
reading on grade level,
as assessed by a
teacher-administered,
research-based
assessment according
to the percentage goals
outlined in Academic
Goal 3, Section 2 Part
A of this document.




Explore Charter School — Academic Goals

Goals

Year 1

Year 2

Year 3

Year 4

Year 5

Value Added

The percentage of
cohort students who
meet the standard on
New York State
assessments will
annually increase by 3
percentage points.
This goal will be
capped if 90% of the
students meet the
goal. (A cohortis
defined as students
enrolled at Explore, at
the time of the
assessment, for two
full, consecutive
years.)

Result

Result

Result

Result

Result

Met: N

Met: Y

Met: Y

Met: N

N/A

Comparative

The percentage of
students who meet the
standard on the NYS
Math and ELA
assessments will
exceed the percentage
of students attending
public schools in
Community District
17 who meet the
standard.

Result

Result

Result

Result

Result

Met: Y

Met: Y

Met: Y

Met: Y

N/A

Comparative

The percentage of
students who meet the
standard on the NYS
Math and ELA
assessments will
exceed the percentage
of students attending
New York City public
schools who meet the
standard

Result

Result

Result

Result

Result

Met: Y

Met: Y

Met: Y

Met: Y

N/A

Adequate
Yearly Progress

Explore Charter
School will achieve
Adequate Yearly
Progress, based on the
results of the NYS
assessments.

Result

Result

Result

Result

Result

Met: Y

Met: Y

Met: Y

Met: Y
(except
for SWD
on the
ELA
NYS
Exam)

N/A

Comparative

The yearly attendance
rate will be 90%, or
higher than the
attendance rate of
elementary and
intermediate school
students in Region 6,
whichever is higher.

Result

Result

Result

Result

Result

Met: Y

Met: Y

Met: Y

Met: Y

N/A




Explore Charter School — Academic Goals

Goals Year 1 Year 2 Year 3 Year 4 Year 5

Absolute Completed end-of- Result Result Result Result Result
year parent surveys Met: Y Met: Y Met: Y Met: Y N/A
will report 80% or
more parents as
"satisfied" or "very
satisfied" to specific
pre-selected
questions.

Absolute 90% or more of Result Result Result Result Result
students enrolled Met: Y Met: Y Met: Y Met: Y N/A
through the end of the
school year will return
the following school
year.

Absolute Annually, 95% or Result Result Result Result Result
more students will be | Met: N Met: N Met: Y Met: Y N/A
promoted to the next
grade level.

Absolute Parents of graduating | Result Result Result Result Result
8" graders will report | Met: Y Met: Y Met: Y Met: Y N/A

that their children
were prepared to
succeed in high
school, according to
the table below.




Part 4: Charter School Performance Data

Explore Charter School has met its goals for student academic achievement as measured by
New York State exams in English Language Arts and Math as demonstrated in the below chart of
student achievement data.

These charts presents the percentage of students at the school scoring at or above grade level
(performance level 3 or greater) on the New York State ELA and Math exams as well as a
comparison to the percentage of students at or above grade level in District 17 and New York
City.

Percent of Students Performing at or Above Grade Level — Whole School®

ELA

2007 2008 2009 2010
Explore 55.1% | 74.5% | 83.8% | 43.1%
CSsD 17 41.4% | 51.4% | 62.4% | 33.7%
NYC 50.8% | 57.6% | 68.8% | 42.4%
Math

2007 2008 2009 2010
Explore 71.9% | 92.2% | 97.7% | 66.9%
CSD 17 52.3% | 64.9% | 75.0% | 42.7%
NYC 65.2% | 74.3% | 81.8% | 54.0%

Student Attendance Rate’

Student Attendance Rate 2006-2007 | 2007-2008 | 2008-2009 | 2009-2010
93.0% 96.1% 96.8% 95.5%

® Charter school, district and city test results taken from New York State testing data.
" Attendance rate taken from charter school annual reports.



Part 5: Background on the Charter Renewal Process

I. PROCESS BACKGROUND

A. Statutory Basis for Renewal

The Charter Schools Act of 1998 (“the Act”) authorizes the creation of charter schools to provide
opportunities for teachers, parents, and community members to establish and maintain schools
that operate independently of existing schools and school districts in order to accomplish the
following objectives:

e Improve student learning and achievement;

e Increase learning opportunities for all students, with special emphasis on expanded
learning experiences for students who are at-risk of academic failure;

e Provide parents and students with expanded choices in the types of educational
opportunities that are available within the public school system;

e Create new professional opportunities for teachers, school administrators and other
school personnel;

e Encourage the use of different and innovative teaching methods;

e Provide schools with a method to change from rule-based to performance based
accountability systems by holding the schools accountable for meeting measurable
student achievement results.®

When granted, a charter is valid for up to five years. For a school chartered under the Act to
operate beyond the initial charter term, the school must seek and obtain renewal of its charter.’

A school seeking renewal of its charter must submit a renewal application to the charter entity to
which the original charter application was submitted. *° As one such charter entity, the New York
City Department of Education (“NYC DOE?”) institutes a renewal application process that adheres
to the Act’s renewal standards:

e Areport of the progress of the charter school in achieving the educational objectives set
forth in its charter;

e A detailed financial statement that discloses the cost of administration, instruction and
other spending categories for the charter school that will allow a comparison of such
costs to other schools, both public and private;

e Copies of each of the annual reports of the charter school including the charter school
report cards and certified financial statements;

¢ Indications of parent and student satisfaction.

Where the NYC DOE approves a renewal application, it is required under the Act to submit the
application and a proposed charter to the Board of Regents for its review and approval.ll

® See § 2850 of the Charter Schools Act of 1998.
% See §§ 2851(4) and 2852 of the Act.

10 See generally §§ 2851(3) and 2851(4).

11 § 2852(5)



B. NYC DOE’s Charter Renewal Process

The expiration of charters and their renewal based on a compelling record of success is the
linchpin of charter school accountability. The NYC DOE’s processes and procedures reflect this
philosophy and therefore meet the objectives of the Act.*?

In the final year of its charter, a Chancellor-authorized charter school seeking renewal must
demonstrate its success during the initial charter term and establish goals and objectives for the
next charter term. Ultimately, the renewal process offers an opportunity for the school community
to reflect on its experiences during its first term, to make a compelling, evidence-based case that
it has earned the privilege of an additional charter term, and, if renewed, to build an ambitious
plan for the future.

Consistent with the requirements of § 2851(4) of the Act, a school applying for renewal of its
charter must use data and other credible evidence to prove its success, a case that can be
organized into three questions:

1. Has your school been an academic success?
2. Has your school been a viable organization?
3. Has your school complied with applicable laws and regulations?

A school will answer these overarching questions by demonstrating that its students have made
significant academic progress and that the school has met the goals and objectives pledged in its
initial charter. In addition, the school will describe challenges it has faced during its charter term,
the strategies that were used to address those challenges, and the lessons learned.

This report contains the findings and recommendations of the NYC DOE regarding a school’'s
application for charter renewal. This report is based on a cumulative record of the school’s
progress during its charter term, including but not limited to oversight visits, annual reports, and
formal correspondence between the school and its authorizing entities, all of which are conducted
in order to identify areas of weakness and to help the school to address them. Additionally, the
NYC DOE incorporates into this report its findings from the renewal application process, which
includes a written application, completion of student achievement data templates, and a school
visit by the Charter Schools Office of the NYC DOE (“NYC DOE CSO”).

The NYC DOE CSO then prepares a draft report and provides a copy to the school for its review
and comment. The draft contains the findings, discussion, and the evidence base for those
findings. Upon receiving a school’'s comment, the NYC DOE CSO reviews its draft, makes any
appropriate changes, and reviews the amended findings to make a recommendation to the
Chancellor. The Chancellor’s final decision, and the findings on which that decision is based, is
submitted to the Board of Regents for a final decision.

12 The NYC DOE charter renewal application is available on the Charter Schools Office website at
http://www.nycenet.edu/OurSchools/Region84/Creation/default.htm.

10
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Part 6. Framing Questions and Key Benchmarks

I. FRAMING QUESTIONS:
Throughout the Renewal Process and the life of each school’s charter, the NYC DOE Charter
Schools Office uses the following framing questions to monitor Charter School success:

1. Has the School Been an Academic Success?
2. Has the School Been a Viable Organization?
3. Has the School Been in Compliance with All Applicable Laws and Regulations?

II. RENEWAL BENCHMARKS:

Benchmark 1: Performance and Progress
An academically successful school can demonstrate outstanding student performance outcomes
according to the following statistical analyses:

1. Absolute

2. Comparative

3. Value-Added / Progress

4. NCLB

Benchmark 2: Rigorous Instructional Program Strong School Environment
In addition to outstanding student performance outcomes, a school that is an academic success
has the following characteristics:

¢ Rigorous Instructional Program that includes:

- Clearly-defined essential knowledge and skills that students are expected to learn,
and that are aligned with state standards

- Curriculum that is organized coherently across subjects and grades, and reflects the
school’'s mission and goals

- Academic expectations that adults in the school clearly and consistently
communicate to students

- Classroom lessons with clear goals aligned with the curriculum

- Classroom practices that reflect competent instructional strategies

- Assessments and data that the school systematically generates and uses to improve
instructional effectiveness and student learning, and that has led to increased student
performance

- Formal and successful strategies to identify and meet the needs of students at-risk of
academic failure, students not making acceptable progress towards achieving school
goals, students who are ELL, and special education students

e A School Environment that Promotes Successful Teaching and Learning that includes:

- An environment where students and staff feel safe and secure

- Behavioral and cultural expectations that adults in the school clearly and consistently
communicate to students

- Clear policies and strategies to address student behaviors to promote learning—
those behaviors that are both appropriate and inappropriate

- Documented discipline policies and procedures for general and special education
students that the school enforces fairly and consistently with appropriate due process

- A professional culture focused on teaching and learning, with a qualified and
competent teaching staff

- Professional development activities at or sponsored by the school that are aligned
with the mission and goals of the school, support the instructional program, meet
student needs, and result in increased student achievement

11



- A system for ongoing teacher evaluation and improvement that builds the school’s
capacity to reach its academic goals, with effective strategies to assist inexperienced
or struggling teachers

Benchmark 3:Non-Academic Performance
A school that is organizationally viable can demonstrate outstanding non-academic performance
outcomes according to the following statistical analyses:

e Absolute

e Comparative

e Value-Added

Benchmark 4: Governance and Internal Controls
In addition to outstanding non-academic performance outcomes, a school that is a viable
organization has the following characteristics:

e Effective School Governance that includes:

- Aclear and common understanding of the school’'s mission, priorities, and challenges
among all members of the board of trustees and school leadership, as evidenced by
the strategies and resources used to further the academic and organizational
success of the school

- An evidenced commitment to serving a student population that reflects the full range
of students throughout the city.

- Policies, systems, and processes that facilitate effective governance of the school
and that are followed consistently

- Meaningful opportunities for staff and parents to become involved in school
governance

- Avenues of communication from the board of trustees to other members of the school
community and vice-versa

- Communication between the school leadership and school staff that facilitates
coordinated actions and messages toward other members of the school community

- Processes to address parent, staff, community, and student concerns appropriately
and in a timely manner

- Annual evaluations of the school leadership, based on clearly-defined goals and
measurements

- A board of trustees with a diversity of opinions and perspectives that promotes a
healthy and vigorous dialogue of ideas

- A process for board development to build its capacity to oversee the school’s
operations and to ensure the school’s continued progress

- A conflict of interest policy and code of ethics that are followed consistently

- Activities that are in substantial compliance with the Open Meetings Law and Public
Officers Law

- An active and ongoing relationship with independent legal counsel that reviews
relevant documents, policies, and incidents, and makes recommendations as needed

Benchmark 5: Sound Financial Controls
In addition to outstanding non-academic performance outcomes, a school that is a viable
organization has the following characteristics:

e Healthy and Sound Financial Practices that include:

- Along range financial plan that guides school operations

- Realistic budgets that are monitored and adjusted when appropriate

- Effective oversight, and financial decisions that further and reflect the school’s
mission, program, and goals

- Internal controls and procedures that are followed consistently and that result in
prudent resource management

- Capacity to correct any deficiencies or audit findings

- Financial records that are kept according to GAAP

12



- Adequate financial resources to ensure stable operations
- Processes that maintain and successfully manage the school’s cash flow
- Non-variable income streams that support critical financial needs

Benchmark 6: Parent and Student Satisfaction

A school that is a viable organization has the following characteristics:

Parent and Student Satisfaction, demonstrated by survey results as well as other valid and
reliable measures.

Benchmark 7: Sufficient Facilities and Physical Conditions
In addition to outstanding non-academic performance outcomes, a school that is a viable

organization has sufficient facilities and physical conditions conducive to the school implementing

its program and meeting its goals.

Benchmark 8: Sufficient Reporting
A school that is in compliance with applicable laws and regulations has the following
characteristics:

o Sufficient Reporting that includes
- Annual reports and financial reports submitted completely and by deadline
- Responses to DOE’s or SED’s requests for information or for changes to school
operations (in accordance with legal requirements) in a timely manner

Benchmark 9: Appropriate Admissions Policy
A school that is in compliance with applicable laws and regulations has the following
characteristics:

e An Appropriate Admissions Policy that includes
- Opportunities for all interested parents to submit a complete application for
enrollment
- Arandom selection process that is conducted fairly, and when a wait list is
generated, it is used appropriately to ensure a fair admissions process

Benchmark 10: Compliance with All Applicable Laws and Requlations
A school that is in compliance with applicable laws and regulations has the following
characteristics:

e A Record of Substantial Compliance with:
- Applicable health laws and regulations
- Title I regulations
- IDEA regulations to meet the needs of special education students

13



Part 7. NYC DOE School Progress Reports

Please see the attached progress reports for this school.

Department of

Education

Progress Report
2009-10
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thelr overall Progress Repart score. Monetary

How did this school parform?

= This schoors averall seore for 2009-10 ks 479
= This school did better than 57% of all K-8

Bonuses may be given in principals and feachers. 5Choals cltywide.
at nigh-scaring senoois. Schoals Mat get D and
Fs, O 3 C5 In @ row, may face consagiences,
Inclueding change In school leadership or school
ciosure.
Sateaery Sonsed oo Seomrare | Wowsoorms tranaets to grace: This Report:
School ® Schonts receive ietier grades based on Eack schools Frogress Repoet (1] meazures shudert year-
N A their owerall score. fo-ymar progress, (2} compares e schoel fa peer scheocis
Environment 10.8 out of 15 » Schools with an overall score besween =nd (3] rewsrds susrass n ruaving Al chleren forwans,
-] 41.2- 570 neceive 3 lefier grage of B =znecinly cnidrer win tne greatest resdy The Progress
* 34.5% of schoals samed a 8 In 2005-10 A=port measures four sreas:
Student c )
Performance 9.4 out of 25 K-8 School Table — Oversll Grades School Environment
Grads  Soors rangs Clty summary uses parent, feacher and seconcary stucent surveys and
A 574 crhigner 25.7% of schoois ather Zata 1 measure recessany condBons for eamieg:
Student 5 stz.srn Sess ot attzndance, academic expectations, communication
Progress 259 out of 80 -:I B c 25411 36.5% of schoois EnAAgEmEnt 20d saisty ane rspect
v w D 180-284 27% of schoois Student Performance
- F iT.Soriower 0.7% of schools measures student skl leve’s In Englsh Language Arts and
Additional Math.
Credit 1.8 (15 max) In Ight of changes In State tests and Frogress Student Progress
. Schools measures median student Improvement fom last year fa
Overall mare tnan [ ———— ths year In English Larguage Arts and Mat.
asescoo [ B LLTORTIIITTL e scherementco
Score periammance n ELA And Mafh cannct receive: glies schoois addional creit for sxemplan Gans among
) " = grade lowes than C. nigh-nesd shuderts.
Tiie secand page provides SPECHIC armalian agout iaw
Guality Review Scors state Accountability Status
This school's most recent Quallty Review scare Is: Based on lis performance, this school’'s Siale accountabliRy stabus Is:
wen In Good 03-10

To see fhis sehoal's Qually Review repart, find the
school's Web stz at ittp:Vschools.nyc.gow, click
‘Btatistics’ and scroll down fo QGuallty Review Repart.

Additional Information

This status Is desemined by the Mew York State Dapartment
af Education under the Mo Child Left Benind {(NCLB) ACt Ris
separate from the schoal's Progress Repart Grade.

Closing the Achievement Gap

Sehools eam addiianal cred when thelr high-need students make
Exemplary gaing. These gains are based on the percentage of high-need
students who are In the 75th growtn percantiie or Nighes i English
Language Arts or Math. Schooks can also eam additional eredit when
their students with disabiities meet the geal of proficiency In English
Language Arts of Math.

This comganent can only Improve a school's Progress Report score. [E cannod

Peer Schools

Each school's perfarmancs |6 compared to he performance of 5Chosis In Iks peer group.
Peer 5choals are ihase New York City public schacls wiih @ student population most ke Mis
school's population. Each sehool Nas up to 40 peer schools.

For Elementary and K-8 Schacls, peer schoois are based en the p
of students at each schaal that are English Language Leamers, students with disablitiss,
Black/Hispanic studants and Thie | eligibie students. For Middle Schools, peer schoals.

are determined based on the average ELA and Math proficlency levels of the school's siudents

lower a 5Chool's Score. besore they entered Miodie Schood, and the school s p of students with
The peer sehools for Explore Chaner Schaol ara:
Exemplary
Profclency
Cradit Gaing Student Group DEM  School Nama DBN  School Name
Parcent at PRy rE—— 0EM311 Amising Deal Language Shosi
106053 5. 083 Donaks Hartz 02111 PE 111 Adogh & Ochs
- Self-Contalned (ELA) BAMTEM. Harbor Sciencas. and Arts Charier School BANTTT Cal O beshn Charine Schosl
B CTT [ELA) 2UKIZT S, 121 Malsen A. Fockafubir B4 Kipp Acadany Chaser Schoal
13382 5. 267 Park Skope. K162 PS 190 - The Magnet Scdosl for Math and Ssenca nguiy
+1.5 17.9% SETSS (ELA) 29QPEE FEAS 88 1008 P8 089 Broax
BAMRSE Riis Gl Ak Chaner Schas! B4K35D Tha L Chaer Schsel
- Sel-Contained (Matn) BAKTE Harriat Tubman Charier Schal QIS FE 15 Amsiercam
B CTT (Matn) 29021 5. 219 Pl Kusper 200138 P 138 Senrse
VU8 P 155 Lawrehon G5 P.S 095 Shals Maschar
+15 30.8% SETSS (Math) 200147 PEME 147 Rosakd Mchisic
290270 Tha Gorden Fasks Scheol
Parcent at 75th Growth Percentile or Higher 1BKZ3S PS5, 235 Lanox Schoal
B Englsn Language Leamers (ELA 18KDEE 5. 88
ELA BAKEIS  Achiuemant Fist Bushvaich Chaer S806
+0.75 £4.2% Lowest Third CRywikde (ELA) BAKTO4  Explons Chaer Schodl
BAMBE1  Firtura Ladduss instiLne Chartar Schoel
51.0% Sall-Contalned'CTTISETSS (ELA) BAKTOS Buagivting Wih Chibdran Charar Setodl
BAKISE  Achiuumein FIst. Croen Haghts Chater Sitosl
- Leamers (Math]
Englsn Language (Matn) el
42.2% Lowest Third CRywide (Matn) 2MK2E PS5 255 Anse Sullhan
0% Seir-Contalned'CTTISETS S (Math)

i~} Indicakes less than 15 students n fhis category

The Progress Report |6 3 key compenent of Mayar Michasl R. Slcomberg's and Chancelior Jos! L. Kiain's Children First reforms. The Progress Repart Is designed fo assist
adminisiratars, principals and teachers In acoelerating the leaming of all students. The Progress Report alsa enables students, parents and the pubiic o ald ihe NYG Depariment
of Education and Its Echools accountabile for student achisvement and Improvement and for ensuring 3 Righ quality education for avery student In NYC's publle sehaols.

If you have any
uwmsmmlamgm‘

the Pragress Report, please visit niip:lischoots.

htm, or send us an emall at
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BCHOCL Explors Charber Sohool (B4KTOE)

Results by Category

HOW TO INTERPRET THIS CHART
A schacl s evatusted by asking how far Es scors In each category has
maved along the range of scores for all schoals. These charts show that

SCHOOL LEADER Morty Ballsni¥innar Fafsl

In this example, the schoal's engagement score s 5.0. This s
75% of ihe way from the lowest engapement at any schoo!

movement as 3 percentage. Im She examole ic Ine right, the school's score Engagemant | (5001 the highest engagemant (10.00.
4 75% of the way from the lowestio the highest score In the City. ar TEN% |
Eiow, ihe graen charts on the laft compane e schocl fo
H 2 schoci performs at the fop end of the range, the bar wil oe fuly Fz peer grown. The Giue charis on S right compane e
shaded. Ha school perfoms at the low end of the range, fhe bar will not scheol o schooks Clkywide. Peer scores count fhee Smes.
bz shaded. Ha schoal performes In the middle of the range, haif the bar a5 much as Gy scores. Feer and Sy ranges are based on
wil be shaded the cubcames of schosss frem 2008-05 and 2008-10.
S h | E H t Your o £ sare % 100 o E 0w, rsw 1cw| Number
chool eEnvironmen Schoal’s P P g v coe|  of
Comprises 13% of the Overall Score Score  Your Sclllonl Rel.litive to If'eel Horizon: Your Scl:wol Relative to ?lty Horizen: students
This Years Scare Survey oores (10 polnis)
10.8 out of 15
B Academiz Expeclations: 8.3 TI4% TE.0%
Comsmunizaton: 75 0% TT.3%
Engagemant: 76 TI4% 88.2%
Safety and Respect: 7.9 5% 88.0%
Aftencance (E polnic) 5E.5% T1I% THA%
St d t P f Your s £ s 1w tome o 2o on i Toow|
udent Performance oo % . e
Comprises 25% of the Overall Score Score  Your Scheol Relative to Peer Horizon: Your School Relative to City Horizon
This Ygars Score: English Language Arts
5.4 out of 2!
Perceniage of Students £3.0% W% 36.1% oo
' at Proficlency (Level 3ordk “ W, EE
Medlan Student Sraficlency (1.00-4 284 219% a7.8% 21T
154 8 38 33
matnsmatios
Percentage of tusents BE.7% 421% AT.E% ol
at Proficiency (Lavel 3or4) 425% LN A0 0|
Medlan Studens Fraficlency (1. an 40.1% a3.E% o
B3 433 47 aar
St d t P Your s £ s 1w tome o 2o on i Toow|
u en rogress smrs Foar Min P x| Clhy M =
Comprises 60% of the Overall Score Score  Your School Relative to Peer Horizon: Your School Relative to City Horizon
This Yegars Score: English Language Arts
259 out of 60
Medlan Growth Fercentie E10 EEE 22.8% 205
B “ B N
Megian Growsh Perceniie for 720 47.3% a7.2% 75
Bohools Lowest Thirg Bl LR 1.1 B34
Mathematios
Medlan Growth Fercentie E10 452% 3B.7% 205
n - N
Megian Growsh Perceniie for E8.0 4T% 28.0% 7
Bohools Lowest Thirg i LLE) E23 E
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Department of Progress Report

Education 2008-09
Prigrs
g What does this grade mean? How did this school perform?
m SCHOOL LEADER  Morly Ballen/Kinnarl Patel
Schools are assigned lefter grades basad on # This school's overall score for 2003-00is 87.8 ENROLLMENT 435
their overall Progress Report score. Schools « This score places the School in fhe 70 percentile of SCHOOLTYPE K-8
that get As and Bs are eligible for rewards. all K-8 schools Citywide—i.2., T percent of PEER INDEX 2.2
Schools that get Ds and Fs, or 3 Cs in a row, those schools scored lower than this school

face conseguences, including change in school
|eadership or school closure.

o commsom cogry o
School Each schools Progress Repart (1) measuras studant year-
- A to-ysar prug'ess i) nmlpa-esme EChOG! 10 pasr sfols
Environment 14.7 out of 15 How scores translate to grades: and [3) rewards success In moving all childran forward,
zspecialy cnldren with he grestest needs. The Prograss
» 5choois recelve letier grades hasad REpor Mmazsures Tour aneas;
Student an Melr overall Score School Emi :
chool Envirenmen
Performance 347 ot of 25 A e o oo e Uses parent, teather a3 Eesondary Elutent surveys ana
efler grade of A olner data 1 measire necessary candbons for Isaming:
altengance, academic supsctETons, communication.
Student » 5% of 56N00IS Eamed an A In 2008-09 engagement and safety and respeck.
Frogress 46.6 out of B0 ‘_1 A Student Performance
K-8 School Table — Overall Grades misuresr.unentskll leels In Englisn Languags Arts and
Additional S Stomiane O Summey Student Progress
- I A E&.0-100 ES.4% of schools measures average student Improvemeant from last year to
Credit 2.3 (15 max) 8 54670 13.1% of schodls ks yaar In Englsh Language Arts and Math.
< 4058 1.5% of schaals Closing the Achievement Gap
Overall o 3E 0429 0% of schools (gives schoois additional cradt for exemplany gains among
Score wsoccro | | o eme  momwe e
. L The back pSQe Drovides SPECC INfOnmation SBoLT haw the
schoo! parimed i each of tese arsas
Quality Review Score State Accountability Status
This school did not receive a Quality Review in 2D05-08. Based on its 2008-00 performance, this scheol is:

In Good Standing
This status is determined by the New ork State Department
of Education under the Mo Child Left Behind (NCLB) Act. is
separate from fhe schools Progress Report Grade.

Additional Information

Closing the Achievement Gap Peer Schools
Schools eamn additional credit when their high-need students make Each school's performance is compared to the performance of schools in s peer group.
exemplary gains. These gains are based on the percentage of high-need Peer schools are those Mew York City public schools with a student populafion mos like this
students who mmhydleastmhalfdaprm level in English school's population. Each school has up to 40 peer schools.
IiiZnF Arts or Math (e.g., student improves from 2.25 t0 2.75 in ELA, or
1o 3.70in Math). For Blementary and K-8 Schools, peer schools are determined based on the percentage
of students at each school that are English Languape Leamers, Special Education.
This compenent can only improve a school's Progress Report grade. | cannot Black/Hispanic and Titke | eligible.
lower a school's grade.

For Middle Schools, peer schools are determined based on the average ELA and Maih
proficiency levels of the school's students before they entered Middle Scheol.

[Exemplary The peer schools for Explore Charter School are:
Proficiency
Credit Gains Student Group DBN  School Name DBN School Name
English Language Arts 25Q213 F.5. 213 Paul Kiapper CEM131 P.8 151 Amsterdam
. 233156 F.5. 155 Laursion 10%0%5 P.5. 095 Shelia Mencher
- Englich Language Leamers BANSE  Achievement First- Crown Helghes Charter School 90132 F.5 138 Swwse
23.3% Special Education Students 70225 P8, 205 Sessice 7042 F.5 042 A, Vemam
1066 F.E. 56 SAXIS  Hyde Lesdership Charter School
- Hispanic Students in the Lowest Third Citywide 280147 F.5. 147 Ronaid Monalr ITOME PA M3
. E—— B4R703 Beginning WHh Children Charter Schocl 280148 P.EL 116 Willam C: Hughley
+15 48.2% Black Students in the Lowest Third Citywide 21K238 P.8. 233 Anne Sulkan 270153 F.5 153 Dr. Richard A Green
N Other Students in the Lowest Third Ctywide BAMIE4 Hariem Children's ZonsiPromise Academy Charler School ZIKATS P.EL 178 Saint Clalr Mcksiway
M350 F.5. 220 Mosholu Farway DIMIT1 P.ELATH Pafrick Henry
Mathematics BAXTIT  Carl C. lcatn Charter School
" 300137 P8 127 Asrospace Sclence Magne
- English Language Leamers B4R3ES  The UR Charter Schoal
37 6% Special Education Students DEMIT1 Amistad Dual Langusge Schodl
ITRIE! 8. 184 The Crown
- Hispanic Students in the Lowest Third Citywide B4NTOE Harriet Tubman Charfer School

W75 3E% Black Sudents in the Lowsst Third Gitywide a1 o &, O

- Other Students in the Lowest Third Citywide 2A32F.5. 152 Brookin
11X134 FEMS 134

|+ INACIES 1855 N3N 15 SO0 I TS CA0200TY

The Progress Report is a key component of Mayor Michael R. Bloomberg's and Chancellor Joe! |. Klein's Children First reforms. The Progress Report is designed to assist

adminisirators, principals and teachers in accelerading the leaming of all siudents. The Progress Report also enables students, parents and the public 1o hold the MYC Department

of Education and its schools accountable for student achievement and improvement and for ensuring a high quality educafion for every student in WY C's public schools. [Fyou have

any questions or comments about the Progress Report, please visit hitp:¥schools. nye. goviAccountabilty'SchooReports/Progress Reports/ or send us an email at
pr_support@schools myc. gov.
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Results by Category

HOW TO INTERPRET THIS CHART
A 5CN001 15 SYANIEtE0 by 354N how far IS 5c0r2 In 8ach category has
maoved along the rangs of scores for 3l senoals. Thase enarts snow that

In this example, the school's atiendance Is 35%. This Is
T5% of Ihe way from the lowast attendancs a1 any school

mavement 35 3 percentage. In the axampie to the rght, the school's scors Atendanca {807} to the highest stiendancs {100%).
Is 75% of thie waay Trom thie lowast to e highast score In the Ciy. 5% T5.00%
Baiow, the green charts on the [e*t compars e sehoal 1o
It 3 senool performe & the top end of e rangs, the bar will b2 fully Itz peer group. The biue charis on the ight compare the
shaded. Ha school parforms at the low nd of the range, e bar wil not school 9 schools Cltywide, Peer scores count three fimes
be shaded. If & 5CRO0 P2FOrms I the middie of the rangs, nalf the bar a2 MU 35 CRy s00r2s. Pear and CRy rangss ae b3sad on
will b= shaded the outcomes of schoals from 2003-08.
School Environment e [ [ [ i [~ [ [Tover]
School's s = Voo Wiz (S cysas| Number of
Comprises 15% of the Owverall Score Score Your Sclﬂool Re Il:ltive to IPeer Hctlrizon: Your Scllbool Fbe-ati\remlci'ly Horizon students
This Year's Score: Survay Scores (10 points)
147 out of 15
n Arademiz Expectations: 34 95.8%
Communication: 7.6 100.0%
Engagement: T4 80.8%
Safaty and Respect: 33 30.6%
Attendanca (5 polnts) 55.6% §T1%
Student Performance e A ol e T ol B e
School's s k= [ g i oy b
Comprises 25% of the Overall Score Score Your School Relative to Peer Horizon: | Your School Relative to City Horizon:
This Year's Score: Englizh Langusgs Artz
242 out of 25
Percentage of Studenis E3.5% MN74% 50.3% 234
A at Praficiéncy (Level 2 or &
Medlan Student Proficikency (1.00-4.50) 3az B7.5% B0 =
£L5]
Mathematics
Percentage of Students S7.6% 106.5% 56.3% 234
3L HTONCIENGY |LEWel 2 or 4] -- ¥y
Median Student Proficiency (1.00-4.50) 369 33.8% TE.4% 254
) 3T
St d t P Your i E e i £ e 2 [ran. o
udent Frogress School's o i e s cavan ey
Comprises 60% of the Owverall Score Score Your School Relative to Peer Horizon: | Your School Relative to City Horizon
This Year's Score: English Languags Arts
456 out of B0
Percentage of Sludents Making E1T% 207
A at Least 1 Year of Prograss
Percentage of Students In Scnoals B7.S% 6
LOWESI 113 SIUTENIS M3KING 31 LEas!
1 'Yaar of Frogress
Awerage Change In Student Prafizlenay 0.40 46
for Level 1 and Level 2 Students
Average Change In Student Proficlency 0.02) 161
for Level 3 and Level 4 Students
Mathematics
Percentage of Students Making B8 T% To.d% ET. 4% 207
at Least 1 Year of Progress |
Percentage of Sludants In Schoals E1.6% B5.6% B5.E% EE
Lowest 173 Studenls Making a1 Least CID) I
1 'Yaar of Frogress
Average Change In Student Proficlency 12
for Lavel 1 and Level 2 Shudents [T (] TG (13
Average Change In Student Srofiziency 008 B1.1% B.0% —: 195
Tor Level 3 and Level 4 Sludents [X) EED [
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Department of Progress Report
Education 200708

g BCHOOL Expilors Charter Sohool {B4K704)
Fapart ‘What does this grade mean? How did this achool parform?
Tanzn SCHOOL LEADER Morly Ballon
Schools are assigned ketter grades based on = This schoof's overall score for 2007-0E ks 38.5 ENROLLMENT 418
thelr gverall Progress Repost score. Schools » This scare places ihe School In the 98 percentile of BCHOOLTYPE K-8
that get As and Bs are eligible for rewards. all K-E schools Clywide—|.e., 98 percent of PEER INDEX 6221
Schools that get Ds and Fs, of 3 CE In @ row, those schools Ecored lower than this school
tace consequences, Including change In school *» This schoal oid not have a 2008 target because It dikd
leadership or school closure. notreceive 3 grade last year
o comae e sty e In This Report: |
Each schoals Frogress Report (1) measures siudent
School yearto-year progress, (2) compares the sohoal o peer
Environment 14.2 out of 15 A How gcorae franskaie to grages: zchoeis and {3) newards suscess In moving Al cnldren
2 1 forward, especialy chiicren wiin the greatest needs, The
# Bchools neceive iether graces Frogress Report measures four aneas:
Bbased on hedr overal scone N
Student School Environment
A & Schocis Wi an cwerall score
uses parent, facherans ssconoary shusent surveys and
Perrurmance 21? -DLrtl:IfZﬂ :Eth"!;ﬂn:-g;—:&5 recelie 8 oiner data o measure necessary condiions for l2aming:
afiendarce. academic expectations, communication
& 24% of schoois =amned an A In engagement and safsty and respect.
Student A nras Student Performance
Progress 50.3 out of 80
N measunes shedent sKII iewels in Engilish Language Ans.
a ] K-8 School Table — Overall Grades and keath,
Additional Orade Eoorm ranga City summary Student Progress
- A EE7-38.5 24% of schoals mEazures gserage sludent IMprovement from last year to
Credit 2.3 (15 max) = ey £2% of schoos i3 year In English Languags Ars and Math,
© 324436 24% of schools Closing the Achievement Gap
oma“ o 234-383 I% of schools J;ﬁﬂ:":::l:ﬁ J:EI'Q Creditfor exempiary gains among
F 225214 1% of schools narness slugerts.
Score sesaccr oo [ | A *
a 00 The Dack page provices speciic Iformation abour how'
he schood perfonmed in each of these arsas
Guality Review Score State Accountabiity Status
This school did not recelve a Qually Review In 2007-08. This school does nat have a State accountabilty s2atus for 2006-07.

Additional Information

Closing the Achievement Gap Peer Schools
Schoals eam additicnal cremt when thalr high-need stusents make Each 5chool's performance ks compared to the performance of 5choals In s peer groug.
exemplary gains. These gains are based on ihe percentage of high-need Peer schoals are those New Yark Clty public schocls with a student peputation most ke this
students wha Improve by at least ane-half of 3 proficiency level In English school's papulticn. Each school has up to 4D peer schaols.
Language Ars or Math (e.g., student Improves from 2.25 ta 2.75 I ELA, ar
3.20 o 3.70 In Matn). Schoals eam additienal credi for any one of e fve Fur Elementary and K—Bsmn-nts.peummmmnmsummunmpemmnge
nigh-need cateqonies of students ¥ the percentage of students In that category of sudents at each school that are English Language Learners, Special Eou
who achleve exemplary gains ks In the top 40% of al schools ciywlde. BlackHispanic and Title | elghble.
Tnis component can only IMprove & schools Progress Report grade. I cannot For Middie Sehooks, peer schools are detemined based on Me average ELA and Matn
lower a schoal's grage. praficiency levels of the schools students before they entered Midde School.
Examplary The peer schools for Explare Charter Schoal are:
Froficlancy
Credait  Galng Student Group DBM School Nama DBM  School Hama
Englieh Language Arts A2 P, 210 Pasl Kappar [ r——
00158 PS5 158 Laossbos D08 .5 005 Shids Maschee
- Englsh Language Leamers BAKISE Achisaist st Croen Halghts Chistar Schéal 200138 P.S5. 155 Sunviss
- Special Education Students OIS S 205 Eeside 200 5 042 R Vassam
18K08E P8 8 BOCIE Myde Lesduership Charter Schenl
- Hispanic Students in the Lowest Third Cltyaide HOIAT P 147 Fonskd Monek TIPS 045
BAKTDE Baginbisg Wih Chiblien Chirte Bstesl WA PS5, 118 Wik C. Hughlay
H1L.75 EaR b Biack Students In the Lowest Third Cltywide 2KIBE S 238 A Suiliven TTO1E3 P 16 D Richand R Gusms
N Other Students in the Lowest Third Cltywide BAMIES Mt Chisirees Ton wPusmiss Aoaserny Chaser Scha JIKTTE B5. 175 Suink Chik Mcksbwary
B . 260 Moshohs Puritesy CAMITY S, 71 Puirick Haney
Matnematics BAXTIT Gl . bsaha Chantar Sehosl
SIGIET PS 137 Aseapase Scisnce Magen
- Englsh Language Leamers BAKES The Ll Charier Schosl
- Speial Education Students COMZTY Awistedl Dol Lok iAgh Bchosl
AT P, 181 Th Ciowss
- Hispaniz Students in the Lowest Third Clyaide BAXPDS Ml Tubian Chanter Sehosl
T . 06 B
+1.8 45.7% Black Students In the Lowest Third Citywide DI P 111 Adsish S, Cesa
- Otner Students in the Lowest Third Cltywide M P2 T2 Buockn

T PSS 194

i) Ingicates jess han 15 students in Bhis category

The Progress Repart Is 3 key companent of Mayor Michas! R. Bloomberg's and Chaneslior Joel |, Klelin's Chikiren First reforme. The Pragress Report s decigned fo assist
anminisiratons, principals ant E3chers I accelerating e leaming of 3l sugents. The Progress Repor also enables students, parents and the publc o ol e NYC Department
aof Education and Bs schools far stugent ane aNd far ensunng a high qualty education for every student In NYC'S PUBIC Schaols. ¥ you nave
any guestions or comments about the Progress Report, pleasevlsnn‘np.rmmyc.guum;: ports/Progr Eporis/ or send us an emall at
Pr_sUppart@schaals.nyc gav.
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Results by Category

HOW TO INTERFRET THIS CHART

A schonl is evaluated by asking how far ils score In each categroy nas e o 7=%  acow| i iniz ewamole, the schoofs attendance iz S3% . This ks
moved alorg the range of scores for all schools. These charls show fhat Muz| T5% of the way from £he lowest afi=ndance at any schoel
movemant as 8 percentage. in the exampde & the right, the school’s score Atisndance {E0%) to Ine Righest atizndance (100% 1.
I 5% of ihe way #m e lowest bo e highest scone In te Chy. 0% TEO%

Selow, the green charts on fhe ke#f compare the school o
It & schocd perfames &t the top end of the range, e bar wil be faly &3 peer group. The Blue charts an e right compane the
shaded_ i a schoal performs 2t the low end af the range, the bar will nat schol o scheois Cltywide. Feer scores count free Smes
be shaced. If 2 schocl perfarms im the middie of e range, hat! the bar 1 much as City scores. Feerand Cily ranges ane basec on
will be shaded fihe cufcomes of schools from 2005-08.

: Your % £ e 2 s e 1
School Environment B - -
Comprises 13% of the Overall Score Score  Your Scrlmal Relaiti-.'e to F:eel Harilznn: ative to FTity Horizlun:

Tnls Years Soane Survey 2oorss (10 points)
0345 x 15 = 142

u Azacemic Expectaions: a4 BRO%

Commurication: TE 104.6%

1000%

Ergagement: TE ERE%

=ty and Respact 20 ETE%

Attandance {5 points) 56 1% BEE% 80.2%
S-t d t P f Your % e 2om row oo 23 % o%
udent Ferrormance School's et Farting -
Comprises 25% of the Overall Score Score  Your School Relative to Peer Horizon: Your School Relative to City Horizon:
Tnls Year's Scare Englich Language Aris
0668 x 25 = 117
Fercentage of Sluden Ti% 0% % M5
A R Al ~
Median Student Froficiency 4. EF] BETH 2.0% M5
273 - a3 ELS)
Mathamaties
Facentage of Studer s22% B8 15
o o “-- -
Median Student Froficiency {1.00-4.50k EEH] BEA% M5
278 553
S.t d t P Your o 2= 20w e = 22 % ool
udent Progress e e e
Comprises 60% of the Overall Score Score  Your School Relative to Peer Horizon: Your School Relative to City Horizon:
Tnis Years Score English Langusage Ars
0.835 x & = 50.3
Fercentage of Gludents Making EE3% E1E% 130
A at Least 1 Year of Frogress
Fercentage of Gluderts In Achoeis 210% ELE% =
Lowest /3 Students Making at Least
1 ¥ear of Progress
rage Change In Student Froficiency L] BLA% 7
for Lewel 1 and Level 2 Bludents
werage Change In Stugent Profziency 004 A% 112
for Lewed 3 and Level 4 Students
Mathematiss
Fecentage of Students Making Tidn EB3% 128
at Least 1 Year of Frogress
Fecentage of Sludents In Achool's B45% B32% 52
Lowest /3 Students Making at Least
1 Year of Progress
Ayerage Change In Studert Froficiency 0ss 100.0% 45
for Lewed 1 and Level 2 Students
werage Crange In Student Srofiziency 043 s 143

dor Lavwel 3 and Level 4 Studerss
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