
Progress Toward Goals 
2007-08 

 
Charter School Name: The Hellenic Classical Charter 

School Year: 2007-2008 
 

Goal/Objective: 
Desired Level of Attainment 

Actual Result: 
Observed  

Level of Attainment 

Measure Used 
To Indicate 

Attainment of 
The 

Goal/ 
Objective 

Was 
the 

Goal/ 
Objecti
ve Met? 

(Y/N) 

Explanation if Not Met 

75% of kindergarten students 
will perform at Level 1 on the 
rhyme recognition (RR), 
rhyme generation (RG), 
syllable clapping (SC) and 
initial consonants (IC) and at 
or above a Level 2 on ABC 
recognition (ABC) and 
spelling (SP) strands on the 
Spring administration of the 
ECLAS-2. 
 

92% of students 
performed at level 1 
for RR, 94% on RG, 
94% on SC, 96% on 
IC, 94% for ABC 
recognition and 78% 
for spelling.  

ECLAS2 Reading 
Assessment 

Yes  
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75% of the first grade students 
will perform at Level 4 on the 
spelling and decoding strands 
on the spring administration of 
the ECLAS-2. 
 

73% performed at a 
level 4 for decoding. 
65% of students 
obtained a level 4 on 
spelling  

ECLAS2 Reading 
Assessment 

No While HCCS fell short of our goal, there 
was a significant improvement over the 
course of the year and a 26% increase in 
decoding skills from last year and a 7% 
increase in spelling results. The goal was 
not met because there is a need for 
increased concentration on differentiated 
instruction and grade level planning.     
Action plan: newly hired academic 
intervention specialists will provide 
targeted assistance using research based, 
proven to be effective curriculum to 
students that are struggling in all areas of 
literacy. Teaching assistants in each first 
grade class will further reduce the teacher: 
student ratio. In addition, the TA’s will 
administer AIS services to select students.  
Differentiated professional development 
will be provided to teachers focusing on 
literacy strategies and skills; routines 
during literacy workshops; Via Project 
PICCS we will continue to analyze student 
data in order to make plans for instruction; 
develop curriculum maps and provide co-
planning time.   
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75% of the second grade 
students will perform at or 
above Level 6 on spelling and 
decoding strands on the spring 
administration of the ECLAS-2.  
 

71% performed at a 
level 6 for decoding. 
40% of students 
performed at a level 6 
for spelling. 

ECLAS2 Reading 
Assessment 

No While the percentage of proficiency was 
lower than expected, when compared to the 
fall administration there is an 
improvement.  On the spelling strand in the 
fall 33% of the students were proficient.  On 
the decoding strand only 51% were at grade 
level in the fall.  Now there are 71% - a 
significant improvement. In addition, there 
is a great increase in the number of 
students scoring on grade level from last 
year. Last year, there were 33.3% on level in 
spelling; this year 40%.  Last year, there 
were 66.7% on level in decoding; this year 
71%. The goal was not met because there 
needs to be more intensive focus on 
differentiated instruction and grade level 
planning.   
Action plan: newly hired academic 
intervention specialists will provide 
targeted assistance using research based, 
proven to be effective curriculum to 
students who are struggling in all areas of 
literacy. Professional development will be 
provided to teachers focusing on literacy 
strategies and skills; longer periods of time 
for literacy; Via Project PICCS we will 
continue to analyze student data in order to 
make plans for instruction, develop 
curriculum maps aligned to the standards.    
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75% of 3rd through 8th graders 
enrolled in at least their second 
year of HCCS will perform at or 
above Level 3 on the New York 
State English Language Arts 
(ELA) examination. 

69% of students scored 
a level 3 or 4(see chart 
on page 24 for a grade 
by grade analysis)  

NYS English 
Language Arts 
Examination 

No The goal was not achieved because of two 
reasons: more academic rigor is needed and 
modifications need to be made in order to 
meet the individual needs of the diverse 
students. Action Plan:  
Looping will be piloted for the first time at 
HCCS.  A second grade teacher with 
positive measurable results, will loop with 
her class to the third grade; increased time 
on grade planning; In addition, teacher 
staffing was changed; newly hired 
academic intervention specialists will 
provide targeted assistance using research 
based, proven to be effective curriculum to 
students who are struggling in all areas of 
literacy; as a school wide Title I school we 
will offer after school, Saturday and 
summer school programs; focused and 
specific professional development utilizing 
best practices in literacy methodologies and 
strategic activities will be implemented to 
build teacher capacity. 
Differentiated professional development 
will be provided for each teacher in the 
testing grades with a focus on testing as a 
genre, reading strategies and skills, using 
student data to plan for instruction; Grades 
5, 6, 7 will be departmentalized and 
therefore instruction will be taught by 
subject specialists.       
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Each year, the School’s 
aggregate Performance Index on 
the New York State ELA will 
meet its Annual Measurable 
Objective set forth in the State’s 
No Child Left Behind (NCLB) 
accountability system.  
 

Performance Index for 
ELA is 175 

New York 
State/NCLB 
accountability 
system 

Yes  

Each year, the percent of 
students who are enrolled in at 
least their second year at HCCS 
and performing at or above 
Level 3 on the New York State 
ELA examination in each tested 
grade will be greater than that of 
CSD 15 and the citywide 
average. 
 

Grade 3 and 4 students 
did not perform higher 
than CSD 15 and 
citywide. Grades 5 and 
6 did perform higher 
than CSD15 and 
citywide students for 
the NYS ELA 
examination 

New York State 
Report/ 
NY Start 

No Grades five and six achieved this goal, and 
we believe that in the two grades that did 
not meet the goal, this was due to two 
things: more academic rigor is needed and 
modifications need to be made in order to 
meet the individual needs of the diverse 
students.  
Action Plan:  
Looping will be piloted for the first time at 
HCCS.  A second grade teacher with 
positive measurable results, will loop with 
her class to the third grade; increased time 
on grade planning; In addition, teacher 
staffing was changed; newly hired 
academic intervention specialists will 
provide targeted assistance using research 
based, proven to be effective curriculum to 
students who are struggling in all areas of 
literacy; as a school wide Title I school we 
will offer after school, Saturday and 
summer school programs; focused and 
specific professional development utilizing 
best practices in literacy methodologies and 
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strategic activities will be implemented to 
build teacher capacity. 
Differentiated professional development will 
be provided for each teacher in the testing 
grades with a focus on testing as a genre, 
reading strategies and skills, using student 
data to plan for instruction; Grades 5, 6, 7 
will be departmentalized and therefore 
instruction will be taught by subject 
specialists.       
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Conditional upon the 
data for similar 
school being made 
available to HCCS, each 
year, the percent of  
students performing at or  
above Level 3 on the  
New York State ELA  
exam in each tested  
grade will place the  
school in the top quartile  
for all similar schools as 
determined by the 
Department of Education 
and based on the similar 
school categories 
generated by the 
New York State  
department and the New 
York City Department of 
Education.  
 

Not available at this 
time 
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Grade level cohorts of students 
(for Grades 2 and above) will 
reduce by one-half, the gap 
between their average NCE in 
the previous spring 
administration of the ITBS, a 
nationally- norm reading test, 
and an NCE of 50 (grade level) 
in the current spring. 

Analysis of grade by 
grade cohorts 
demonstrated growth 
in the areas of total 
reading and social 
studies in grade 2.  

ITBS (Iowa Test of 
Basic Skills) 

no Due to a change of administration, an 
analysis of NCE scores was conducted 
grade by grade, Fall to Spring but not 
available for 2- year grade level cohorts. We 
are seeking the cohort material and will 
submit the material accordingly.   

75% of 3rd through 6th graders 
who are enrolled in at least their 
second year at HCCS will 
perform at or above Level 3 on 
the New York State Mathematics 
examination. 

74% of students scored 
a level 3 or 4 (see chart 
on page 33 for a grade 
by grade breakdown.)  

NYS Mathematics 
Examination 

No The goal was not met short by 1%.  3rd and 
5th grades met the goal.  The grades that did 
not meet the goal did not meet it because 
there is a need for intensive academic rigor 
and additional teacher support in how to 
differentiate instruction to meet the needs 
of the diverse children.   
Action Plan: 
The math curriculum will be aligned to the 
standards.  There will be an emphasis on 
math vocabulary terms, mathematical 
writing, mathematical reasoning, problem 
solving and accountable talk;  An academic 
intervention teacher will provide support in 
math to children that are at risk of meeting 
the standards; co-planning time will be 
provided for teachers; Project PICCS will 
provide teachers the ability to analyze data 
both quantitative and qualitative; the 
project will also provide unit planning;  
After school and Saturday sessions will be 
provided.    
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Each year, the School’s 
aggregate Performance Index on 
the New York State Mathematics 
exam will meet its Annual 
Measureable Objective set forth 
in the State’s No Child Left 
Behind (NCLB) accountability 
system.  
 

Performance Index for 
Mathematics is 180 

New York 
State/NCLB 

accountability 
system 

Yes  
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Each year, the percent of 
students who are enrolled in at 
least their second year at HCCS 
and performing at or above 
Level 3 on the New York State 
Mathematics examination in 
each tested grade will be greater 
than that of CSD 15 and the 
citywide average. 
 

Students in grade 3 
through 6 did not 
perform higher than 
students in CSD 15 and 
citywide on the NYS 
Mathematics exam 

 No The goal was not met by 1%.  3rd and 5th 
grades met the goal.  The grades that did 
not meet the goal did not meet it because 
there needs to be more intensive academic 
rigor and additional teacher support in how 
to differentiate instruction to meet the 
needs of each child.   
Action Plan: 
The math curriculum will be aligned to the 
standards.  There will accountable talk;  An 
academic intervention teacher will provide 
support in math to children that are at risk 
of meeting the standards; co-planning time 
will be provided for teachers; Project PICCS 
will provide teachers the ability to analyze 
data both quantitative and qualitative; the 
project will also provide unit planning;  
After school and Saturday sessions will be 
provided to emphasis on math vocabulary 
terms, mathematical writing, mathematical 
reasoning, problem solving and 
computation. 

Conditional upon the data for 
similar schools being made 
available to HCCS, each year, 
the percent of students 
performing at or above Level 
3 on the New York State 
Mathematics exam in each 
tested grade will place the 

Not available at this 
time 
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school in the top quartile of 
all similar schools as 
determined by the 
Department of Education and 
based on the similar school 
categories generated by the 
New York State department 
and the New York City 
Department of Education. 
 
75% of fourth graders who 
are enrolled in at least their 
second year at HCCS will 
perform at or above Level 3 
on the New York State 
Science examination. 

No results are 
available at this time 

NYS Science 
Examination 

NA NA 

Each year, the percent of 
students who are enrolled in 
at least their second year at 
HCCS and performing at or 
above Level 3 in the State 
Science exam in each tested 
grade will be greater than 
that of CSD 15 and the 
citywide average. 

No results are 
available at this time.  

NYS Science 
Examination 
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75% of fifth graders who are 
enrolled in at least their 
second year at HCCS will 
perform at or above Level 3 
on the New York State Social 
Studies examination. 

78.4% of students 
scored a level 3 or 4 
(see chart on page 41 
for a grade by grade 
analysis) 

NYS Social 
Studies 

Examination 

Yes  

Each year, the percent of 
students who are enrolled in 
at least their second year at 
HCCS and performing at or 
above Level 3 on the New 
York State Social Studies 
exam in each tested grade 
will be greater than that of 
CSD 15 and the citywide 
average. 
 

Not available at this 
time.  

   

 
 
 
 
 
 

   
 
 

 

 12



Progress Toward Goals 
2007-08 

 
Charter School Name: The Hellenic Classical Charter 

School Year: 2007-2008 
 

Goal/Objective: 
Desired Level of 

Attainment 

Actual Result: 
Observed  

Level of Attainment 

Measure Used 
To Indicate 

Attainment of 
The 

Goal/ 
Objective 

Was the 
Goal/ 

Objective 
Met? 
(Y/N) 

Explanation if Not Met 

Under the State’s No Child 
Left Behind accountability 
system, the School’s 
Accountability Status will 
be in “Good Standing” each 
year.  

HCCS is in good 
standing in ELA, 
Mathematics and 
Science according to 
NYS Education 
Department 

No Child Left Behind 
accountability system 

Yes  
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Each year, the school will 
have a daily attendance rate 
of at least 95%.  

HCCS had a 93.9% 
attendance rate this 
year.  

ATS No We fell short of its goal of 95% rate.  
However, there is an almost 2% 
increase from last year.  We did not 
achieve this goal because our 
attendance plummeted on the half days. 
In addition, the data shows that the 
majority of our student attendance 
issues are in the early childhood grades. 
Transportation issues are also an on-
going problem.   
Action Plan: HCCS will continue to 
provide more education to its parents in 
the important role they play in ensuring 
their children arrive to school everyday 
and on time and how strong attendance 
is tied to strong academic performance.  
More outreach will be made to parents 
whose children consistently exhibit 
excessive absences, including 
conferences with the guidance 
counselor and the principal.   Incentives 
will be employed to encourage pupil 
attendance.  Students with 100% 
attendance will be celebrated at PTA 
meetings twice a year. The principal 
will encourage good daily attendance 
by announcing the classes with 100% 
attendance on the public address 
system and distributing class 
certificates.      
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Each year, parents will 
express satisfaction with 
HCCS program, based on 
the school’s parent survey, 
in which at least 80% of all 
parents provide a positive 
response to each of the 
survey items.  

171 parents 
participated in the 
learning environment 
survey. 97% were 
very satisfied and 
satisfied with HCCS’s 
academic expectations 
and communication. 
99% were very 
satisfied with 
engagement and 94% 
strongly agreed and 
agreed to HCCS’s 
safety and respect.  

New York City 
Department of 
Education Parent 
Learning Environment 
Survey 

Yes  

Each year, 95% of all 
students enrolled in HCCS 
during the course of the 
school year, return the 
following September. 

HCCS has a retention 
rate of 95%.  

ATS- tracking 
discharges over the 
school year. 

Yes  
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Progress Toward Goals 
2007-08 

 
Charter School Name: The Hellenic Classical Charter 

School Year: 2007-2008 
 

Goal/Objective: 
Desired Level of 

Attainment 

Actual Result: 
Observed  

Level of Attainment 

Measure Used 
To Indicate 

Attainment of 
The 

Goal/Objective 

Was the Goal/ 
Objective Met? 

(Y/N) 

Explanation if Not Met 

Each year, HCCS will 
comply with all applicable 
laws, rules, regulations and 
contract terms including, 
but not limited to the New 
York Charter Schools Act, 
the New York Freedom of 
Information Law, the New 
York Open Meetings Law, 
the federal Individuals with 
Disabilities Education Act, 
and federal; Family 
Educational Rights and 
Privacy Act.  

The school has 
complied with all 
applicable laws, 
rules, regulations 
and contracts terms. 

HCCS complies with all 
applicable laws, rules, 
regulations and contract 
terms by following the New 
York State - NCLB 
accountability system,  all 
the school policies, the 
approved charter  and 
applicable law, rules and 
regulations.  All files 
required by law to be kept 
confidential are kept safe 
under lock, in the school 
offices that restrict access to 
only those individuals who 
are authorized to view these 
records. 

Yes  
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Upon completion of HCCS’ 
first year of operations and 
every year thereafter, the 
School will undergo an 
independent financial audit 
that will result in an 
unqualified opinion and no 
major findings 

The audited 
financial reports 
submitted to the 
DOE and SED by 
November 1st’s 
deadline, resulted in 
an unqualified 
opinion with no 
major findings. 

The accounting firm of GGK 
conducted the HCCS audit 
upon completion of the 
School’s second year of 
operations. Financial reports 
were submitted to DOE and 
SED by the November 1, 
2007 deadline in compliance 
with regulations. 

Yes 

Each year, HCCS will 
operate on a balanced 
budget and maintain a 
stable cash flow. 

HCCS has not yet 
closed its books for 
the 2007-2008 school 
years. However, 
interim financial 
reports during the 
school year indicate 
that the school has 
operated on a 
balanced budget 
and maintained a 
stable cash flow.   

HCCS’s bookkeeper enters 
revenue and expenses on a 
monthly basis.  HCCS’s 
accountant (KIWI Partners) 
generates financial reports 
on a monthly basis and 
verifies all work entered by 
the bookkeeper.  The 
Director of Operations 
oversees all financial 
operations to ensure that 
HCCS Internal Controls 
Policy is implemented in the 
accounting system.  Director 
of Operations reports to the 
BOT each month and 
provides financial reports 
showing a balanced budget 
and stable cash flow. 

Yes  
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Each year, the student 
enrollment at HCCS will be 
within 15% of full 
enrollment as defined in the 
School’s charter.  

 
 
 
HCCS met its goal 
for enrollment 
stability. In its final 
reconciliation 
report, HCCS 
reported 245 
enrolled.  The HCCS 
charter projected 
full enrollment is a 
total of 250 students 
for the 07-08 school 
year.  HCCS ended 
the 07-08 school 
year with 245 
students which was 
within the 15% of 
full enrollment and 
was well within the 
goal. 

 
 
 
HCCS submitted their 
reconciliation report using 
the template provided by the 
DOE showing 245 enrolled.  
The student information 
used for the reconciliation 
report was taken from the 
ATS system. 

 
 
 
Yes 

 

 

 
 
 
 

 
 

 

 

 



Hellenic Classical Charter School 
Annual Report 
August 1, 2008 

 
Goal I: HCCS students will become proficient readers of the English 

 Language.  
 
Measure 1 (Absolute): Student Performance on ECLAS-2. 
 

1. For the 2007-2008 through 2009-2010 school years, 75% of 
kindergarten students will perform at Level 1 on the rhyme recognition 
(RR), rhyme generation (RG), syllable clapping (SC) and initial 
consonants (IC) and at or above a Level 2 on ABC recognition (ABC) 
and spelling (SP) strands on the Spring administration of the ECLAS-2 

 
Method: HCCS administers the ECLAS-2, an early literacy assessment, to its 
Kindergartners at the end of each school year. The 2007-2008 school year is the 
second year the assessment was instituted at HCCS. 
 
Results: The following table provides the results of the 49 Kindergartners who 
were assessed using the ECLAS-2. The percentage of students scoring a 1 on 
RR, RG, SC and IC and a 2 on ABC and SP are indicated in Table 1.  
 
Table 1. Percent Kindergarten Students Proficient by Skill on ECLAS 
 RR RG SC IC ABC SP 
Grade K 
N=49 

92% 94% 94% 96% 94% 78% 

 
Analysis/Evaluation 
The overall average of students scoring as proficient is 91.3%.  This is a 10% 
increase from last year’s average of 81.4%.  This goal was met.   
 
Additional Evidence: Three of the most difficult subtests were not included in 
the accountability plan: Final Consonants (FC), Blending (BL), and Segmenting 
(SG). These three skills are central to phonemic awareness and future reading 
abilities and on these subtests, this group of Kindergarten students performed 
very well: 94% were proficient on FC, 90% on BL, and 86% on SG.  
 

2. For the 2007-2008 through 2009-2010 school years, 75% of the first 
grade students will perform at Level 4 on the spelling and decoding 
strands on the spring administration of the ECLAS-2. 

 
Method: ECLAS-2 was administered to First Grade students in Fall – the 
beginning of the school year- and in the Spring-at the end of the year. 
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Results: The results are as follows: 65% of the students were at grade level in 
Spelling while 73% were at grade level in Decoding.  
 
Table 2. Fall 2007 and Spring 2008: Percentage of Grade 1 Students at 
Grade Level on ECLAS-2 
 
Subtests Spelling and Decoding 
N= 52 Spelling Decoding 
Fall 2007 29% 35% 
Spring 2008 65% 73% 
 
Analysis/Evaluation:  
The results illustrated in Table 2 above indicate that with 65% of grade 1 
students at grade level in spelling and 73% of grade 1 students at grade level in 
decoding.  This goal was not met.  While HCCS fell short of our goal of having at 
least three quarters of our first grade students at grade level in these skills, they 
did exhibit significant improvement over the course of the year.  In addition, 
compared to last year’s results there is a 7% increase in the spelling results and 
a 26% increase in the decoding results.   
 
Additional Evidence: 
While the percentage of proficiency was lower than expected, when compared to 
the fall administration there is meaningful improvement.  On the spelling strand in 
the fall 29% of the students were at grade level; now 65% are proficient.  On the 
decoding strand only 35% were at grade level in the fall; now there are 73% at 
proficient level. This is a significant improvement.    
 
3. For the 2007-2008 through 2009-2010 school years, 75% of the second 
grade students will perform at or above Level 6 on spelling and decoding strands 
on the spring administration of the ECLAS-2.  
 
Method: HCCS administered the ECLAS-2 to its Grade 2 students in Fall 2007- 
the beginning of the school year- and Spring 2008- the end of the school year. 
 
Results: Table 3 below highlights the results of the administration of the ECLAS-
2 for Grade 2.  
 
Table 3. Fall 2007 and Spring 2008: Percentage of Grade 2 Students at 
Grade Level on ECLAS-2  
 
Subtests Spelling and Decoding 
N= 45 Spelling Decoding 
Fall 2007 33% 51% 
Spring 2008 40% 71% 
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Analysis/Evaluation:  
The results delineated in Table 3 indicate that with only 40% of the HCCS Grade 
2 students scoring at grade level in spelling and 71% of HCCS Grade 2 students 
scoring at grade level in decoding, the goal of having at least three quarters of 
the second graders performing at grade level on these skills was not met.  
 
  
Additional Evidence:  
While the percentage of proficiency was lower than expected, when compared to 
the fall administration there is an improvement.  On the spelling strand in the fall 
33% of the students were proficient.  On the decoding strand only 51% were at 
grade level in the fall.  Now there are 71% - a significant improvement. In 
addition, there is a great increase in the number of students scoring on grade 
level from last year. Last year, there were 33.3% on level in spelling; this year 
40%.  Last year, there were 66.7% on level in decoding; this year 71%.   
 
Monitoring for Results Chart 
DRA Assessment results are to demonstrate growth in the area of reading school 
wide. Total average for the school is 75% of students in Grades K through 6 
reading above level. 
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Student Assessment Data 
New York State Assessment Results 

Grades 3 – 8 ELA and Math 
2007-08 Annual Report 

 
 

    Name of Charter School: Hellenic Classical Charter School 
 

Grades 3 – 8 State ELA Assessments Results 

 

Grade 3 Grade 4 Grade 5 Grade 6 Grade 7 Grade 8 Year 
of 

Test L1 L2 L3 L4 L1 L2 L3 L4 L1 L2 L3 L4 L1 L2 L3 L4 L1 L2 L3 L4 L1 L2 L3 L4 
2007-
08 

1 11 11 1 1 8 16 0 2 2 18 1 0 8 19 0    

2006-
07 

1 3 20 2 2 6 14 1 1 4 18 2    

2005-
06 

3 3 11 1 1 3 11 1                 

 
Grades 3 – 8 State Math Assessments Results 

 

Grade 3 Grade 4 Grade 5 Grade 6 Grade 7 Grade 8 Year 
of 

Test L1 L2 L3 L4 L1 L2 L3 L4 L1 L2 L3 L4 L1 L2 L3 L4 L1 L2 L3 L4 L1 L2 L3 L4 
2007-
08 

2 3 17 1 1 6 13 5 0 4 14 5 1 7 16 3    

2006-
07 

0 2 15 9 0 6 14 3 2 5 14 4    

2005-
06 

2 1 11 4 1 3 7 5                 
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Measure 2 (Absolute): Student Performance on the New York State ELA 
Examination. 
 
1.  For the 2007-08 through 2009-10 school years, 75% of 3rd through 8th  
 graders enrolled in at least their second year of HCCS will perform at or  
 above Level 3 on the New York State English Language Arts (ELA)   
 examination.  
 
Method: New York State administers an annual English Language Arts exam to 
grades 3 through 8. Students who score a level 3 or 4 demonstrate proficiency in 
ELA. In January, HCCS administered the ELA test to its Grade 3, 4, 5 and 6 
classes.  
 
Table 4.  Number and Percent of HCCS Students Performing at Levels 1 – 4 
on the NYS ELA Assessment in Grades 3-6.  
 Levels: 1(%) 2(%) 3(%) 4(%) 3 + 4 (%) 
Grade 3 
 
 

2-yr 
Cohorts 
n= 15 

1 (6.7%) 6(40.2%) 7(46.2%) 1(6.7%) 8(53.6%) 

 All 
Students 
n= 24 

 1 (4%) 11 (46%) 11(46%) 1 (4%) 12 (50%) 

Grade 4 2-yr 
Cohorts 
n= 19 

1 (5.3%) 6(32%) 12(62%) 0 (0%) 12(63.6%)

 All 
Students 
n=25 

1(4%) 8 (32%) 16(64%) 0 (0%) 16 (64%) 

Grade 5 
 

2-yr 
Cohorts 
n=18 

2 (11%) 2(11%) 13 (72%) 1(5.5%) 14(77%) 

 All 
Students 
n=23 

2(9%) 2(9%) 18 (78%) 1 (4%) 19 (83%) 

Grade 6 2-yr 
Cohorts 
n= 22 

0 (0%) 5(22.5%) 17(76.5%) 0(0%) 17(76.5%)

 All 
Students 
n=27 

0 (0%) 8 (30%) 19 (70%) 0 (0%)  19 (70%) 

All 
Grades 

2-yr 
Cohorts 
n=74 

4 (5.4%) 19 
(25.6%) 

49 (66%) 2 (2.7%) 51 (69%) 

 All 
Students 
n=99 

4 (4%) 29 (29%) 64 (64%) 2 (2%) 66 (66%) 
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Table 5.  Number and Percent of HCCS Special Education 
Students Performing at Levels 1 – 4 on the NYS ELA Assessment in Grades 
3-6.  
 
 Levels: 1(%) 2(%) 3(%) 4(%) 3 + 4 (%) 
Grade 3 n=2 

 
0 (0%) 1 (4.1%) 1 (4.1%) 0(0%) 1 (4.1%) 

Grade 4 n=3 
 

0(0%) 3 (12%)  (0%) 0(0%) 0(0%) 

Grade 5 n=3 
 

1 (4.3%) 0 (0%)  2(8.6%) 0(0%) 2 (8.6%) 

Grade 6 n=0 
 

0(0%) 0(0%) 0(0%) 0(0%) 0(0%) 

 
Analysis/Evaluation:  
On average, 66% of the students in all grades 3-6 performed at or above a level 
3 on the NYS ELA exam.  On average, 69% of the students in the two year 
cohort scored at or above a level 3 on the NYS ELA exam.  This goal was met in 
grades 5 and 6 but not achieved in grades 3 and 4. In grades 3,4,6 there were no 
level 1’s for special education children.  There was only one student that received 
a level 1 in grade 5.   
 
Additional Evidence: HCCS is confident that it is making progress in the 
acquisition of English Language Arts skills by all its students.  Its students in 
grades 5 and 6 outperformed the school’s stated goals.  In addition, the 
monitoring for results chart shows evidence that there is an increase in students 
reaching the benchmarks in grades 3-6.  Overall the DRA assessments show 
that the school average is 75%. It also shows evidence that the 4th grade has 
92% of the students meeting the benchmark and that 3rd grade has 78% of the 
students meeting the benchmark.  Qualitative data:  This year teachers collected 
student work for writing portfolios in all grades.  Each portfolio contained 7-10 
pieces of student work aligned to the standards for each writing genre.  The 
quality of student writing improved significantly evidenced by the number of 
students that had standards-based portfolios.   
  
 
Action Plan:  
Looping will be piloted for the first time at HCCS.  A second grade teacher with 
positive measurable results will loop with her class to the third grade; increased 
teacher time will be provided for co-planning; In addition, teacher staffing was 
changed. Teachers were reassigned to areas of their strength; newly hired 
academic intervention specialists will provide targeted assistance using research 
based, proven to be effective curriculum to students who are struggling in all 
areas of literacy; as a school wide Title I school we will offer after school, 
Saturday and summer school programs; focused and specific professional 
development utilizing best practices in literacy methodologies and strategic 
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activities will be implemented to build teacher capacity. Differentiated 
professional development will be provided for each teacher in the testing grades 
with a focus on testing as a genre, reading strategies and skills, using student 
data to plan for instruction; Grades 5, 6, 7 will be departmentalized and therefore 
instruction will be taught by subject specialists.       
 
2. Each year, the School’s aggregate Performance Index on the New York       

State ELA will meet its Annual Measurable Objective set forth in the 
State’s No Child Left Behind (NCLB) accountability system.  

 
HCCS met its AMO and made annual yearly progress (AYP) and has been 
labeled as a “School in Good Standing”.   
 
 
Measure 3 (Comparative): Student performance as compared to students in 
similar schools and home districts on the New York State ELA 
Examination.  
 
1.  Each year, the percent of students who are enrolled in at least their 

second year at HCCS and performing at or above Level 3 on the New 
York State ELA examination in each tested grade will be greater than that 
of CSD 15 and the citywide average. 

 
Method: HCCS compares its two-year cohort performance at each grade level 
against Community School District 15 and the City. 
 
Results:  As table 6 indicates HCCS outperforms the city and the district in 
grades 4, 5, and 6 with its two year cohorts.  It did not achieve this goal in grade 
3.   
 
Action Plan:  HCCS will continue to commit itself to strong professional 
development and use on-going assessment to drive instruction decisions in the 
classroom.  Intensive support will be given to grades 3and 4.  Looping will be 
piloted for the first time at HCCS.  A second grade teacher with positive 
measurable results, will loop with her class to the third grade; increased time will 
be provided for on grade level planning; In addition, teacher staffing was 
changed; newly hired academic intervention specialists will provide targeted 
assistance using research based, proven to be effective curriculum to students 
who are struggling in all areas of literacy; as a school wide Title I school we will 
offer after school, Saturday and summer school programs; focused and specific 
professional development utilizing best practices in literacy methodologies and 
strategic activities will be implemented to build teacher capacity. 
Differentiated professional development will be provided for each teacher in the 
testing grades with a focus on testing as a genre, reading strategies and skills, 
using student data to plan for instruction; Grades 5, 6, 7 will be departmentalized 
and therefore instruction will be provided by subject specialists.   
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Table 6. Comparison of HCCS Performance on 2008 NYS ELA versus the 
City and District 15 
 
2008 ELA Test  HCCS Citywide CSD 15 
Grade 3 2-yr Cohorts 53.6% 60% 66% 
Grade 4 2-yr Cohorts 63.6% 61.3% 68.9% 
Grade 5 2-yr Cohorts 77% 69.2% 74% 
Grade 6 2-yr Cohorts 76.5% 52.7% 55.5% 
 
 
Graph 1. Graphical Illustration of HCCS Performance on 2008 NYS ELA 
versus the City and District 15. 
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Analysis/Evaluation:  
According to graph 1 HCCS outperformed the city and the district in grades five 
and six.  It did not achieve this goal in grades 3 and 4.  In grade 4 however, 
HCCS outperformed the city.   
 
Action Plan:  
The school will continue to commit itself to strong professional development and 
use on going professional assessment to drive instructional decisions in the 
classroom.  HCCS will provide intensive focused work in grades 3 and 4 in the 
new year.  Looping will give the teacher an “extra month” in September. A 
second grade teacher with positive measurable results, will loop with her class to 
the third grade; increased time on grade planning; In addition, teacher staffing 
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was changed; newly hired academic intervention specialists will provide targeted 
assistance using research based, proven to be effective curriculum to students 
who are struggling in all areas of literacy; as a school wide Title I school we will 
offer after school, Saturday and summer school programs; focused and specific 
professional development utilizing best practices in literacy methodologies and 
strategic activities will be implemented to build teacher capacity. 
Differentiated professional development will be provided for each teacher in the 
testing grades with a focus on testing as a genre, reading strategies and skills, 
using student data to plan for instruction; Grades 5,6,7 will be departmentalized 
and therefore instruction will be taught by subject specialists.   
 
 
2. Conditional upon the data for similar schools being made available  to 

HCCS, each year, the percent of students performing at or above Level 3 
on the New York State ELA exam in each tested grade will place the 
school in the top quartile for all similar schools as  determined  by the 
Department of Education and based on the similar school categories 
generated by the New York State department and the New York City 
Department of Education.  

 
We have not been notified how our similar schools performed.  This analysis will 
be completed by The New York State Education Department later in the Fall.   
 
3. For the 2007-08 through 2009-10 school years, each grade-level cohort of 
students will reduce by one-half, the gap between the percent at or above Level 
3 on the current year’s New York State ELA exam. If a grade-level cohort 
exceeds 75% at or above Level 3 in the previous year, the cohort is expected to 
show at least an increase in the current year.  
 
Method: HCCS uses the results of the NYS ELA assessment for each two-year 
cohort in order to calculate progress towards this goal.  
 
Results: Table 7 below provides a breakdown of the results towards this goal.  In 
each grade level, the goal was not met.   
 
Table 7. Percent of Students in Two-Year Cohort Who Tested as 

Proficient (Levels 3+4) on NYS ELA Exam by School 
Year 

                SY 06-07     SY 07-08 Increase 
(Decrease) 

Grade 4 Two –
Year Cohorts 

72.2% 63.6% - 8.6% 

Grade 5 Two –
Year Cohorts 

86.7% 77% -9.7% 
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Analysis/Evaluation: This goal was not met with -8.6% decrease in grade 4 and 
-9.7 decrease in grade 5 cohort.   
 
Action Plan: As stated previously, the school will continue to commit itself to 
strong professional development and use the on going assessment to drive 
instructional decisions in the classroom.  Academic intervention services will be 
provided by AIS specialists for the students that need at risk services.  These 
providers include the following:  reading specialist, resource room teacher, 
guidance counselor, teaching assistants, and teachers providing one on one 
support.  Research based, proven to be effective programs will be used to deliver 
the instruction.   
 
Measure 4 (Value-Added): Student Proficiency on NCE for the Iowa Test of 
Basic Skills.  
 
1. For the 2007-08 through 2009-10 school years, grade level cohorts of 
students  (for Grades 2 and above) will reduce by one-half, the gap  between 
their average NCE in the previous spring administration of the ITBS, a nationally- 
normed reading test, and an NCE of 50 (grade level) in the current spring. If a 
grade-level cohort exceeds and NCE of 50 in the previous year, the cohort is 
expected to show at least an increase in the current year.  
 
Graph 2.  
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Summary   
The summary of the ITBS reading results indicate that our early childhood grades 
1 and 2 scored significantly better than last year.  This significant improvement is 
due to many reasons.  There was a focus on creating a student-friendly 
classroom environment, organizing a classroom library based on genre and 
theme, conducting student conferences and guided reading groups, and 
analyzing standards-based student work and the writing process this year.   
 
Action Plan We are aware of our data and we are actively planning for our 
improvement.  Through CEI-PEA - Project PICCS, a teacher incentive program 
we plan to conduct intensive professional development for our teachers.  In 
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particular the teachers will receive intensive training in differentiating instruction 
to meet the needs of our diverse students and how to analyze student data and 
make instructional decisions.  CEI-PEA has hired an extremely qualified former 
public school teacher to provide professional development.  The principal, also a 
former DOE principal and a public school teacher will provide meaningful, 
standards-based professional development. Teachers will conduct grade-level 
planning, write unit plans, focus on looking at student work, participate and reflect 
on focus walks, participate in study sessions and be invited to learn from the lab 
site.  Our newly appointed assistant principal and newly hired subject area 
specialists will need support as newly hired educators but will also provide 
guidance and support in their areas of expertise.  The ECLAS data shows 
evidence that our early childhood grades are showing significant progress. The 
programs will be further enhanced by assigning teacher assistants in grades 
Kindergarten and first. There will also be support in the upper grades.  A reading 
specialist and a resource room teacher have been hired to provide academic 
intervention services; they will provide both group and one on one student 
support using research-based best practices. The resource teacher will also 
provide mandated services to children with IEP’s.  The guidance counselor, with 
the assistance of the youth development counselor, will develop positive rapport 
with our children and assist in giving them the confidence, social skills and self 
esteem that they need.       
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Student Assessment Data 2007-08 
 

Name of Charter School: Hellenic Classical Charter School 
 
Name of Test: Iowa Test of Basic Skills (ITBS) Subtest: Total Reading 
 

Grade Date of 
Test 
(DOT) 

# 
Enrolled 
in 
Grade 
on DOT 

# 
Absent 
on the 
Grade 
on 
DOT 

#Exempted 
in Grade by 
IEP 

# 
Exempted 
in Grade 
by ELL 
Status 

# 
Students 
Assessed 
in 
Grade* 

Score 
(Indicate 
Type of 
Score, 
e.g., 
NCE) 

Qualitative 
Level and 
Percent 
Attaining* 
 
     * 

1 5/2008 52 0 0 0 52 NCE 46 
2 5/2008 45 0 0 0 45 NCE 40 
3 5/2008 24 0 0 0 24 NCE 44.4 
4 5/2008 25 0 0 0 25 NCE 45.4 
5 5/2008 23 0 0 0 23 NCE 48.3 
6 5/2008 27 0 0 0 27 NCE 46.6 

 
*This number should equal the number of students enrolled on the day of 
the test, minus the number absent and the number exempted by either 
their IEP or their ELL status.  

 
** If the assessment provides qualitative levels of achievement, e.g., “with 
honors”, indicate the applicable levels and the percent of students who took 
the test in each grade who attained each level. If not applicable, enter “NA”. 
 
*** For any other evaluative data that describe the performance of your 
students on the assessment given. If not applicable, enter “NA”. 
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Goal II. HCCS students will demonstrate proficiency in the 
understanding and application of mathematical skills and concepts.  
 
Measure 1 (Absolute): Student Performance on New York State 
Mathematics Examination. 
 
1. For the 2007-08 through 2009-10 school years, 75% of 3rd through 6th graders 

who are enrolled in at least their second year at HCCS will perform at or 
above Level 3 on the New York State Mathematics examination.  

 
Method: New York State administers an annual Mathematics exam to grades 3 
through 8. Students who score a level 3 or 4 demonstrate proficiency in ELA. In 
March, HCCS administered the Math test to its Grade 3, 4, 5 and 6 classes. 
 
Results: The results indicate that 74% of students in grades 3-6 are performing 
at levels 3 and 4.  This goal was not achieved.  
 
Summary: 
The goal was not met.  The target was missed by only 1%.  3rd and 5th grades 
met the goal.  The grades that did not achieve the goal did not meet it because 
there is a need for intensive academic rigor and additional teacher support in 
how to differentiate instruction to meet the needs of the diverse children. In 
addition, the data shows that only 1 special education student received a level 
one.   
 
Further Evidence: We are aware that we have to plan for increased math rigor 
and we are confident that we are making progress in mathematics.   
   
Action Plan: 
We have provided the time for our teachers to take the math curriculum and align 
it to the standards.  There will be an emphasis on math vocabulary terms, 
mathematical writing, mathematical reasoning, problem solving and accountable 
talk;  An academic intervention teacher will provide support in math to children 
that are at risk of meeting the standards; co-planning time will be provided for 
teachers; Project PICCS will provide teachers the ability to analyze data both 
quantitative and qualitative; the project will also provide co-planning time as well 
as the tools needed for unit planning time;  After school, Saturday sessions and 
summer school will be provided for invited students.  A newly hired certified math 
teacher will provide intensive tutoring as well as math coaching for teachers.   
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Table 8: Number and Percent of HCCS Students Performing at Levels 1- 4 
on the NYS Mathematics Assessment in Grades 3-6. 
 
 Levels: 1(%) 2(%) 3(%) 4(%) 3 + 4 (%) 
Grade 3 
 
 

2-yr 
Cohorts 
n=14  

1 (7%) 1 (7%) 11 (78%) 1 (7%) 12 
(85.2%) 

 All 
Students 
n= 23 

2(9%) 3 (13%) 17 (74%) 1(4%) 18 (78%) 

Grade 4 2-yr 
Cohorts 
n= 20 

1 (5%) 5 (25%) 9 (45%) 5 (25%) 14 (70%) 

 All 
Students 
n=25 

1 (4%) 6 (24%) 13 (52%) 5 (20%) 18 (72%) 

Grade 5 
 

2-yr 
Cohorts 
n=18 

0 (0%) 4 (22%) 11 (61%) 3 (16%) 14 
(78.4%) 

 All 
Students 
n=23 

0 (0%) 4 (17%) 14 (61%) 5(22%) 19(83%) 

Grade 6 2-yr 
Cohorts 
n= 22 

1 (4.5%) 6 (27%) 12 (54%) 3 (14%) 15(67.5%)

 All 
Students 
n=27 

1 (4%) 7(26%) 16(59%) 3(11%) 19(70%) 

All 
Grades 

2-yr 
Cohorts 
n= 74 

3 (4%) 16 
(21.6%) 

43 (58%) 12 (16%) 55 (74%) 

 All 
Students 
n=98 

4 (4%) 20 (20%) 60 (60%) 14(14%) 74 (74%) 
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Table 9: Number and Percent of HCCS Special Education Students 
Performing at Levels 1- 4 on the NYS Mathematics Assessment in Grades 
3-6. 
 
 Levels: 1(%) 2(%) 3(%) 4(%) 3 + 4 (%) 
Grade 3 n=2 

 
0(0%) 1(4.1%) 1(4.1%) 0(0%) 1(4.1%) 

Grade 4 n=3 
 

1(4%) 2(8%) 0(0%) 0(0%) 0(0%) 

Grade 5 n=3 
 

0(0%) 1(4.3%) 2(8.6%) 0(0%) 2(8.6%) 

Grade 6 n=0 
 

0(0%) 0(0%) 0(0%) 0(0%) 0(0%) 

 
Analysis/Evaluation: On average 74% of the students in all grades performed 
at or above a level 3 on the NYS Mathematics.  On average, 74% of the students 
in the two year cohort scored at or above level 3 on the NYS mathematics exam. 
In Grade 3 all students scored 78% and cohort grade 3 students scored 85.2%.  
This is an indication that the teacher needs further professional development in 
ELA rather than in math.  The other grades had increased results with all 
students tested rather than their cohort. Demonstration lessons will be conducted 
by the literacy consultant followed by debriefings and intervisitations.  The 
principal will analyze assessments with the classroom teachers and discuss 
appropriate next steps. Professional development in classroom management and 
how to establish transitional routines will be prepared.    
  
 
2. Each year, the School’s aggregate Performance Index on the New York State 

Mathematics exam will meet its Annual Measureable Objective set forth in the 
State’s No Child Left Behind (NCLB) accountability system.  

 
HCCS met its AMO and made annual yearly progress (AYP) and has been 
labeled as a “School in Good Standing”.   
 
 
Measure 2 (Comparative):  Student performance as compared to students 
in similar schools and home districts on the New York State Mathematics 
Examination. 
 

1. Each year, the percent of students who are enrolled in at least their 
second year at HCCS and performing at or above Level 3 on the New 
York State Mathematics examination in each tested grade will be greater 
than that of CSD 15 and the citywide average. 

 
Method: HCCS compares its two-year cohort performance at each grade level 
against Community School District 15 and the City. 
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Results: HCCS did not meet this goal.  Although HCCS scored above 75% in 
grade 3 and 5 cohorts it did not out perform the city and district.  
 
Analysis/Evaluation: While the school believes that it is making progress in the 
overall achievement of its students, it recognizes that focused attention and 
intervention is needed in the new school year.  The school is committed to 
providing high quality, differentiated, professional development to the teachers.   
 
Table 10. Comparison of HCCS Performance on 2008 NYS Math versus the 
City and District 15 
 
2008 Math Test HCCS Citywide CSD 15 
Grade 3 2-yr Cohorts 85.2% 87.2% 89.0% 
Grade 4 2-yr Cohorts 70% 79.7% 85.2% 
Grade 5 2-yr Cohorts 78.4% 79.2% 83.1 
Grade 6 2-yr Cohorts 67.5% 71.2% 73.2% 
 
Graph 3. Graphical Illustrations of HCCS Performance on 2008 NYS 
Math versus the City and District 15. 
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2.   Conditional upon the data for similar schools being made available to 
HCCS, each year, the percent of students performing at or above Level 3 on the 
New York State Mathematics exam in each tested grade will place the school in 
the top quartile of all similar schools as determined by the Department of 
Education and based on the similar school categories generated by the New 
York State department and the New York City Department of Education. 
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HCCS has not been provided with the results from the similar schools.  This 
analysis will be completed by The New York State Education Department later in 
the fall.    
 
3. For the 2007-08 through 2009-10 school years, each grade-level cohort of 
students will reduce by one-half, the gap between the percent at or above Level 
3 on previous year’s New York State Mathematics exam and 75% at or above 
Level 3 on the current year’s New York State Mathematics exam. If a grade level 
cohort exceeds 75% at or above Level 3 in the previous year, the cohort is 
expected to show at least an increase in the current year.  
 
Method: HCCS uses the results of the NYS Math assessment for each two-year 
cohort in order to calculate progress towards this goal.  
 
Results: Table summarizes progress towards this goal for Grades 4 and 5 on the 
NYS Math exam.  
 
Table 11. Percent of Students in Two-Year Cohort Who Tested as 

Proficient (Levels 3+4) on NYS Mathematics Exam by 
School Year 

 SY 06-07 SY 07-08 Increase 
(Decrease) 

Grade 4 Two-
Year Cohorts 

72.2% 70% -2.2 

Grade 5 Two-
Cohorts 

80% 78.4% 
 

-1.6 

 
Analysis/Evaluation: The grade 4 and 5 cohort fell short by not only decreasing 
in percent but by falling below 75% benchmark in grade 4.   
 
Additional Evidence: The school recognizes the need to provide additional 
professional development.  Academic intervention will be provided to students at 
risk of not meeting the standards.  The services will be conducted by an AIS 
teacher.  In addition, Project PICCS will provide teachers with a unit planning tool 
and a data system to analyze data.  Students will have math after school, 
Saturday and Summer school opportunities.    
 
Measure 3 (Value-Added): Student Proficiency on NCE for the Iowa Test of 
Basic Skills 
 

1. For the 2007-08 through 2009-10 school years, grade-level cohorts of 
students  (Grades 2 and above) will reduce by one-half, the gap 
between their average NCE in the previous spring administration of the 
ITBS, a nationally-normed mathematics test, and an NCE of 50 in the 
previous year, the cohort is expected to show at least an increase in 
the current year. 
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Summary: The results of the ITBS tests do demonstrate a decline from last 
year’s ITBS total math scores however; they are not indicator or reflect the 
significant progress Hellenic has experienced. They reflect a curriculum/program 
in transition and the precursor to the creative approach to expanding the learning 
of its staff and students.  
 
Action Plan: Through significant standards-based professional development 
provided by the principal and CEI-PEA consultants teachers will be in 
implementing and creating a more structured and clearly organized mathematics 
curriculum by creating and following the cross walks within our charter. We are 
taking these data results and are now effectively planning to assist in our active 
improvement. Teachers will be provided with intensive professional training for 
differentiating instruction to address all academic needs and levels. Teachers will 
also conduct grade level planning, unit planning and focusing on student work. 
There will also be support in all grades and the use of research-based 
interventions to promote student learning. We also have mathematics Academic 
Intervention Services provider and a resource room teacher that will provide 
intervention services; they will provide both group and one to one student support 
using research-based best practices.  
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Student Assessment Data 
2007-08 

 
Name of Charter School: Hellenic Classical Charter School 

 
Name of Test: Iowa Test of Basic Skills (ITBS) Subtest: Total Math 
 

Grade Date 
of Test 
(DOT) 

# 
Enrolled 
in 
Grade 
on DOT 

# 
Absent 
on the 
Grade 
on 
DOT 

#Exempted 
in Grade by 
IEP 

# 
Exempted 
in Grade 
by ELL 
Status 

# 
Students 
Assessed 
in 
Grade* 

Score 
(Indicate 
Type of 
Score, 
e.g., 
NCE) 

Qualitative 
Level and 
Percent 
Attaining* 
 
     * 

1 5/2008 52 0 0 0 52 NCE 37 
2 5/2008 45 0 0 0 45 NCE 36 
3 5/2008 24 0 0 0 24 NCE 45.2 
4 5/2008 25 0 0 0 25 NCE 46.8 
5 5/2008 23 0 0 0 23 NCE 46.6 
6 5/2008 27 0 0 0 27 NCE 54.6 

 
*This number should equal the number of students enrolled on the day of 
the test, minus the number absent and the number exempted by either 
their IEP or their ELL status.  

 
** If the assessment provides qualitative levels of achievement, e.g., “with 
honors”, indicate the applicable levels and the percent of students who took 
the test in each grade who attained each level. If not applicable, enter “NA”. 
 
*** For any other evaluative data that describe the performance of your 
students on the assessment given. If not applicable, enter “NA”. 
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Goal III.  HCCS students will demonstrate proficiency relevant to 
science achievement. 
 
Measure 1 (Absolute): Student Performance on the New York State Science 
Examination. 
 
1. For the 2007-08 through 2009-10 school years, 75% of fourth graders who 
are enrolled in at least their second year at HCCS will perform at or above Level 
3 on the New York State Science examination. 
 
Result 
The NYS Education Department has not released the science exam scores for 
the 2007-2008 school year.   
 
Measure 2 (Comparative): Student performance as compared to students in 
similar schools and home districts on the NYS Science examination. 
 

1. Each year, the percent of students who are enrolled in at least their 
second year at HCCS and performing at or above Level 3 in the State 
Science exam in each tested grade will be greater than that of CSD 15 
and the citywide average.  

 
ITBS Science scores 2007-2008 
 
Graph 5 
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Result 
Again the results on the ITBS show that the early childhood grades are achieving 
higher than 3, 4, 5 grades.   
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Student Assessment Data 
2007-08 

 
Name of Charter School: Hellenic Classical Charter School 

 
Name of Test: Iowa Test of Basic Skills (ITBS)   Subtest: 
Science 
 

Grade Date 
of Test 
(DOT) 

# 
Enrolled 
in 
Grade 
on DOT 

# 
Absent 
on the 
Grade 
on 
DOT 

#Exempted 
in Grade by 
IEP 

# 
Exempted 
in Grade 
by ELL 
Status 

# 
Students 
Assessed 
in 
Grade* 

Score 
(Indicate 
Type of 
Score, 
e.g., 
NCE) 

Qualitative 
Level and 
Percent 
Attaining* 
 
     * 

1 5/2008 52 0 0 0 52 NCE 48 
2 5/2008 45 0 0 0 45 NCE 50.5 
3 5/2008 24 0 0 0 24 NCE 44.5 
4 5/2008 25 0 0 0 25 NCE 41.6 
5 5/2008 23 0 0 0 23 NCE 46.5 
6 5/2008 27 0 0 0 27 NCE 50.4 

 
*This number should equal the number of students enrolled on the day of 
the test, minus the number absent and the number exempted by either 
their IEP or their ELL status.  

 
** If the assessment provides qualitative levels of achievement, e.g., “with 
honors”, indicate the applicable levels and the percent of students who took 
the test in each grade who attained each level. If not applicable, enter “NA”. 
 
*** For any other evaluative data that describe the performance of your 
students on the assessment given. If not applicable, enter “NA”. 
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Goal IV: HCCS students will demonstrate proficiency relevant to social 
studies. 
 
Measure 1 (Absolute): Student Performance on the New York State Social 
Studies Examination. 
 

1. For the 2007-08 through 2009-10 school years, 75% of fifth graders who 
are enrolled in at least their second year at HCCS will perform at or above 
Level 3 on the New York State Social Studies examination. 

 
Table 12: Number and Percent of HCCS Students Performing at Level 1-4 
on the NYS Social Studies Assessment in Grade 5.  
 Levels: 1(%) 2(%) 3(%) 4(%) 3 + 4 (%) 
Grade 5 
 

2-yr 
Cohorts 
n=18 

0 (0%) 4 (22%) 11 (61%) 3 (16.8%) 14(78.4%)

 All 
Students 
n=23 

0 (0%) 4 (17%) 15 (65%) 4 (17%) 19 (82%) 

 
Results: 82% of the fifth grade students performed at levels 3 and 4 and 78.4% 
of the cohort 2 achieved 78.4% at proficiency.  This is a 2% increase from last 
year.  This goal was successfully met.    
 
Measure 2 (Comparative):  Student performance as compared to students 
in similar schools and home districts on the NYS Social Studies 
examination.  
 

1. Each year, the percent of students who are enrolled in at least their 
second year at HCCS and performing at or above Level 3 on the New 
York State Social Studies exam in each tested grade will be greater than 
that of CSD 15 and the citywide average. 

 
ITBS Social Studies Scores 2007-2008  
Graph 6 
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        Student Assessment Data 
2007-08 

 
Name of Charter School: Hellenic Classical Charter School 

 
Name of Test: Iowa Test of Basic Skills (ITBS) Subtest: Social Studies 
 

Grade Date 
of Test 
(DOT) 

# 
Enrolled 
in 
Grade 
on DOT 

# 
Absent 
on the 
Grade 
on 
DOT 

#Exempted 
in Grade by 
IEP 

# 
Exempted 
in Grade 
by ELL 
Status 

# 
Students 
Assessed 
in 
Grade* 

Score 
(Indicate 
Type of 
Score, 
e.g., 
NCE) 

Qualitative 
Level and 
Percent 
Attaining* 
 
     * 

1 5/2008 52 0 0 0 52 NCE 47 
2 5/2008 45 0 0 0 45 NCE 59 
3 5/2008 24 0 0 0 24 NCE 48 
4 5/2008 25 0 0 0 25 NCE 45.6 
5 5/2008 23 0 0 0 23 NCE 45.3 
6 5/2008 27 0 0 0 27 NCE 48.2 

 
*This number should equal the number of students enrolled on the day of 
the test, minus the number absent and the number exempted by either 
their IEP or their ELL status.  

 
** If the assessment provides qualitative levels of achievement, e.g., “with 
honors”, indicate the applicable levels and the percent of students who took 
the test in each grade who attained each level. If not applicable, enter “NA”. 
 
*** For any other evaluative data that describe the performance of your 
students on the assessment given. If not applicable, enter “NA”. 
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New York State Assessment Results 
NYS English as a 
Second Language 
Achievement Test 

Year All Students General Education Students Students with Disabilities 

% Scoring: % Scoring: % Scoring at or 
above: 

  Total 
Tested 

 
<54 

 
55- 
64 

 
65-
84 

 
>85 

Total  
Tested 

 
<54 

 
55-
64 

 
65-
84 

 
>85 

Total 
Tested 

 
<54 

 
55-
64 

 
65-
84 

 
> 
85

2007-
08 

               

2006-
07 

5 0%  20% 60% 20% 5 0% 20% 60% 20%      

Listening & 
Speaking 
(Gr. K-1) 

2005-
06 

5 0% 20% 60% 20% 5 0% 20% 60% 20%      

2007-
08 

               

2006-
07 

5 40% 40% 0% 20% 5 40% 40% 0% 20%      

Reading 
&Writing 
(Gr. K-1) 

2005-
06 

5 40% 20% 40% 0% 5 40% 20% 40% 0%      

2007-
08 

               

2006-
07 

               

Listening & 
Speaking 
(Gr. 2-4) 

2005-
06 

               

2007-
08 

               

2006-
07 

               

Reading 
&Writing 
(Gr. 2-4) 

2005-
06 

               

2007-
08 

               

2006-
07 

               

Listening & 
Speaking 
(Gr. 5-6) 

2005-
06 

               

2007-
08 

               

2006-
07 

               

Reading & 
Writing 
(Gr. 5-6) 

2005-
06 
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Charter School Student Attrition Rates 

2007-08 
 
 

Student Attrition Rates 
 2007-2008 2006-2007 2005-2006 

Number of students leaving for lack 
of transportation 

7   

Number of students leaving for 
geographic reasons (e.g., out of 
state/district relocation) 

7   

Number of students leaving for more 
restrictive special education setting  

3   

Number of students leaving due to 
parental choice (e.g., school transfer 
closer to residence, local elementary 
school, parent convenience) 

18   

Number leaving for other reasons 
(undetermined) 

15   

Total number of students leaving. 50 17  
Highest Number Enrolled 

(July 1 – June 30) 
253 197  

Total Percent Attrition 19.5% 8.5%  
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Charter School Teacher Attrition Rates 
2007-08 

 
 

 2007-2008 2006-2007 2005-2006 
Number of Classroom Teachers 10 9 6 

Number of Special Area 
Teachers 

4 3 2 

Total Number of Teachers 14 12 8 
Total Number of Teachers 

Leaving 
2 2 1 

Total Percent Attrition 14% 16.7% 12.5% 
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Goal IV 
HCCS will be in “Good Standing” each year. 
 
Measure:  
Under the state’s No Child Left Behind accountability system, the school’s 
accountability status will be “Good Standing” each year. 
 
Method: 
HCCS administered the state assessments during the test administration periods 
to all enrolled students. The school status categories applied to each 
accountability measure under New York State’s accountability system lists our 
school as a school in good standing. 
 
Results: 
The 2007-2008 report from the New York State Education Department indicated 
that HCCS met its AMO and made the annual yearly progress (AYP) and is 
labeled as a school in good standing. The overall accountability status states that 
HCCS is in good standing in English Language Arts, mathematics and science 
for 2007-2008. 
 
This goal was successfully met.  
 
Goal V 
HCCS will meet or exceed attendance rates of the surrounding district. 
 
Measure 1: Student Attendance 
  
 1. Each year, the school will have a daily attendance rate of at least 95%. 
 
Method: HCCS can retrieve its attendance rate for the 2007-2008 from ATS 
which tracks student attendance among other important data. 
 
Results: HCCS had a 93.9% attendance rate this year. 
 
Analysis/Evaluation: 
HCCS fell short of its goal of 95% attendance rate. However, we have almost a 
2% increase from last year’s attendance rate. Last year’s attendance rate was 
92%. Data has not been released for the attendance rates of the surrounding 
District 15.  
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Additional Evidence: 
The school fell short of its stated goal and will continue to improve its school 
attendance plan. HCCS will implement new strategies in order to ensure parents 
uphold their responsibilities in their child’s attendance at school.  
 
Summary: 
In reviewing the daily attendance roster, HCCS identified certain days in which 
attendance plummeted. 
 

Date Attendance rate Reason 
10-31-07 77.1 ½ day of school for 

professional development
11-19-07 77.3 ½ day of school for 

parent teacher 
conferences 

12-14-07 66.4 ½ day of school for 
professional development

3-13.08 66.9 ½ day of school for 
parent teacher 
conferences 

Many parents have difficulties with child care when there is a half day of school. 
 
After reviewing our individual student attendance we have identified that 20 
students had over 20 absences this year. Of these students, 16 were in 
Kindergarten and First grades. Further analysis shows that 9 of these identified 
students had serious medical problems; 7 students were five years old and the 
parents needed to be informed of the importance of good attendance; 1 student 
has a disabled parent and difficulty bringing the child to school. 
 
The students that had excessive absences in grades 2-6, all but one student had 
medical conditions. Cases of educational neglect were appropriately reported to 
the Administration for Children’s Services. 
 
Action Plan: 
HCCS will continue to provide more education to its parents in the important role 
they play in ensuring their children arrive to school everyday and on time and 
how strong attendance is tied to strong academic performance.  More outreach 
will be made to parents whose children consistently exhibit excessive absences, 
including conferences with the guidance counselor and the principal.   Incentives 
will be employed to encourage pupil attendance.  Students with 100% 
attendance will be celebrated at PTA meetings twice a year. The principal will 
encourage good daily attendance by announcing the classes with 100% 
attendance on the public address system and distributing class certificates.      
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Goal VI 
Parent Satisfaction 
 
Measure I: HCCS parents will express a high satisfaction rating with the 
school. 
 
1. Each year, parents will express satisfaction with HCCS program, based on the 
school’s parent survey, in which at least 80% of all parents provide a positive 
response to each of the survey items. 
 
Method: 
The school distributed the New York City Department of Education Parent 
Learning Environment Survey to each parent in the Spring of 2008. 
 
Results: 
Once hundred and seventy parents completed the DOE Learning Environment 
Survey which represented 81% of the parent body. 
 

Survey Category % Very Satisfied and Satisfied 
  
Academic Expectations 97% 
Communication 97% 
Engagement 94% 
  

Survey Category % Strongly Agree and Agree 
Safety and Respect 94% 

 
 
Analysis/Evaluation: 
This goal was met by having 97% of all parents that returned the survey provide 
a positive response to the parent survey. We were successful in receiving 46% 
more parent surveys than last year. In addition, 41% more parent surveys were 
returned to HCCS than citywide. 
 
Additional Evidence: 
While HCCS achieved 81% return rate, those parents who did return the survey 
expressed a very high/high satisfaction with the school in all categories: 
academic expectations, communication, engagement and safety and respect. A 
copy of the 2008 parent survey is provided as Exhibit 1 to the report.  
 
Summary: 
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We are confident that parents are highly satisfied with their children’s experience 
thus far at the school. The school will continue to ensure going forward that it 
achieves a return rate of close to 100% of the parent survey in order to 
accurately evaluate itself against this goal.  
 
Action Plan: 
In order to ensure a return rate of close to 100% on the parent survey HCCS will 
once again tie return of the parent survey with the distribution of each student’s 
final report card. In addition, the importance of the parent survey results will be 
announced at parent teacher meetings and parent newsletters.  
 

2. Each year, 95% of all students enrolled in HCCS during the course of 
the school year will return the following September. 
 

 
Method: 
The school has tracked the number of students who have been discharged over 
the course of the school year and the reasons for the discharge. 
 
Results and Analysis/Evaluation: 
As of this writing of the annual report, no parent of a student who was enrolled as 
of the last day of school, June 25, 2008 has officially informed the school that 
he/she is withdrawing his or her child. Thus the school is currently operating 
under the assumption that all students who were enrolled as of June 25, 2008 
will be returning in September 2008. During the course of the year, 50 students 
(19.8%) out of 253 students were discharged before the end of the year. 
 
Of the 50 students who were discharged, 7 moved away making it impossible to 
attend HCCS; 7 left for lack of transportation; 3 students were placed in a more 
restrictive special education setting; 18 left because of parental choice; 15 were 
undetermined. 
 
37 students out of the 50 students discharged were discharged before the BEDS 
date 10/3/2007. 16 students out of 37 were new students to the school in 
September 2007. The 37 students who withdrew are not counted in the analysis 
as to whether the school has met its retention goal. The remaining 13 students 
who make up the true student attrition over the course of the school year, 
represent 5% attrition.  
 
Thus, the school had a 95% retention rate. This goal was successfully met.  
 
 
Additional Evidence: 
The 13 students that make the true student attrition left for the following reasons: 
3 students were admitted into a more restrictive setting, 7 withdrew because of 
the lack of transportation and 3 withdrew for parental choice. The three students 
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that were referred to the Committee of Special Education were evaluated and 
placed in an appropriate setting to meet their individual needs. The students that 
left for lack of transportation were satisfied with HCCS but were unable to receive 
transportation. While HCCS is ultimately holding itself accountable for parental 
decisions like those that result in the child leaving HCCS that decision is 
ultimately not based on dissatisfaction a parent may have had with HCCS’ 
academic program or school environment but rather on their own personal 
beliefs. 
 
Summary: 
We feel that overall our parents have a high satisfaction with HCCS. The parent 
surveys that were returned indicate a very high level of satisfaction with all 
aspects of the school, from its leadership, instructional staff, curriculum and 
academic program.  
 
 
Action Plan: 
In order to further decrease the number of students who decide to withdraw their 
children upon determining the school is not the right fit, HCCS will continue to 
plan exemplary, worthwhile informational parent events. These events will 
include: Parent workshops, kindergarten orientation, open houses, curriculum 
night, parent teacher conferences, art events including musical concerts, dance 
performances, visual arts exhibits and theater presentations, 
 
In addition, we will continue to update and enhance our newly developed web 
site. This year, the teachers published a monthly parent newsletter. Because of 
the positive feed back we have received, this practice will continue and be further 
developed in the new year. Our goal is to constantly keep our parents informed.  
 
If possible, those that discharge their children, the school leadership may try to 
ascertain from them the reasons for their withdrawing their child. If they reveal 
dissatisfaction with the school or perceived lack of fit between them and HCCS, 
the school may get valuable information from these parents as to what more the 
school needs to provide prospective parents. In addition, this information may 
indicate potential changes that may be deemed necessary in the school 
environment to influence a parent’s decision about withdrawal.  
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Goal VII: HCCS will meet all legal requirements and responsibilities. 
 
Measure 1: Adherence to Contract Terms 
 

1. Each year, HCCS will comply with all applicable laws, rules, 
regulations and contract terms including, but not limited to, the New 
York Charter Schools Act, the New York Freedom of Information Law, 
the New York Open Meetings Law, the federal Individuals with 
Disabilities Education Act, and federal Family Educational Rights and 
Privacy Act. 

 
The School has complied with all applicable laws, rules, regulations and 
contracts terms including, but not limited to, the New York Charter Schools Act, 
the New York Freedom of Information Law, the New York Open Meetings Law, 
the federal Individuals with Disabilities Education Act, and federal Family 
Educational Rights and Privacy Act. 
 
Goal VIII: HCCS will make responsible financial decisions and 

demonstrate sound fiscal practices and management. 
 
Measure 1: Financial Compliance 
 

1. Upon completion of HCCS’ first year of operations and every year 
thereafter, the School will undergo an independent financial audit that 
will result in an unqualified opinion and no major findings1. 

 
The accounting firm of GGK conducted the HCCS audit upon completion of the 
School’s second year of operations.  The audited financial reports, which were 
submitted to DOE and SED by the November 1, 2007 deadline in compliance 
with regulations, resulted in an unqualified opinion with no major findings.   GGK 
will not be conducting the School’s audit for the third year of operations due to 
GGK’s high increased fee.  The school has interviewed Sherb & Co., and Loeb & 
Troper, LLP and will engage with one of these firms upon school board approval 
on July 30, 2008. This audit will be submitted to DOE and SED by November 1, 
2008 in compliance with applicable law. 

 
 
Measure 2: Financial Viability 
                                                 
1 The NYCDOE will determine a finding to be “major” if it indicates a deliberate act of wrongdoing, 
reckless conduct or causes a loss of confidence in the abilities or integrity of the school or seriously 
jeopardizes the continued operation of the school. 
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1. Each year, HCCS will operate on a balanced budget2 and maintain a 

stable cash flow. 
2. HCCS has not yet closed its books for the 2007-08 school year, 

however, interim financial reports during the school year indicate that 
the school has operated on a balanced budget and maintained a stable 
cash flow.  

 
Measure 3:  Enrollment Stability 
 

1. Each year, the student enrollment at HCCS will be within 15% of full 
enrollment as defined in the School’s charter. 

 
During the 2007-08 school year, HCCS met its goal for enrollment stability.  In its 
final attendance day and ATS report, HCCS reported 245 full time enrolled 
students. The HCCS charter projected full enrollment to be a total of 250 
students during the 2007-08 school year. Thus, to be within 15% of full 
enrollment, HCCS needed to maintain no less than 220 students at the school.  
HCCS ended the school year with 245 registered students. HCCS was well 
within that goal. 
 
 
     
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
                                                 
2 A budget will be considered “balanced” if revenues equal or exceed expenditures. 
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THE UNIVERSITY OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK 
THE STATE EDUCATION DEPARTMENT 
OFFICE OF ELEMENTARY, MIDDLE,             CHARTER SCHOOL ANNUAL 
SECONDARY AND CONTINUING EDUCATION                   REPORT OF FISCAL PERFORMANCE                            PUBLIC SCHOOL 
CHOICE PROGRAMS                                   FOR THE SCHOOL YEAR ENDED 6/30/08 

Charter School Code: 

3 3 1 5 0 0 8 6 0 8 7 8 

ROOM 462, EDUCATION BUILDING ANNEX 
 ALBANY, NEW YORK 12234  
 

Charter School Name:  The Hellenic Classical Charter School 

Contact Person: Christina Tettonis, Principal Phone:  (718) 499-0957 

 
                                                                                                      EXPENDITURESREVENUES  

   SALARIES OTHER TOTAL   

A. STATE SOURCES  157,500  F. GENERAL ADMINISTRATION 362,580  208,841   571,421_     

B. FEDERAL SOURCES   41,626  G. INSTRUCTIONAL SUPERVISION 104,552    69,979  174,531      
   

 

C. PUBLIC SCHOOL DISTRICTS  H. ALL OTHER INSTRUCTION 780,698  213,804  994,493      
  

 

 1. BASIC OPERATING REVENUES 2,731,921 I. PUPIL SERVICES        9,009      9,009      
  

 

 2. STATE AID-PUPILS WITH  DISABILITIES    J. PUPILS WITH DISABILITIES             

 3. FED. AID-PUPILS WITH  DISABILITIES    K. TRANSPORTATION             

 4. OTHER REV FROM PUB SCH DISTRICTS    L. COMMUNITY SERVICE             

D. ALL OTHER REVENUES     19,752 M. OPERATION & MAINTENANCE 63,449__ 387,228  450,677      
   

 

E. TOTAL REVENUES FROM ALL SOURCES 2,950,799  N. EMPLOYEE BENEFITS 237,093   

   O. DEBT SERVICE          60   

   P. SCHOOL LUNCH    

S. ENROLLMENT       245   Q. CAPITAL EXPENSE 197,698    

T. EXPENDITURES PER PUPIL   10,755_  
        (R/S) 

 R. GRAND TOTAL EXPENDITURES 2,634,973 

 
COMPLETED FORM MUST BE RETURNED  

NO LATER THAN AUGUST 1, 2008  
 

Signature:           Date: July 17, 2008    
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