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Part 1. Executive Summary

School Overview and History:

Achievement First Endeavor Charter School is a middle school serving approximately 322
students from grade 5 through grade 8 in the 2010-2011 school year.l The school opened in
2006 with grade 5, and is currently operating at scale with students in grade 5 through 8.> The
school is currently housed in a private facility on 510 Waverly Avenue in District 13.> The student
body includes 1.6% English language learners and 13.9% special education students.

The school earned a C on its progress report in 2009-2010, an A in 2008-2009, and an A in 2007-
2008. The average attendance rate for the school year 2009 - 2010 was 95.8%". The school is
in good standing with state and federal accountability.5

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: October 12 & 13, 2010.

The following experts participated in the review of this school:

- Nancy Meakem, Director of Evaluation, Charter Schools Office, NYC DOE

- Aaron Listhaus, Chief Academic Officer, Charter Schools Office, NYC DOE

- Aquila Haynes, Director of Community Affairs, Charter Schools Office, NYC DOE
- Rana Khan, Director of Operations, Charter Schools Office, NYC DOE

- Julian Cohen, Director of Post-Secondary Readiness, NYC DOE

- Fred Lisker, Division of Students with Disabilities, NYC DOE

Renewal Recommendation:

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

The NYC DOE CSO has found Achievement First Endeavor 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,
Achievement First Endeavor 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.

The School will be offered this renewal with the following conditions:

1. The school must demonstrate improved student achievement by scoring in the 25"
percentile or above of all schools on the NYC DOE Progress Report within one year after

L NYC DOE ATS system

2 NYC DOE ATS system and charter agreement

® NYC DOE Location Code Generating System database. The school was chartered to serve students in
District 13 and District 16. The school’s previous location was in District 14.

* 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



http://www.schools.nyc.gov/

renewal, in the 50" percentile or above of all schools on the NYC DOE Progress Report
within two years after renewal, and in the 75" percentile or above of all schools on the
NYC DOE Progress Report in each of the 3rd, 4™ and 5" years after renewal.



Part 2: Findings

What the school does well

e The school has developed and implemented a rigorous assessment system and strong
data-tracking tools to monitor student performance and inform teaching and learning.

o The school administers a wide range of assessments to measure student levels
and progress in key subject areas and skills. Results from these assessments
are tracked in the online data tracking system “Athena,” created by Achievement
First. Teachers and administrators note the effectiveness of the new online tool
and note that while certain elements of the software are still in development, the
tool provides useful student, class, and school level data including item analysis
and longitudinal reports.

o The school benefits from data professional development program called “Data
Days” in which teachers, administrators and staff learn to use Athena data to
track student progress and inform school-wide planning and classroom
instruction. In 2008 the school improved structures to make this more
systematic.

e Rituals, routines and protocols are in place to ensure a safe and consistent environment
for students.
o Classes observed shared consistent norms, protocols and routines including
school-wide behavioral management techniques.
o Students note that they love their classes and feel safe, happy and challenged at
school.

e The school is reflective and uses a data-driven approach to make modifications and plan
for the future.

o The school has developed systems to survey teachers, parents and staff to
identify key areas of development. When certain areas of focus have required
additional attention, such as training in the use of data, the school has re-
organized its systems to better address these needs. The development of regular
“Data Day” professional development is an example.

o After reflecting on quantitative and qualitative data, the school decided to
prioritize the improvement of quality in reading and ELA achievement. This
entailed the re-structuring of the ELA curriculum and the creation of a
differentiated reading enrichment period for all members of the school
community.

o Inresponse to staff needs, the school developed a strong coaching model with
academic deans who provide ongoing professional development and support to
all teachers. These deans receive individualized support from the school leader
and from the Achievement First Charter Management Organization.

e The school promotes a culture of high expectations for all students and staff and
communicates these expectations clearly to all members of the community.

o The school has developed a consistent form of parent communication through in-
person meetings and newsletters sent home. Teachers also share regular
progress reports and call home frequently.

o The school leadership and staff meet frequently to establish priorities and to
address school-wide needs.

o Parents express satisfaction with the school and note strong communication
between school and parents.

e The school's Board of Trustees has functioned effectively in furthering the school’s
mission and vision, and maintains sound finances and internal controls.



o

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 Achievement First
Endeavor 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.

The school has effectively managed its operations and is currently located in a
newly constructed private facility that boasts state-of-the-art amenities and
resources for students.

According to the school’s audited financial statements for year ended June 30,
2010, the school possessed assets totaling $7,387,819 and total liabilities of
$1,468,435. All of the school’s net assets totaling $5,919,384 remain unrestricted
for use purposes. Achievement First Endeavor Charter School has about
$270,000 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.

What the school needs to improve

e The school should continue to support teachers in differentiating their instruction to
ensure that the individual learning needs of every student are met so that all students can
make progress.

o

The school earned a C on the 2009-2010 progress portion of the NYC DOE
progress report.

Some lessons observed provided full-group, teacher-directed instruction with
minimal opportunities to check for individual students’ understanding. In some
instances the needs of students who were struggling went unmet. Likewise, in
some instances high-performing students who finished tasks quickly and
appeared to understand the material were not challenged to move on to higher-
level learning opportunities.

The school has developed new coaching and professional development systems
to support teachers in using data to differentiate their instruction. This work
should continue.

e The school should work to ensure that all classrooms are rigorous and engaging, and
that all classes support the development of higher-order thinking and student voice in
order to meet the school’s goal of college readiness.

@)

The school earned a C on its 2009-2010 NYC DOE Progress Report, with an
overall score of 38.3, including low performance on ELA. The school has
pursued structural changes as well as revisions to curriculum and professional
development plans to address this need. These areas should continue to be a
focus of school improvement measures.

Some classes observed did not present students with the opportunity for thinking
critically or expressing their ideas.

e The school should continue to develop systems to effectively evaluate and support
school leaders at all levels, and should ensure that leadership transitions run smoothly to
ensure high performance and academic achievement at all times.

o

The school hired a new leader for the 2009-2010 school year. This principal
continues to receive coaching and support from the Achievement First Charter
Management Organization. The school notes that the transition to a second
school leader was challenging and seeks to develop improved systems for
leadership evaluation and succession.

e The school should continue to enhance systems to communicate with all constituents
including parents.



During the leadership transition, some parents expressed concern that they were
not effectively notified about changes and were not involved in decision-making
processes.

Some students and parents have expressed frustration that the school’'s
behavioral management system and dress code policy was too strict and
punitive. The school modified these systems accordingly but should continue to
involve parents and students in key decisions, and communicate these decisions
clearly to families.



Part 3: Charter School Goals

The Achievement First Endeavor 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 retrospective report and has been verified by the Charter Schools Office.

Achievement First Endeavor Charter School - Academic Goals

2006-2007 2007-2008 2008-2009 2009-2010 2010-2

Grade|5 5 6 5 6 7 5 6 7 8 5 6 7

Notes: Results based on 2007-2009 cut scores

For grade level cohorts that have been at the 52% 63% 66% 67%
school for one year, at least 50 percent of
students will perform at the proficient level.

Yes Yes Yes No

For grade level cohorts that have been at the 66% 67%
school for two years, at least 60 percent of
students will perform at the proficient level. Yes Yes

For grade level cohorts that have been at the 70%
school for three years, at least 70 percent of
students will perform at the proficient level. Yes

Absolute

For grade level cohorts that have been at the
school for four years, at least 80 percent of
students will perform at the proficient level.

For grade level cohorts that have been at the
school for five or more years, at least 90
percent of all students will perform at the
proficient level.

Each year, the school will earn a score sufficient N/A N/A N/A
to place it in the 75th percentile of all schools
on the "Progress" section of the citywide Information not

progress reports available

In years 2-5 of the charter, each grade-level
cohort of students will reduce by one-half the
gap between the percent at or above Level 3 on
the previous year’s State ELA exam and 75
percent at or above Level 3 on the current N/A Yes N/A
year’s State ELA exam. If a grade-level cohort
exceeds 75 percent at or above Level 3 in the

Information not available Information not available

Value-Added*




previous year, the cohort is expected to show at
least an increase in the current year

Each year, the school will earn a score sufficient
to place it in the 75th percentile of all schools
on the citywide progress reports

In the majority of grades, the percentage of
students performing at or above level 3 on the 5
state ELA exam will exceed the average
performance of students tested in the same
grades in the CSD in which the school is located

Comparative*

Information not available
Yes

From years 2-4, the school will receive a "B" or
high on the Student Progress section of the NYC
DOE Progress Report

Math

Grade|5 5 6 5 6 7 5 6 7 8 5 6 7

For grade level cohorts that have been at the 60% 85% 81% 85%
school for one year, at least 50 percent of
students will perform at the proficient level.

Yes Yes Yes Yes

For grade level cohorts that have been at the 90% 95% 92%
school for two years, at least 60 percent of

students will perform at the proficient level. Yes Yes Yes

For grade level cohorts that have been at the o
97% 98%
school for three years, at least 70 percent of o
students will perform at the proficient level.
Yes Yes

Absolute

For grade level cohorts that have been at the .
school for four years, at least 80 percent of 94%

students will perform at the proficient level. Yes

For grade level cohorts that have been at the
school for five or more years, at least 90
percent of all students will perform at the
proficient level.

Each year, the school will earn a score sufficient

’ N/A N/A N/A
to place it in the 75th percentile of all schools / / /
on the "Progress" section of the citywide Information not

progress reports available

In years 2-5 of the charter, each grade-level
cohort of students will reduce by one-half the
gap between the percent at or above Level 3 on
the previous year’s State Math exam and 75

Information not available Information not available

Value-Added*

Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No




Comparative*

Absolute

Value-Added*

percent at or above Level 3 on the current
vear’s State Math exam. If a grade-level cohort
exceeds 75 percent at or above Level 3 in the
previous year, the cohort is expected to show at
least an increase in the current year

From years 2-4, the school will receive a "B" or

A A

high on the Student Progress section of the NYC
DOE Progress Report Yes Yes
Each year, the school will earn a score sufficient 86% 89%
to place it in the 75th percentile of all schools
on the citywide progress reports Yes Yes
In the majority of grades, the percentage of 12 29 29 24
students performing at or above level 3 on the
state Math exam will exceed the average Information not available
performance of students tested in the same Yes Yes Yes Yes
grades in the CSD in which the school is located
Science

Grade|5 5 6 6 7 8

For grade level cohorts that have been at the
school for one year, at least 50 percent of
students will perform at the proficient level.

For grade level cohorts that have been at the
school for two years, at least 60 percent of
students will perform at the proficient level.

For grade level cohorts that have been at the
school for three years, at least 70 percent of
students will perform at the proficient level.

For grade level cohorts that have been at the
school for four years, at least 80 percent of
students will perform at the proficient level.

For grade level cohorts that have been at the
school for five or more years, at least 90
percent of all students will perform at the
proficient level.

Each year, the school will earn a score sufficient
to place it in the 75th percentile of all schools
on the "Progress" section of the citywide
progress reports




Comparative*

_

Absolute

Value-Added*

Comparative*

*Note: Value-added and Comparative Goals were not included in original charter application.

Each year, the school will earn a score sufficient
to place it in the 75th percentile of all schools
on the citywide progress reports

From years 2-4, the school will receive a "B" or
high on the Student Progress section of the NYC
DOE Progress Report

Social Studies

Grade|5

For grade level cohorts that have been at the
school for one year, at least 50 percent of
students will perform at the proficient level.

For grade level cohorts that have been at the
school for two years, at least 60 percent of
students will perform at the proficient level.

54%

Yes

For grade level cohorts that have been at the
school for three years, at least 70 percent of
students will perform at the proficient level.

For grade level cohorts that have been at the
school for four years, at least 80 percent of
students will perform at the proficient level.

For grade level cohorts that have been at the
school for five or more years, at least 90
percent of all students will perform at the
proficient level.

Each year, the school will earn a score sufficient
to place it in the 75th percentile of all schools
on the "Progress" section of the citywide
progress reports

From years 2-4, the school will receive a "B" or
high on the Student Progress section of the NYC
DOE Progress Report

Each year, the school will earn a score sufficient
to place it in the 75th percentile of all schools
on the citywide progress reports




Part 4: Charter School Performance Data

The Achievement First Endeavor Charter School 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 13 and New York
City.

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

ELA
2007 2008 2009 2010
AF Endeavor 52.4% | 63.3% | 67.7% | 27.4%
CSD 13 39.0% | 38.5% | 57.8% | 23.3%
NYC 47.5% | 53.0% | 66.1% | 35.9%
Math
2007 2008 2009 2010
AF Endeavor 60.2% | 86.7% | 90.1% | 58.9%
CSD 13 49.8% | 54.2% | 66.8% | 34.4%
NYC 58.7% | 68.7% | 77.2% | 48.0%
Student Attendance Rate’
Student Attendance Rate 2006-2007 2007-2008 2008-2009 2009-2010
96.0% 96.4% 95.8%

® Charter school, district and city test results taken from NYSED testing data:
http://www.emsc.nysed.gov/irts/ela-math/

" Attendance rate taken from charter school annual reports.



http://www.emsc.nysed.gov/irts/ela-math/

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 Office of Charter Schools website at
http://www.nycenet.edu/OurSchools/Region84/Creation/default.htm.



http://www.nycenet.edu/OurSchools/Region84/Creation/default.htm

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:

e 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

- 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:

o 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

- 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 Regulations
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



Part 7. NYC DOE School Progress Reports

Please see the attached progress reports for this school.

Department of Progress Report MIDDLE
Education 2009-10
Frogruss
Ruport What does this grade mean? How did this school perform?
Onde \SCHOOL LEADER  Tom Kaiser
Schools are assigned letter grades based an ® This school's overall score for 2008-10 s 38.3 ENROLLMENT 304
their overall Progress Repart score. Monetary ® This school did better than 20% of all Middle 'SCHOCLTYPE  MIDDLE
bonuses may be given to pancipals and feachers schools citywide. PEER INDEX. 288
at high-sconing schools. Schools that get Ds and
Fs, or 2 Cs in a row, may face consequences,
including change in school leadership or school
closure.
Category Calculated Score Category Grade How scores translate to grades:
School # Schools receive letter grades based cn Each school's Progress Report (1) measures student year-
N I:l B ll score. to-year progress, (2) compares the school 1o pesr schioois
Environment T4 outof 15 .mmmmMm and (3) rewsrds success inmoving al chilinen fonward,
[ W 30.6 - 42 5 receive a letter =spedialy children wih the greatest needs. The Progress
0342‘!.d5d‘ux:|seaneda0n2ﬂﬂ9—|ﬂ Report measures four areas:
Student )
Performance 6.2 out of 25 Cc Middle Table — Overall Grades School Environment
Grade Score range City summary uses parent, teacher and secondary student surveys and
A 62.1 or higher 95 1%, of schools. ofher data to measure necessary condifions for leaming:
Student B 426-820 36.1% of schools 3eater
Progress 20.2 out of 60 -:l c c  06-425 UL ofschools | o9eTEN AN safstyand respect
] &0 ] 1B5-305 5% of schools Student Performance
. F 18 4 or lower 06% of schools messures student skil levels in English Language Arts and
Additional Math.
Credit 2.5 (15 max) Inliht of changes i Sistetests and Progress | Student Progress
cannot i from last year to
Overall more than two lefter grades from kst year to ihis year in English Languaue Aris and Math.
this year. Further. schoois with top quartle Closing the Achievement Ga
Score weowoco M ] C SSTERGSIG. | CongmeAesnentOn e
] 100 agrade lower than C. ﬁ}grmge:l students. Pey e a
The second page provides specific information about how
Quality Review State Accountability Status

Score
This school has not received a Quality Review.

Additional Information

Based on its performance, this school's State accountability status is:

In Good Standing (2008-10°

This status is determined by the Mew York State Dey

of Education under the Mo Child Left Behind (NCLB) Act. Itis
separate from the school's Progress Report Grade.

Closing the Achievement Gap

Schools eam addifional credit when their high-need students make
exemplary gains. These gains are based an the percentage of high-need
students who are in the 75th growth percentile ar higher in English
Language Arfs or Math. Schoals can also eam additional credit when
their students with disabiliies meet the goal of proficiency in Engiish

Language Arts or Math.

This component can only improve a school's Progress Report score. It cannot
lower a school's score.

Peer Schools

Each schoal's is

tothe

of schoals in its peer group.

Peer schools are those New York City public schools with a student population most like this

schoof's population. Each schoal has up to 40 peer schadls.

For Elementary and K-8 Schoaols. peer schools are

based on the

of students at each school that are English Language Leamers, students with disabilities,
Black/Hispanic students and Title | eligible students. For Middle Schools, peer schools

are determined based on the average ELA and Math proficiency levels of the school's students
before they entered Middle School, and the school 's percentage of students with disabilities.

The peer schools for Achigvement First Endeavor Charter School are:

Exemplary
Proficiency
Credit Gains Student Group DBN School Name DBN  School Name
Percent at Proficiency 43113 M2 113 Ronald Edmencs Leaming Canter camiat w2131
- UREE1 Btaten Isind Bchoal of Chic Leadership DEX413  Bromx High Bchool for Medical Sience
- Self-Contained (ELA) 19X322  Aspire Freparatory Midsie Schoct 13K364 15, 364 Gateway
N CTT (ELA) 240061 L2 051 Leanarso Da Vincl 13K171 LB, 171 Abraham Lincon
O7X273 MLS. 223 The Labaratory Bohaol of Finance and Technolog20K227  JH.3. 227 Edward B. Shallow
0.0% SETSS (ELA) JKDSE L2 036 Bemh Low DSMETD Trumpood Marshal Academy for Leaming and ocial Changs
- 240053 L2, 093 Ridoewnod 18KZBE 1.3 285 MeverLevin
- Self-Contained (Wath) 0SNI03 L2, X303 Leacershio & Communtty ervice 230253 Pathways achook A ach
- CTT (Math) 13102 Satedte Thres 290238 19 238 Busan B Anthony
JIKOTE JH.E. 78 Aoy H. Mamn 20K503  Urban Assembly Scheel for Crimial Justice
+1 40.0% SETSS (Math) 03XS17  Frederick Douglass Academy Il Secandary School 30103 Jean Nuzzi Intermediate School
D4MEZ5 Isaac Newton Middie Schood for Math & Science: DIKS05  Bromy Scheol for Law, Govemment and Justics
Percent at T5th Growth Percentile or Higher BAKIST K ‘achool 300145 13, 145 Joseph Pultzer
_ English Language Leamers (ELA) 10%225  Theatre Arts Froduction Company Bchoal 21K303 13, 303 Heroent 5. Enenberg
BAM430 The Equly Project Charter School (TEF) 300010 18 010 Horace Greeley
35.4% Lowest Third Citywide (ELA) 17K352  Academy for Colege Freparation and Carser Exploration: A13K432  Urban Assembly Acacemy of Arts and Letiers
- 270308 Academy of Medical Technology: A Colege Bcard 3choed 21KESD  Broaklyn Siudla Secandary Echoal
8.8% Seff-Contained/CTT/SETSS (ELA) 1SKEZ1 Bunset Fark Fren 17KIE1 M.3.061 Or. Giadstone H. Atwel
N English Language Leamers (Math) 28T JHE 27 Aobert A Van Wyck CZMZED M.3. 250 Clinton Bchool Wrikers & Arists
18K3EE  THE SCIENCE AND MEDICINE MIDOLE SCHOOL 240005 1.8 5 - The Waiker Crawley Intermediate Schacl
44.6% Lowest Third Citywide (Math) BAKSDE  Achievement First Endeawor Charter School
+1.5 B4.7% Self-Contained/CTT/SETSS (Math)

-] Incicates less than 15 students i this category

and teachers in

of Education and its schools
¥ you have any quesfions or comments about the Progress Report, please visit
pr_suppert@schoals.nyc.gov

for student and i

TheFqurEs Rewhsakeynurrmnuﬂ of Mayor Michael R. Bloomberg's and Chancellor Joel |. Klein's Children First reforms. The Progress Report is designed fo assist

ing the leaming of all students. The Progress Report also enables students, parents and the public to hold the NYC Department
and furmmgah.gh quality education for every student in NYC's public schoals
him, or send us an email at




Results by Category

HOW TO INTERPRET THIS CHART

A school is evaluated by asking how far its score in each category has

moved along the range of scores for all schools. These charts show that

movement as 3 percentage. In the example to the right. the school's scone Engagement
15 /3% ot the wiay from the iowest to the highest soore in he Ly, 40

In this example. the school's engagement score s 8.0. Thisis
T57% of the way from the lowest engagement 3t any school
{8.0) to the highest engagement (10.0).

Below, the green charts on the left compare the school o

I a school performs at the top end of the range, the bar will be fully its peer group. The blue charts on the right compare the
shaded. If a school performs at the low end of the range, the bar will not schoo! to scheols Citywide. Pesr scones count three times.
be shaded. I a school performs in the middle of the range, half the bar as much 3s City scores. Peer and City ranges are based on
wiill be shaded the ouicomes of scheols from 2008-02 and 2002-10.

School Environment LA R o T o I o L s

Comprises 15% of the Overall Score Score  Your Sc:ll'lool Relative to Peer Horizon: Your SC!IDDI Relative to City Horizon: students
This Year's Score: Survey Scores (10 points)
74 out of 15
B Academic Expeciations: 74 40.0%
Cormmunication: 8.5 409%
Engagement: g4 28.0%
Safety and Respact: 8.9 133%
Aftendance (3 points) 85.8% T8.3%
S t d t P f Your o 25 EN o o o 25 ED 7o 00w
udent Ferrormance School's ot e s o oo
Comprises 25% of the Overall Score Score  Your School Relative to Peer Horizon: Your School Relative to City Hori;
This Year's Score: English Language Arts
82 out of 25
Percentage of Studants 7.4% 19.1% 283% 290
‘ at Proficiency (Level 2 or 4) [12.5% 20.T% “ [
Median Saudent Proficency (1.00- : 281 19.6% I.0% 200
241 BT 247 358
Mathematics
Percentage of Students 58.0% 40.7% 48.5% 297
at Proficiency (Level 2 or 4) h 005 “ 100 0%]
Diedian Stwdent Srohcency (1.00-4.007 a4 AL 3% AE A% el
258 am 21 [T
S t d t P Your o 25 £ T 00 0% £ £ 7o 100%)
udent Progress et B ' . .
Comprises 60% of the Overall Score Score  Your School Relative to Peer Horizon: Your Scheol Relative to City Horizon:
This Year's Score: English Language Arts
20.2 out of 80
Mzdian Growth Percentile 580 232% 14.5% 235
' 23] Eg X
Mzdian Lrowtn Fercantile tor B840 1% 2% F_ w2
Schools Lowest Third ] 634 o05|
Mathematics
Mzdian Growth Percentile 830 230
25| B
Mzdian Growth Percantile for ) ar
School's Lowest Third ED 555




Department of
Education

Progress Report
2008-09

Progres
x ‘What does this grade mean? How did this school perform?
Schools are assigned letter grades based on # This school's overall score for 2008-08 is 85.5
their overall Progress Report score. Schools # This score places the School in the B8 percentile of
‘that get As and Bs are =ligible for rewards. all Middle schools Citywide—i.e_, 88 percent of
Schools that get Ds and Fs, or 3 Cs in a row, those schools scored lower than this school
face consequences. including change in school
leadership or school closure.
Category ‘Calcutated Secore Category Grade
School A
Environment 11.0 out of 15 .1 How scores transiate to grades:
» Schools recalve Ietier grades basad
an their owerall soore
Student
‘Schools WEN an overal| scone
Performance 25.0 out of 25 ! A  ebanen m;mma
Ietter grade of A
Student = T5% of 5cN00ls Eamed an A In 2006-09
Progress oo [N, A
Middle School Table - Overall Grades.
- Grade  Score summary
Additional I n EB:: :"EM, r—
Credit 4.5 (15 max} B S4-67.9 16.5% of schoots
c 43DERE 200% of schools
Overall o B[0-420 0.9% of 5Chols
F -32.8 0% of schools
Score sssoucrroo | |
L
Quality Review Score State Accountability Status

This school did not receive a Quality Review in 200809,

In Good Standing
This status is determined by the New York State Depariment

Based on its 2008-00 performance, this scheol is:

MIDDLE

SCHOOL Achlewament Firef Endeavor Charbar
school (B4KS08)

SCHOOL LEADER  Eric Redwing

ENROLLMENT 39

SCHOOL TYPE MIDOLE

PEER INDEX 305

Each schoals Progress Repart (1) measuras student year-
{o-year progres, (2) com) the schoal io peer schools.
aréﬁg: Eew?a!lﬁa E}IEJ:ESS In moving &l mlmﬁmﬂ,
especialy children with e greatest needs. The Progress
REQOr MaasUres four Areas

School Envirenment

UsEs parent, teacher and Secongary sludent surieys and

alrer datats measue nigtessary candtians for lsming:
16, cor

ergagma-raruaafeyanurespent

Student Performance
Eﬁsurﬁmuﬂents«ll lewels In English Language Arts and

Student Progress
Me3suras average ‘student Ilrpru\.elrent from last ysar o
1l year In English Language Arls and Matn.

Closing the Achievement Gap
ghvas sEncais additional cradt far enelrplanf gains amang
nigh-re=d students.

The back page provides Speciic information about how the
school parformed in each of these areas

of Educafion under the No Child Left Behind (MCLB) Act. fis
separate from the school's Progress Report Grade.

Additional Information

Closing the Achievement Gap

Sdn:llsein addrhmal u'edrhﬁm their Iq;h-nEEd students make

P ed on the Iageofl@—ﬂeed
Mmmmhydleastme-halfda level in
Lai Arts or Math (e.g., student i from 22510 275 |nELA.er
3201 370 Mathy, es. TS

This component can only improve a school's Progress Report grade. | cannot
lower a school's grade.

Peer Schools

Each school's performance is compared to the performance of schools in its peer group.
Peer schools are those New York City pubfic schools with a student population most like this

school's population.
For Blemnentary and K-8 Schools,

Each school has up to 40 peer schools.

based on th

peer schools are
of students at each school that are English Language
Black/Hispanic and Tifle | eligible.

For Middle Schools, peer

Leamers, Special Education,

schools are determined based on the average ELA and Math

proficency levels of the school's students before they entered Middle Schaol.

Exemplary The peer schools for Achievement First Endeawor Charter School are:
Proficiency
Credit Gains Student Group DEN  School Mame DBN School Name
English Language Arts 03X303 LS. X303 Lesdership & Commurnily Senvice IIKDM4 JHE 08 Shetl Bank
- BAMTDY Fariem Vilage Acadery Chiarter Schoal DEXS7S The Bsonx Maemalics Frepamtory School
- EIvIH'LwLms 2003220 J.H.8 220 Jobn J. Pershing 3M250 M.BL 250 West Side Colaborative Mddie School
5 5165 ‘Special Education Students. D42 Mot Hal ¥ FRD4S 1S5, 45 Serta A Dreyfus
_ 15MOBE J.H.B 0S8 Peter Roupet 11X272  Gilobe Schood for Environmental Resssrch
- Hispanic Students in the Lowest Thind Citywide 11%326  Bronx Green Midde School 80008 JH.E 008 Richard 5. Grossisy
- — —— ATWDE! MLS. D51 Gladstome H. Atwell 15K423 Brockiyn School for Giobal Studies
+15 41.5% Black Students in the Lowest Thind Citywide 290053 L5, 055 Springlield Gandens. CEMOSZ JH.5. 052 Imeood
- Other Students in the Lowest Third mm 11X127  JH.8 1IZ7 The Castle Hl O7X162 JH.S 162 Lo Rodriguez De Tio
15311 Essence School CEM233 Clty College ACademy of the Arts
Mathematics O3XS17  Frederick Doughass Academy [Il Secandary Schoal 240061 LS. 051 Leonardo Da Vincl
" DSM31T Kapoa i 1SK232 .5 252 Margarst & Douglas
- English Language Leamers 11%283 The Young Scholars Academy of The Erom OTXZ23 M.S 223 The Laborsfory Schoal of Finance and Technology
B T% Special Education Students. X368 In-Tech Academy (M.S. { High School 368} DEX3T1 Uroan Insihule of Mathemaiics
10X228  Jonas Bronck Acsdemy S4M350 Democracy Frep Charer School
- Hispanic Students in the Lowest Thind Citywide DEMISZE LS. 528 Eea Fuller Rodgers School 13K313  Smisiibe West Micdle School
- — —— 17WE33  School for Democracy and Lendership 03M258 M.8. 258 Communiy Action School
15 518% Biack Students in the Lowest Third Citywide O3MEEN Fredenck Dougiass Academy || Secondary Schial 4SK3I2 JH.S. 302 Aafsel Cordern
- DIIE'S‘thErIIsI‘IIIELDHESI'IhIrdCiyde 138301 Saieibe Exst Middle School 29Q231 LS. 231 Magnetech 2000
124273 Frederick Dougiass Academy V. Mddie Schoal AEK45T  Schoal for international Studies

|- INWCZIES 1265 AN 1i SWOSNS IN IS Cat2gory

Therg’Esquxx‘tlsa mmmmmmalaﬂmm and Chancallor Joel 1. Klein's Children First reforms. The Progress Report is designed to assist

i Dfallshdais The Progress Report also enables students, parents and the public o held the NYC Department
and for ensuring a high qualty education for every student in NYC's public schools. [f you have
any questions or comments about the ngresthewﬂ.p!easemﬂhﬂp Msdmbnmguvmmlﬂdzlmdmﬂwbhwesm«sendmanmlat

administrators, and teachers in

of

the: le:
for shudent achi

pr_support@schools.nyc.gov.




Results by Category

HOW TO INTERPRET THIS CHART

A SCN00 15 SvalEte0 by 350Ng Now a7 (15 5C0re In @3ch cabegory Nas
maoved #ang 1he range of scores for 3l schoals. These chans snow that

In this axampie. the schooi’s atendance 15 35%. Tis 15
T5% of the way Trom the [owsst attendanca a1 any schoal

MOVEMEnNt 35 3 percentage. In the example to the ngnt, the school’s score Attendsncs (80%) to Iha Highest attendance (100%).
15 75% of the way from the lowest io Me nighest scare In the City. Tk TE.0%
Baiow. the green charts on the Iest compare the senool fo
It a senoal performs & the fop end of ine range, e bar will b2 fuly ls peer group. The bl charts en ihe right compare the
shaded. I aschool parformes at the kow 2nd of the range, the bar will not school w0 schogls Cliywide. Peer scores count three fimes
be shaded. I 3 school parformes in the middi of th range, naif the bar @5 much a5 CRy scorss. Pear and CRy ranges are based on
will b= shaded the outcomes of schools from 200508
School Environment ! A e o ™
School's Per Ml Praisin Ky Number of
Comprises 15% of the Owverall Score Score Your Sclﬂool Reli'.{ti\.re to IPeer Horizon: | Your Sclliool He'ativetulti'ly Haoriz: students
This Year's Score: ‘Survey Scores (10 poinia)
11 out of 15
n Academic Expaclations 76
Communication: 64
Engagement: 64
Satety and Respect: T4
Attendsnes (5 points) 05.4%
Student Performance vour M [ [T et S N et
School's o wi P bhas g i oy bha
Comprises 25% of the Owverall Score Score Your School Relative to Peer Horizon: | Your School Relative to City Horizon:
This Year's Score: Englizh Languags Arts
25 out of 25
Percentage of Sudenis E7.T% 125.0% TE2% [ 57
A at oraficiéncy (Lavel 3 or £ [
Wedlan Student Proflciancy (1.00-4.50): ERL $5.5% ET.5% 57
ETE]
Mathematics
Percentage of Sludents 20.1% 108.6% B9.2% 253
Wedian Student Proficiancy (1.00-4.50) 381 106.1% B1.3% 253
F3 a4
St d t P Your s e £ P e i e Y ren o)
udent Frogress School's o e s carn vt
Comprises 60% of the Owverall Score Score Your School Relative to Peer Horizon: | Your School Relative to City Horizon:
This Year's Score: Englizh Languags Arts
33 out of 60
Percentage of Students Making E20% 253
A at Least 1 Year of Progress
Percentage of Students In Senoars 85.2%
LOWEEL 1733 SIUTENTS MaKIng &1 Least
1 'Year of Frogress
Average Change In Student Srofiziency 037
Tor Level 1 and Level 2 Sludents
Average Change In Student Srofiziency 000 154
Tor Level 3 and Level 4 Sludents
Mathematics
Percentage of Sudents Making T3E% 252
atLeast 1 Year of Progrees
Percentage of Students In Schoals Ea.0%
Lowest 173 Students Making 31 Least
1 'Yaar of Frogress
Average Change In Student Proficlency 062
for Level T and Level 2 Students
Average Change In Student Proficlency 0as 210

for Level 3 and Lewel 4 Sludenis
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Department of Progress Report MIDDLE

Education 2007-08

This Progress Report is for:
. "
Ragost What does this grade mean? How did this school perform? School (84K508)
Omde SCHOOL LEADER Eric Redwine
Schools are assigned letier grades based on # This school's overall score for 2007-08 is 89.5 ENROLLMENT 166
their overall Progress Report score. Schools » This score places the School in fhe 89 percentile of SCHOOLTYPE  MIDDLE SCHOOL
that get As and Bs are eligible for rewards. all middle schools Citywide—i.e., 80 percent of PEER INDEX 3.05
Schools that get Ds and Fs, or 3 Csin a row, those schools scored lower than this school
face consequences, including change in schoal * This school did not have a 2008 target because it did
leadership or school closure. not receive a grade last year
Category Calculated Score Category Grade
Each schoo's Progress Report (1) measures student
School year-to-year progress, (2] compares the schood to peer
Environment 14.2 out of 15 A How scores translate to grades: schools and () rewards success in moving all children
o s forward, especially children with the greatest needs. The
» Schools receive letter grades. Progress Report measures four areas:
based on their overall score )
Poriom A oSt ot e el b S
Performance 23.6 out of 25 between 65010 recewe a i
leaming:
letter grade of A attendance, scademic expectations. communication,
Stud w 30% of schools eamed an A in engagement and safety and respect.
tudent 200708
pogess  soronorco [N A T ot
" _ measures student i=vels in English Language
8 80 Middle School Table — Overall Grades and Math.
. Grade  Score ran, City
Additional ge Ly Student F‘rogress“‘?j i - . o
Credit 10 (15 I A B85.9-108 0% of schools MEAsUNEs average ent improvement from Last year
.0 {15 max) B 4D.7-A58 45% of schoals this year in Engsh Language Arts and Math.
c 30406 16% of schoals Closing the Achievement Gap
Overall D 204380 7% of schools gves schools additional credit for exemplary gains amang
Soe s Y A NS RISS S
i The back, vides ific infarmation about how
e 5mppmda?e fm in esg'?cuf these areas.
Quality Review Score State Accountability Status
This school did not receive a Quality Review in 2007-08. This school does not have a State accountability status for 2008-07.

Additional Information

Closing the Achievement Gap Peer Schools
Schools earn additional credit when their high-need students make Each schoal's is to the of schools in its 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 population most like this
students who improve by at least cne-half of a proficiency level in English school's population. Each school has up to 40 peer schools.
Lang: Arts or Math (e.g., student improves from 2.25 o 2.75 in ELA, or
3.20 to 3.70 in Math). Schools eam additional credit for any one of the five For Elementary and K-8 Schools, peer schools are i based an the
high-need categories of students if the percentage of students in that category of students at each school that are English Language Leamers, Special Educafion,
who achieve exemplary gains is in the top 40% of all schools citywide. Black/Hispanic and Title | eligible.
This component can only improve a school's Progress Report grade. |t cannot For Middle Schools, peer schools are determined based on the average ELA and Math
lower a schoal's grade. proficiency levels of the school's students before they entered Middle School.
Exemplary The peer schools for Achievement First Endeaver Charter School are:
Proficiency
Credit Gains Student Group DBN  School Name DBN  School Name
English Language Arts 0SX303 L3. X303 Leadership & Communiy Service 2IMO1E JH.B. 014 Shedl Sank
- B4MTOS Hariem Viage Academy Charter 3choal DEX37S The Branx Mathematics Frepamtory Schoal
- English Language Leamers 20K220 JH.2.220 Jokn J. Pershing D3MIS0 M.B. 250 West 2ide Colaborative Middle Bchool
_ Special Education Students. 1IK242 Malt Hall v I1R04S L3 49 Berta A Dreylus
1SKDEE J.H.3. 088 Pefer Rouget 11X272 Giobe Schoai for Envimnmental Research
- Hispanic Students in the Lowest Third Citywide 11¥326 Bronx Green Middle Schoal 23QO08 JH.B. 003 Rkhard 5. Grossiey
- " - 1TRDET M. 061 Gladsions H. Atwel 15K429 Erockhyn 3choal for Gobal Bludies
8 48.8% Black Students in the Lowest Third Citywide: 25QD55 13, 059 Bpringfed Gardens DEMOSZ JH.E. 052 Imwacd
_ Ofher Students in fhe Lowest Third Citywide TIKAZT JH.B.127 The Castie HI D7X162 JH.B. 162 Lol Rodriguez De Tl
1SK311 Essence Bchoal DEM233 CRy College Academy of the Arts
Mathematics 0SKE1T Fregenck Douglass Academy Nl Secandary School 24Q051 L3051 Leonandc Da Vind
" 0SM3HT Kapoal 1SK282 JH.B. 252 Margaret &, Douglas
- English Language Leamers 11%288 The Young Schalars Academy of The Bronx DTX223 M5, 223 The Labaratory Schoal of Fiance and Technalogy
_ Special Education Students. 10K358 In-Tech Acagemy (M.3. [ High Bchool 368] DEX3T1 Urban insSlute of Mathematics
10K228 Jomas Branck Academy E4M3SD Demecracy Prep Charier School
- Hispanic Students in the Lowest Third Citywide OEMS28 13,528 Bea Fuler Rodgers Bohool 13K313  Smtelie West Middie Schonl
- - . 17KS533 School for Democracy and Leadershin D3MISE M. 252 Communky Acton Schoal
8 57.7% Black Students in the Lowest Third Citywide: 03M360 Frederich Dougless Acsdemy l Becondary 3chool  15K302 JH.5. 302 Rafazl Corder
N Ofher Students in fhe Lowest Third Citywide 138301 Sateiiie Exst Mgl Bohoal 25G231 13- 231 Magnetech 2000
12X273 Frederick Douglass Academy V. Middie Bchock 1SKHAST Bchoal for International Studies

(-} Indlicates less than 15 students m this catgory

The Frcgress Repolhs a keywrnpunavt of Mayor Michael R. Bloomberg's and Chancellor Joel I. Klein's Children First reforms. The Progress Report is designed fo assist

in ing the leaming of all students. The Progress Report also enables students, parents and the public to hold the NYC Department
of 2 ar\d"=="'-ﬂﬂl= for student achi and i and for ensuring a high quality education for every studentin NYC's public schools. If you have
any questions or comments about the Progress Report. please visit hitpolischools nye. el og) ports/ or send us an email at
pr_suppori@schools_nyc.gov.
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Results by Category

HOW TO INTERPRET THIS CHART

A school is evaluated by asking how far its score in each categroy has In this example, the school's atiendance is 80%. Thisis
moved along the range of scores for all schools. These charts show that 75% of the way from the lowest attendance at any school
movement as a percentage. In the example to the right. the school's score Attendance {80%) to the highest attendance (100%).
is 753 of the way from the lowest to the highest score in the Ciy. 0% T5.0%
Below, the green charts on the left compare the school to
f a school performs at the top end of the range. the bar will be fuly s peer group. The blue charts on the right compare the
shaded. Ifa school performs at the low end of the range, the bar wil not school to schools Citywide. Peer scores count three times
be shaded. if 3 school performs in the middie of the range, haif the bar as ruch as City scores. Peer and City ranges are based on
will be shaded the outcomes of schools from 2005-02.
S h I E H t Your o% 25 o 00| o= = e 7=s oos(  Mumber
chnool Environmen School's ez i e cuvml of
Comprises 15% of the Overall Score Score  Your Scpool Relative to Pleer Horilzon: Your Sdl'lool Relative to Clrly Horizon: students
This ‘Year's Score: Survey Scores (10 points)
0948 x 15 = 142
n Academic Expectations: 84 92.9% 96.3%
Communication: 13 BE.O% 83.5%
Engagement: T4 83.3% 83.3%
Safety and Respect a3 94.1% 93.9%
Attendance (5 points) 08.6% 109.8% 90.1%
St d t P f Your o% 25 o TE 100 o= = e 7es 00w,
udent Ferrormance School's ez i e cuval
Comprises 25% of the Overall Score Score Your School Relative to Peer Horizon: Your School Relative to City Horizon:
This ‘Year's Score: English Language Arts
0942 x 25 = 236
Percentage of Students B23% 112.9% T11% 188
A at Frobeiency (Level 3 or 47 i- —
Median Student Proficienc: 3.08 926% 65.8% 188
232 ]
Mathematics
Percentage of Students BET% 103.4% 186
at Proficiency (Level 3 or 4]
Median Student Proficienc: 348 TR 188
St d t P Your o% 25 o 00| o= = e 7es 00w,
uaen rogress ST i v oo en vl
Comprises 60% of the Overall Score Score  Your School Relative to Peer Horizon: Your School Relative to City Horizon:
This Year's Score: English Language Arts
0978 x 60 = 587
Percentage of Students Making BB T5.6% T3.0% 157
A atLeast 1 ¥ear of Frogress
Percentage of Students in Scheol's BT 81.8% 83.0% BB
Lowest 173 Stwaents Making at Least
1 Year of Progress
Awerage Change in Student Proficiency 0.34 108.7% 90.0% BD
for Level 1 and Level 2 Students
Awerage Change in Student Proficiency {0.08) TE.9% T2.4% T
for Levil 3 ang Level 4 Students
Mathematics
Percentage of Students Making B5.1% 110.8% 106.0% 157
at Least 1 Year of Progress
e of Students in Scheols o1 9B.2% 103.3% &7
3 Stugents Making at Least
1 Year of Progress
Ayerage Change in Student Proficiency 0.83 117.3% 112.3% &7
for Level 1 and Level 2 Students
Awerage Change in Student Proficiency 0.28 118.4% 120.4% 100
for Level 2 and Level 4 Students.
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