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Student Assessment Data
New York State Assessment Results
Grades 3 — 8 ELA and Math
2008-09 Annual Report

Name of Charter School: Bronx Charter School for Better Learning

Grades 3 — 8 State ELA Assessments Results

Year of Test Grade 3 Grade 4 Grade 5
L1 L2 L3 L4 L1 L2 L3 L4 L1 L2 L3 L4
2008-09 17 203 74.6 34 18 255 709 18 00 212 712 77
2007-08 34 312 603 52 52 276 621 52 00 245 714 41
2006-07 18 31.6 596 70 70 333 651 35
2005-06 75 283 604 38

Grades 3 — 8 State Math Assessments Results

Year of Test Grade 3 Grade 4 Grade 5
L1 L2 L3 L4 L1 L2 L3 L4 L1 L2 L3 L4
2008-09 17 1.7 62.7 339 19 11.1 66.7 204 19 250 53.8 192
2007-08 0.0 102 62.7 271 0.0 138 586 276 00 188 60.4 208
2006-07 18 14.0 526 316 7.0 14.0 649 14.0

2005-06 16.6 68.5 13.0 19



Other Student Assessment Data
2008-09

Name of Charter School: Bronx Charter School for Better Learning

Nameof Test: TerraNova-3 Subtest: Reading
Grade Date of #Enrolled | #Absent # # # Score Qualitative | Other
Test in Grade | on Grade | Exempted | Exempted | Students (Indicate Level and Frx

(DOT) on DOT on DOT inGrade | inGrade | Assessed | Type of Score, Per cent
by IEP by ELL |inGrade* | eg., NCE) | Attaining**

Status
1 10/15/08 59 0 0 0 59 39.0 (MNCE)
1 6/09/09 59 2 0 0 57 46.8 (MNCE)
2 6/09/09 60 0 0 0 60 48.3 (MNCE)
3 6/09/09 59 0 0 0 59 49.4 (MNCE)
4 6/09/09 55 0 0 0 55 45.3 (MNCE)
5 6/09/09 52 0 0 0 52 54.9 (MNCE)

* 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.

**|f the assessment provides qualitative levels of achievement, e.g., “with honors,” indicate the applicable level s 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 assessments given. If not applicable, enter “NA.




Other Student Assessment Data

2008-09

Name of Charter School: Bronx Charter School for Better Learning

Nameof Test: TerraNova—-3

Subtest: Language (Grades 3, 4, 5 only)

Grade Dateof | #Enrolled | #Absent # # Exempted # Score Qualitative | Other
Test in Grade | on Grade | Exempted | in Grade | Students | (Indicate Type | Level and FHK
(DOT) on DOT on DOT | in Grade by ELL Assessed | of Score, eg., Per cent
by |IEP Status in Grade* NCE) Attaining**
3 6/09/09 59 2 0 0 57 47.4 (MNCE)
4 6/09/09 55 0 0 0 55 41.7 (MNCE)
5 6/09/09 52 0 0 0 52 52.0 (MNCE)

* 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 |EP or their

ELL status.

**|f 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 assessments given. If not applicable, enter “NA.




Other Student Assessment Data

2008-09

Name of Charter School: Bronx Charter School for Better Learning

Nameof Test: TerraNova—-3

Subtest: Mathematics

Grade | Dateof | #Enrolled | #Absent # # # Students Score Qualitative | Other
Test in Grade | on Grade | Exempted | Exempted | Assessed | (Indicate Type | Level and FHK
(DOT) on DOT on DOT inGrade | inGrade | inGrade* | of Score, eg., Per cent
by IEP by ELL NCE) Attaining**
Status
1 10/16/08 | 59 0 0 0 59 37.8 (MNCE)
1 6/10/09 59 2 0 0 57 44.0 (MNCE)
2 6/10/09 60 0 0 0 60 39.7 (MNCE)
3 6/10/09 59 0 0 0 59 46.2 (MNCE)
4 6/10/09 55 0 0 0 55 46.3 (MNCE)
5 6/10/09 52 0 0 0 52 55.3 (MNCE)

* 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 [EP or their

ELL status.

**|f 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 assessments given. If not applicable, enter “NA.




Bronx Charter School for Better Learning

ACCOUNTABILITY PLAN FOR THE CHARTER PERIOD
ENDING JUNE 30, 2013

Academic Goals

English L anquage Arts

Goal: Students will become proficient readers and writers of the English Language.
Absolute Proficiency

Each year, 75 percent of 3" through 5" graders who are enrolled in at least their second year will
perform at or above Level 3 onthe New York State ELA examination.

Each year, the school’ s aggregate Performance Index on the State ELA exam will meet its
Annual Measurable Objective set forth in the State’s No Child Left Behind (NCLB)
accountability system.

Comparative Proficiency on State Exams

Each year, the percent of students who are enrolled in at least their second year and performing
at or above Level 3 on the State ELA exam in each tested grade will be greater than that of the
local school district.

Each year, the school will exceed its expected level of performance on the State ELA exam by at
least a small Effect Size (performing higher than expected to small degree) according to a
regression analysis controlling for students eligible for free lunch among al public schools in
New York State.

Value Added to Student Learning

Each year, grade-level cohorts of students will reduce by one-haf 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 year's State ELA exam.’

Each year, grade-level cohorts of students will reduce by one-half the gap between their average
NCE in the previous spring on the TerraNova, a national ly-normed reading test, and an NCE of
50 (i.e., grade-level) in the current spring.? Note: This optional measureis not included in the
school’ s Accountability Plan Progress Report.

1 |f agrade-level cohort exceeds 75 percent at or above Level 3in the previous year, the cohort is expected to show
at least an increase in the current year.

2 |f agrade-level cohort exceeds an NCE of 50 in the previous year, the cohort is expected to show at |east an
increase in the current year.



M athematics

Goal: Students will demonstrate mastery of grade level mathematical concepts.
Absolute Proficiency

Each year, 75 percent of 3" through 5" graders who are enrolled in at least their second year will
perform at or above Level 3 on the New Y ork State Mathematics examination.

Each year, the school’ s aggregate Performance Index on the State mathematics exam will meet
its Annual Measurable Objective set forth in the State's No Child Left Behind (NCLB)
accountability system.

Comparative Proficiency on State Exams

Each year, the percent of students who are enrolled in at least their second year and performing
at or above Level 3 on the State Mathematics exam in each tested grade will be greater than that
of thelocal school district.

Each year, the school will exceed its expected level of performance on the State Mathematics
exam by at least asmall Effect Size (performing higher than expected to small degree) according
to aregression analysis controlling for students eligible for free lunch among all public schools
in New York State.

Value Added to Student Learning

Each year, grade-level cohorts of students will reduce by one-half the gap between the percent at
or above Level 3 on the previous year's State Mathematics exam and 75 percent at or above
Level 3 on the current year's State Mathematics exam.®

Each year, grade-level cohorts of students will reduce by one-half the gap between their average
NCE in the previous spring on the TerraNova, a national ly-normed math test, and an NCE of 50
(i.e., grade-level) in the current spring.* Note: This optional measureis not included in the
school’ s Accountability Plan Progress Report.

% |f agrade-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.

* If agrade-level cohort exceeds an NCE of 50 in the previous year, the cohort is expected to show at |east an
increase in the current year.



Science

Goal: Students will demonstrate competency in the understanding and application of scientific
reasoning.

Absolute Proficiency

Each year, 75 percent of fourth graders who are enrolled in at least their second year will
perform at or above Level 3 on the New Y ork State Science examination.

Comparative Proficiency on State Exams
Each year, the percent of students who are enrolled in at least their second year and performing

at or above Level 3 on the State Science exam will be greater than that of the local school
district.

Social Studies

Goal: Studentswill demonstrate competency in the understanding and application of social
studies concepts.

Absolute Proficiency

Each year, 75 percent of fifth graders who are enrolled in at |east their second year will perform
at or above Level 3 onthe New York State Social Studies examination.

Comparative Proficiency on State Exams

Each year, the percent of students who are enrolled in at least their second year and performing
at or above Level 3 on the State Social Studies exam will be greater than that of the local school
district.

Additional Required Academic M easure

Under the state’s NCLB accountability system, the school’ s Accountability Status will be “Good
Standing” each year.
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Bronx Charter School for Better Learning 2008-09 Accountability Plan Progress Report

Mr. Jason Sarsfield prepared this 2008-09 Accountability Progress Report on behalf of the school’s
Board of Trustees:

Trustee's Name Board Position

Ms. Kimberly (Morgan) Kelly Chair; Complaint Review Committee; Teacher
Employment Committee; Policy/Governance
Committee

Mr. Marvin Waldman Vice Chair; Teacher Employment Committee;
Fundraising/Development Committee

Dr. Marilyn Maye Treasurer; Finance/Audit Committee;
Fundraising/Development Committee

Mr. William Bernhardt Secretary; Teacher Employment Committee

Mr. Jefferyson A. Barnes, Sr. Trustee; Fundraising/Devel opment Committee

Dr. PaulaHagjar Trusteg; Complaint Review Committee

Mr. Lowell Lifschultz Trustee; Policy/Governance Committee

Mr. Daniel Fergus Tamulonis Teacher Representative Trustee; Complaint
Review Committee

Ms. Flora Thompson Parent Representative Trustee; Complaint
Review Committee; Teacher Employment
Committee

Dr. Theodore Swartz Trustee; Policy/Governance Committee,
Finance/Audit Committee

Mr. Everett Wallace Trustee; Finance/Audit Committee; Teacher
Employment Committee;
Fundraising/Devel opment Committee

Ms. Crystal Williams Teacher Representative Trustee;
Policy/Governance Committee
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Bronx Charter School for Better Learning 2008-09 Accountability Plan Progress Report

INTRODUCTION

The Board of Trustees of the State University of New York approved the application for the Bronx
Charter School for Better Learning (Bronx Better Learning) on February 23, 2003; it was
subsequently approved by the Board of Regents on March 25, 2003. Bronx Better Learning opened
in the fall of 2003 with an enrollment of 50 students in Grade 1, added one grade each year
thereafter, and enrolled 285 students in Grades 1 — 5 in the fall of 2007, the final year of its original
charter term. On January 15, 2008 the State University Trustees granted Bronx Better Learning a
full-term charter renewal for a period of 5 years, authorizing the school to provide instruction in
Grades K — 5 through the 2012-13 school year. Bronx Better Learning added a Kindergarten
program in the fall of 2008 and enrolled 345 students in grades K — 5.

Bronx Better Learning was originally located at a facility leased from the Bronx Bethany Church of
the Nazarene at 971 East 227® Street in the Bronx. Following the first year of operation, a shared
space agreement was reached with the New York City Department of Education in which Bronx
Better Learning was granted permission to locate the school in the annex portion of P.S. 111 (Seton
Falls Elementary School) at 3740 Baychester Avenue in the Bronx. In addition, the school used 3
classrooms and an office in the main building of P.S. 111 for the first time in 2008-09 to
accommodate their newly implemented Kindergarten program.

The mission of the Bronx Charter School for Better Learning is as follows:

The Bronx Charter School for Better Learning provides its students with a
solid foundation for academic success, through achievement that exceeds
citywide averages and meets or exceeds New York State standards and
national norms in all curriculum areas tested, especially in mathematics and
language arts. Our teaching constantly adjusts to the needs of our students,
leading to independence, autonomy, responsibility and a sustained love of
learning, all of which contribute directly to high academic achievement.

To fulfill its mission, the school’s teachers endeavor to practice the subordination of teaching to
learning, an instructional approach that does not dominate learning, but rather is guided by it.
Implementing the approach involves: getting students actively and mentally engaged in lessons;
assisting students to go beyond rote memorization, wherever the subject matter allows, and to
develop criteria for understanding; recognizing every child’s high intellectual capacity and, thereby,
welcoming errors in students’ work as guides to help them harness that capacity: promoting students’
use of what they know to master new content; encouraging student initiative and self-sufficiency.

School Enrollment by Grade Level and School Year

Sg;‘;?l K 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 o | 10 | 11 | 12 | Total
2003-04 50 50

2004-05 51 | 51 102
2005-06 54 | 54 | 54 162
2006-07 57 | 57 | 57 | 58 229
2007-08 60 | 59 | 57 | 58 | 51 285
2008-09 | 60 | 59 | 60 | 59 | 55 | 52 345
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Bronx Charter School for Better Learning 2008-09 Accountability Plan Progress Report

2008-09 Char acteristics of Student Population

Characteristic Percent Number
American Indian or Alaskan Native 0.0 0 (345)
Asian or Pacific |slander 0.6 2 (345)
Black 93.3 322 (345)
White 0.0 0 (345)
Hispanic or Latino 5.2 18 (345)
Multi-Racial 0.6 2 (345)
Economically Disadvantaged 68.1 235 (345)
Specia Education 5.2 18 (345)
Limited English Proficient 0.0 0(345)

ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS

Goal 1: English Language Arts
Students will become proficient readers and writers of the English language.

Backaground

The school’ s English Language Arts curriculum is very closely aligned to the New Y ork State Core
Curriculum Standards. Bronx Better Learning’ s pedagogical approach, the subordination of teaching
to learning, incorporates, especialy in the early grades, materials and techniques that constitute the
“Wordsin Color” program, for instruction in English language arts. That program addresses all five
elements of scientifically-based approaches to reading and writing instruction: phonemic awareness,
phonics, fluency, vocabulary, and text comprehension. As students progress through the grades,
more traditional materials, including, for example, Junior Great Books and “ Portals to Reading,”
along with instructional programs supportive of the school’ s pedagogica approach, most notably,
Writing Workshop, are incorporated into instructional activitiesto ensure that students are (1) able to
read effectively and efficiently in all genres and subjects, (2) afforded sufficient practice in refining
their skills, including demonstrating those skills on New Y ork State examinations and standardized
tests of academic achievement, and (3) exposed to awide range of activities that will prepare them
for continued academic success in more conventional school settings. Regardless of the materials
used, Bronx Better Learning teachers are expected to implement the school’ s pedagogical approach;
therefore, extensive and intensive professional development is provided to them, including available
daily in-class support.
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Bronx Charter School for Better Learning 2008-09 Accountability Plan Progress Report

Goal 1, Measure 1: Absolute Proficiency
Each year, 75 percent of 3™ through 5™ graders who are enrolled in at least their second year will
perform at or above Level 3 on the New York State ELA examination.

Method

New York State administers an annual English language arts (ELA) examination to students in
Grades 3 — 8. That examination is a cumulative assessment measuring student mastery of skills and
knowledge at each grade level, as determined by the New York State ELA Standards. Individual
student performance is reported as a scaled score and a performance level is determined by the state.
Performance levels range from 1 to 4, with Level 3 being proficient and Level 4 being advanced.
Evaluation of this outcome measure is based on the percentage of students who are enrolled in at
least their second year, that is, students who have been enrolled since at least BEDS day of the
previous school year (first Wednesday in October) and score at Levels 3 and 4. During the week of
January 12 — 16, 2009, Bronx Better Learning’s 3" — 5 grade teachers administered the New York
State English Language Arts Assessment to all of its 3™ — 5™ graders, in strict accord with all test
administration procedures. No students identified as English language learners (ELL) or students
with disabilities were exempted from taking this ELA examination.

2008-09 State ELA Exam
Number of Students Tested and Not Tested

Total Not Tested" Total
Grade
Tested IEP ELL Absent | Enrolled
3 59 0 0 0 59
4 55 0 0 0 55
5 52 0 0 0 52
All 166 0 0 0 166

Results

The following table presents the New York State ELA examination results for all students tested and
for those students enrolled in at least their second year. Of the 59 students tested in Grade 3, 56 were
enrolled in at least their second year. Of those 56 continuously enrolled 3™ graders, 78.6% (44 of 56)
performed at or above Level 3 on the New York State ELA examination. Of the 55 students tested in
Grade 4, 52 were enrolled in at least their second year. Of those 52 continuously enrolled 4™ graders,
75.0% (39 of 52) performed at or above Level 3 on the New York State ELA examination. All of the
52 students tested in Grade 5 were enrolled in at least their second year. Of these 52 5™ graders,
78.8% (41 of 52) performed at or above Level 3 on the New York State ELA examination. In total,
160 of the 166 students tested in Grades 3- 5 were enrolled in at least their second year and, of those,
77.5% (124 of 160) performed at or above Level 3 on the New York State ELA examination.

! Students exempted from this exam according to their Individualized Education Program (IEP), because of English
Language Learners (ELL) status, or absence for at least some part of the exam
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Bronx Charter School for Better Learning 2008-09 Accountability Plan Progress Report

Charter School Performance on 2008-09 State ELA Exam
By All Students and Students Enrolled in At Least Their Second Year

Grade Population Percent at Each Performance Level Number
P Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level 4 Level 3/4 Tested

3 All Students 1.7 20.3 74.6 3.4 78.0 59
Students in At Least 2* Year 1.8 19.6 75.0 3.6 78.6 56

4 All Students 1.8 23.6 72.7 1.8 74.5 55
Students in At Least 2™ Year 1.9 23.1 73.1 1.9 75.0 52

s All Students 0.0 21.2 71.2 7.7 78.8 52
Students in At Least 2™ Year 0.0 21.2 71.2 7.7 78.8 52

All All Students 1.2 22.9 72.3 4.2 76.5 166
Students in At Least 2™ Year 1.9 27.5 71.3 4.4 77.5 160

Evaluation

Since the attained percent for all students enrolled in at least their second year in Grades 3 — 5 is
above 75%, Bronx Better Learning met its objective for this outcome measure. The overall margin
in which the school exceeded this measure is 2.5 percentage points. Furthermore, each grade level
met this measure, with Grade 3 exceeding the target by 3.6 percentage points, and Grade 5 exceeding
the target by 3.8 percentage points. Grade 4 met the target exactly, with 75.0 percent proficient.

Additional Evidence

As the chart below indicates, there are four years’ worth of state examination data available, and
three grade levels with the possibility of a year-to-year absolute measure comparison. Noticeable
increases occurred at each grade tested between 2007-08 and 2008-09 (11.9 in Grade 3, 4.2 in Grade
4, and 3.3 in Grade 5). Furthermore, when all continuously enrolled students at the school are taken
into account, a 6.6 percentage point increase has occurred between 2007-08 and 2008-09, which,
together with the steady improvement over the last three years, suggests that the overall effectiveness
of the Bronx Better Learning instructional program for English language arts is increasing over time.
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Bronx Charter School for Better Learning 2008-09 Accountability Plan Progress Report

ELA Performance
by Grade Level and School Year®

Grade Percent of Students, at Levels 3 and 4
2005-06 2006-07 2007-08 2008-09
Percent 1\;}2;2? Percent I\_?:SI:Z? Percent I\_}l:?tgzr Percent I\?:::Z:r
3 (All tested) 64.2 53 66.7 57 65.5 58 78.0 59
3 (2+ years) 64.4 45 63.3 49 66.7 51 78.6 56
4 (All tested) 59.6 57 67.2 58 74.5 55
4 (2+ years) 59.1 44 70.8 48 75.0 52
5 (All tested) 75.5 49 78.8 52
5 (2+ years) 75.5 49 78.8 52
Total (All tested) 64.2 53 63.2 114 69.1 165 76.5 166
Total (2+ years) 64.4 45 61.3 93 70.9 148 77.5 160

E Goal 1, Measure 2: Absolute Proficiency
. Each year, the school’s aggregate Performance Index (PI) on the State ELA exam will meet the
E Annual Measurable Objective (AMO) set forth in the state’s NCLB accountability system.

Method

Under federal “No Child Left Behind” legislation, the New York State Education Department sets an
Annual Measurable Objective (AMO) to determine if schools are making satisfactory progress
toward the goal that 100 percent of students will be proficient in the state’s learning standards in
ELA by 2013-2014. To meet the standard of progress toward that goal, all tested students in a school
must have a Performance Index (PI) value that equals or exceeds the year’s established AMO in
ELA. The PIis calculated by adding the sum of the percent of students at Level 2 and above with the
sum of the percent of students at Level 3 and above.

Results

Of the 166 students tested, 22.9% attained Level 2, 72.3% attained Level 3 and 4.2% attained Level
4. The attained aggregate Performance Index on the ELA exam in 2007-08 was 175.9.

Calculation of 2008-09 ELA Performance Index (PI)

Grades Percent of Students at Each Performance Level Number
Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level 4 Tested
3-5 1.2 22.9 72.3 4.2 166
PI = 22.9 + 72.3 + 4.2
+ 72.3 + 4.2 = 175.9

2 Note: caution should be used in comparing year to year results because each grade is a different group of students
each year and overall results may include different grade levels from year to year.
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Evaluation

Bronx Charter School for Better Learning 2008-09 Accountability Plan Progress Report

New York State’s NCLB 2008-09 target Annual ELA Measurable Objective for Grades 3 — 8 was
144. Since the Bronx Better Learning attained aggregate performance index value was 175.9, the
school met the objective for this outcome measure, by a wide margin of 32.9 points.

Additional Evidence

Given the limited amount of comparative data presented in the chart below, there is consistency in
the distinctly positive aggregate levels of performance over the first four years that the ELA test has
been administered, with a small increase in each year (+ 2.0 point increase from 2005-06 to 2006-07,
+ 6.9 point increase from 2006-07 to 2007-08, and + 10.0 point increase from 2007-08 to 2008-09).

ELA Performance Index (PI) and Annual Measurable Objective (AMO) by School Year

Total N Percent of Students at Each Performance Level
Year Grades Tested Level 2 Level 3 Level 4 PI AMO

2003-04

2004-05

2005-06 3 54 28.3 60.4 3.8 157 122
2006-07 3and 4 114 32.5 57.9 5.3 159 122
2007-08 3-5 165 27.9 64.2 4.8 165.9 133
2008-09 3-5 166 22.9 72.3 4.2 175.9 144

Goal 1, Measure 3: Comparative Proficiency

Each year, the percent of students who are enrolled in at least their second year and performing at or
above Level 3 on the State ELA exam in each grade tested will be greater than that of the local
school district.

An analysis was conducted, comparing the percent of students in Grades 3, 4, and 5 enrolled in at
least their second year at Bronx Better Learning, who achieved a minimum of Level 3 on the State
ELA examination, with the percent of total students tested in those grades in New York City School
District 11 who achieved a minimum of Level 3 on the State ELA assessment. Aggregate results
were also analyzed, comparing Bronx Better Learning’s combined Grades 3 - 5 results with those of
District 11.

Results

The following table presents the results for Grades 3, 4, and 5 separately, along with the aggregate
comparative data. The percentage of students enrolled in at least their second year at Bronx Better
Learning who performed at Level 3 or higher on the New York State ELA examination in Grades 3,
4, and 5 individually, were 78.6%, 75.0% and 78.8%, respectively. The matching results for District
11 were: 65.7%, 67.0% and 71.9%. The aggregate percentage of students enrolled in at least their
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Bronx Charter School for Better Learning 2008-09 Accountability Plan Progress Report

second year at Bronx Better Learning in Grades 3 — 5 who performed at Level 3 or higher was
78.1%, compared to 68.2 percent of all students within these same grades in New York City District

11.
2008-09 State ELA Exam
Charter School and District Performance by Grade Level
Percent of Students at Levels 3 and 4
Charter School Students L
Grade in at least 2™ Year All District 11 Students
Number Number
Percent Tested Percent Tested
3 78.6 56 65.7 3173
4 75.0 52 67.0 3169
5 78.8 52 71.9 3263
All 78.1 160 68.2 9605
Evaluation

Since the percentages of continuously enrolled Bronx Better Learning students at or above Level 3 at
each grade level tested and in the aggregate exceeded the corresponding percentages for all students
enrolled in those grades in District 11, Bronx Better Learning met its objective for this outcome
measure. Bronx Better Learning surpassed District 11 on the ELA exam by 12.9 percentage points in
Grade 3, 8.0 percentage points in Grade 4, and 6.9 percentage points in Grade 5, and by an aggregate
difference of 9.9 percentage points.

Additional Evidence

While year-to-year comparative data are limited, it is evident in the table below that the results are
consistent over the first four years that Bronx Better Learning administered the State ELA
examination. The school experienced a small improvement in the percentage difference between its
aggregate scores and District 11°s in each of the first three years of the comparison, as follows: a
disparity of plus 7.2 percentage points in 2005-06, plus 9.2 in 2006-07, and plus 10.2 in 2007-08.
An insignificant decrease of 0.3 percentage points occurred from 2007-08 to 2008-09, representing
improved achievement in District 11 rather than any decreases in performance on the part of Bronx
Better Learning. This evidence suggests that Bronx Better Learning continues to consistently
outperform their New York City District 11 counterparts as measured by the state ELA examination.

2008-09 ELA Performance of Charter School and Local District
by Grade Level and School Year

Percent of Charter School Students Enrolled in At Least Their Second Year Compared to All District
Students in the Same Tested Grades
Grade 2005-06 2006-07 2007-08 2008-09
Bronx Bronx Bronx Better NYC Bronx NYC
NYC NYC . o o
Better S Better S Learning District 11 Better District
. District 11 . District 11 .

Learning Learning Learning 11
3 64.0 56.8 63.3 51.9 66.7 58.3 78.6 65.7
-4 59.1 52.4 70.8 57.3 75.0 67.0
5 75.5 65.3 78.8 71.9
All 64.0 56.8 61.3 52.1 70.9 60.3 78.1 68.2
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Goal 1, Measure 4: Comparative Proficiency

Each year, the school will exceed its predicted level of performance on the State ELA exam by at
least a small Effect Size (performing higher than expected to a small degree) according to a
regression analysis controlling for students eligible for free lunch among all public schools in New
York State.

To address this measure, the Charter Schools Institute conducts a Comparative Performance Analysis
which is sent to schools it has authorized. In it, a regression analysis is conducted to determine the
predicted percentage of students scoring at Levels 3 and 4 on the state ELA examination, controlling
for the percent of students eligible for free lunch in all public schools statewide. Each charter
school’s actual performance is compared to the level of performance predicted for a school with that
particular level of poverty. An Effect Size is then determined by dividing the difference between the
predicted and actual level of performance by the standard deviation. An Effect Size is calculated for
each grade level and then an aggregate Effect Size is computed for the overall performance of the
school. It is the aggregate Effect Size that pertains directly to this outcome measure. This measure is
met if a school’s Effect Size is equal to or greater than 0.3, which is considered performing higher
than expected to a small degree. Since the regression analysis for 2008-09 was not available at the
time of the preparation of this report, the previous year’s (2007-08) results are presented.

Results
As noted in the following table, the obtained Effect Size for ELA in the 2007-08 school year, for
Grades 3, 4, and 5 were -0.09, -0.02, and 0.09, respectively. The aggregate Effect Size for both

grades combined was -0.01.

2008-09 ELA Comparative Performance by Grade Level

Percent Number Percent of Students Difference Effect
Grade Eligible for at Levels 3&4 between Actual .
Tested . Size
Free Lunch - and Predicted
Actual Predicted

3 NA 58 65.50 66.60 -1.10 -0.09

4 NA 58 67.30 67.53 -0.23 -0.02

5 NA 49 75.50 74.63 0.87 0.09
All 48.0 165 69.10 69.31 -0.21 -0.01

School’s Overall Comparative Performance:
About the Same as Expected
Evaluation

Since the attained Effect Size for Grades 3. 4, and 5 in 2007-08, was -0.09, -0.02, and 0.09
respectively, and the aggregate Effect Size for all grades was -0.01, Bronx Better Learning did not
meet its objective for this outcome measure.
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Additional Evidence

As evident in the following table, there are currently three years of data available, relevant to this
outcome measure. While the objective was not met in 2006-07 and 2007-08, and only missed by a
mere difference of .05 in the first year of the comparison, overall achievement has not declined.
Rather, the percentage of the school’s students eligible for Free Lunch continues to slightly decline
each year, thus increasing the school’s predicted level of achievement.

ELA Comparative Performance by School Year

Percent

School . Numb . Effect
choo Grades Eligible for et Actual Predicted ¢
Year Tested Size

Free Lunch
2003-04
2004-05
2005-06 3 58.6 53 64.2 59.4 25
2006-07 3and 4 48.0 114 63.2 64.1 -0.07
2007-08 3-5 49.3 165 69.10 69.31 -0.01

' Goal 1, Measure 5: Value Added i
i Each year, each grade-level cohort will reduce by one-half the gap between the percent at or above |
i Level 3 on the previous year’s State ELA exam and 75 percent at or above Level 3 on the current :
E year’s State ELA exam. If a grade-level cohort exceeds 75 percent at or above Level 3 in the :
\ previous year, that cohort is expected to show at least an increase in the current year. 1

A value added analysis was conducted, utilizing data only for the cohort of students who took the
New York State ELA examination while on the register of Bronx Better Learning for both the
January 2008 and the January 2009 administrations of the examination. With a value added measure,
the outcome is expressed as the year-to-year difference (i.e., change) between pre-test and post-test
scores of the same students. To show added value requires giving tests on two occasions and looking
at the progress of the same group (or grade-level cohort) of students from one administration of the
test to another.

There were two cohorts available for a value added analysis of the state ELA examination results in
2008-09. Since the percent of both applicable cohorts (4™ and 5™ graders in 2008-09) during the
2007-08 school year was below the 75% absolute proficiency threshold, the target required reducing
by one-half the gap between this threshold and performance in 2006-07. Therefore, the targets for
the two cohorts were 71.45% and 72.1% for the 4® and 5® grade cohorts respectively, while the
aggregate target was 71.8%.

Results
The percentage of students in the Grade 4 cohort that performed at Level 3 or above in 2008-09

increased by 5.7 percentage points (67.9% to 73.6%), which surpassed their established target. The
percentage of students in the Grade 5 cohort that performed at Level 3 or above in 2008-09 increased
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by 9.6 percentage points (69.2% to 78.8%) from 2007-08, which surpassed the target. The aggregate
percentage of students that performed at Level 3 or above for both cohorts increased by 7.6
percentage points (68.6% to 76.2%), which also surpassed the established target.

Cohort Growth on State EL A Exam from 2007-08 to 2008-09

Grade Cgir;zrt Percent at Levels3 and 4 Change AZﬁirgid
2007-08 Target 2008-09
4 53 67.9 71.45 73.6 5.7 YES
5 52 69.2 72.1 78.8 9.6 YES
All 105 68.6 71.8 76.2 7.6 YES

Evaluation

Since both of the two avail able cohorts met the established growth target, aswell as al students
combined enrolled in at |east their second year, Bronx Better Learning met its objective for this
outcome measure. The school exceeded its target by amargin of 2.15 percentage points for the
2008-09 Grade 4 cohort, 6.7 percentage points for the Grade 5 cohort, and 4.4 percentage pointsin

the aggregate.

Additional Evidence

Asthe table below indicates, three year trend data demonstrate consistent progress toward meeting
this outcome measure. In 2006-07, the single cohort under analysis experienced growth of minus 6.4
percentage points, thus not meeting the target. However, in 2007-08 one cohort (Grade 4)
experienced no growth, while the other (Grade 5) experienced a positive change of 14.3 percentage
points, with an aggregate growth of 7.2 percentage points. Both cohorts met their exceeded their
targets from 2007-08 to 2008-09, demonstrating consi stent improvement of performance against this
measure.

Cohort Performance on State English Language Arts Exam
Sincethe Advent of the Grades 3-8 Testing Program by School Year

Cohort Number of Cohorts
School Year Grades Meeting Target Number of Cohorts
2006-07 4 0 1
2007-08 4,5 1 2
2008-09 4,5 2 2
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SUMMARY

As delineated in the following table, during the 2008-09 school year, Bronx Better Learning met its
first, second, third, and fifth measures for Goal 1, and did not meet its fourth measure (which actualy
represents performance in 2007-08).

. Outcome
Measure Type Description 5008-09

Each year, 75 percent of all tested students who are enrolled in Met

1 Absolute at least their second year will perform at or above Level 3 on
the New Y ork State examination.
Each year, the school’ s aggregate Performance Index (Pl) on

2 Absolute the State exam will meet the Annual Measurable Objective Met
(AMO) set forth in the state’ s NCLB accountability system.
Each year, the percent of all tested students who are enrolled

3 Comparative in at least their second year and performing at or above Level Met
3 on the State exam will be greater than that of all studentsin
the same tested grades in the local school district.

4 Comparative Each year, the school will exceed its predicted level of Did Not Meet
performance on the State exam by at |least a small Effect Size. (2007-08)
Each year, each grade-level cohort will reduce by one-half the
gap between the percent at or above Level 3 on the previous

5 Value Added year's State ELA exam and 75 percent at or above Level 3 on Met
the current year's State ELA exam.

ACTION PLAN

Asaresult of acareful analysis and review of the results all state examination results related to

English language arts, other standardized and interim assessment measures, and teacher reflection,
Bronx Better Learning will undertake the following steps to improve academic achievement in the
reading and writing of the English Language, and thereby fully meet Goal 1.

1. Bronx Better Learning has devel oped arefined approach to supporting the needs of its
teachers, referred to as the Revised Framework for Professional Development. Each teacher,
in collaboration with administrators and professional development specialists, will develop
an individual professional development plan. In that plan, teachers will focus on targeted,
observable student performance items and teacher behaviors, which may include the teaching
of reading and writing.

2. Bronx Better Learning plansto increase our cadre of on-site Professional Devel opment
Specialists by an FTE of 1.0. We will seek tofill that position with an individual who brings
added expertise in the implementation of both Reading and Writing Workshop, as both of
those programs support implementation of the Subordination of Teaching to Learning, with
certain modifications. In addition, the school will continue to contract for the services of
Mrs. Shakti Gattegno, an expert in the Subordination of Teaching to Learning, and the wife
and close professional colleague of the late Dr. Caleb Gattegno, who was responsible for
developing theinstructional approach the school utilizes.
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3. Bronx Better Learning has refined the structures in place to assist students at-risk of
academic failure. The school will add two additional full-time teachers, for atota of 5 full-
time teachers, to assist struggling students. More importantly, the school will use more of
those teachers than ever before in co-teaching positions to better meet the needs of struggling
students. Further to assist struggling students, the members of the school’ s leadership team
will be responsible for asmall subgroup of students who have been identified based on our
analysis of state and standardized test scores. Those staff members will meet regularly with
each identified student, providing academic and non-academic support, to ensure that the
child has a personal connection and relationship in addition to that of the regular classroom
teachers. Finaly, the school has devel oped amulti-tier system of instructional support for
struggling students based on assessment data, consisting of short-term support, mid-level
support, and intensive long-term support.

4. Inthe spring of 2009, the school’ s leadership team conducted item and gap analysis of the
state examination results for English language arts. Then members of the team guided
teachers through a process of curriculum refinement. Revised curriculum maps were
developed in each grade level. In addition, moving forward in 2009-10 there will be
coordinated school-wide author and genre studies. A “test genre” has also been added to the
curriculum, as opposed to traditional “test prep,” to assist students in understanding complex
questions that are presented to them in standardized and other formal tests. Asaresult of that
work, the school’ s written curriculum is more cohesive with stronger grade-to-grade
articulation, which should result in increased student achievement in this goal area.

5. With respect to the implementation of the revised curriculum maps, each grade level will be
monitored by one of the school’ s administrators and/or professiona development specialists
to ensure the appropriate and consistent implementation of the school’ s written curriculum.

6. Bronx Better Learning will continue to more fully implement the Writing Workshop program
in al tested grades. That practice will include more structured professional development
opportunities for teachersin using the program, including teachers’ assuming the role of
student to improve their own writing skills. In addition, the school will begin to implement
Reading Workshop in the 2009-10 school year, which together with Writing Workshop, will
complement the use of Words in Color and other materials, techniques and activities
associated with Gattegna’ s approach to literacy.

7. Bronx Better Learning will begin using the Diagnostic Reading Assessment — 2 (DRA — 2)
on amoreregular basisin 2009-10. Teacherswill receive training in the use of the DRA — 2
and will use the instrument to better monitor the progress of their students, and to target
specific interventions for struggling students.

8. To cultivate alove of reading and learning, Bronx Better Learning will continue to expand its
collection of children’s literature and other resources, including in-class libraries and a wider
collection of appropriately leveled reading books. In addition, teachers will be provided
ongoing support from professiona development specialists to assist them with the strategic
use of thase resources within the English language arts curriculum.
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MATHEMATICS

Goal 2: Mathematics
Students will demonstrate mastery of grade level mathematical concepts.

Background

The school’s Mathematics curriculum is very closely aligned to the New York State Core Curriculum
Standards. Bronx Better Learning’s pedagogical approach, the subordination of teaching to learning,
incorporates, especially in the early grades, materials and techniques that constitute the “Gattegno
Mathematics™ program, for instruction in mathematics. That program relies heavily on the use of
manipulatives, primarily Cuisenaire rods, to ensure, even in the earliest stages, that students develop
models for thinking mathematically, thereby providing them with a sound basis for accomplishing
two essential objectives: becoming swift and accurate in their computation skills while focusing on
problem solving activities that involve practice and real world application of those skills. The
approach is particularly well suited to mastery of the student proficiencies outlined in New York
State’s mathematics standards, since its implementation involves frequent exercises requiring
students to demonstrate, not just the correct answers, but also awareness of the mathematical
processes that lead to them. As students progress through the grades, more traditional materials, may
be incorporated into instructional activities to ensure that students are (1) able to solve effectively
and efficiently mathematical problems of all types relevant to their grade level, (2) afforded sufficient
practice in refining their skills, including demonstrating those skills on New York State examinations
and standardized tests of academic achievement and (3) exposed to a wide range of activities that
will prepare them for continued academic success in more conventional school settings. Regardless
of the materials used, Bronx Better Learning teachers are expected to implement the school’s
pedagogical approach; therefore, extensive and intensive professional development is provided to
them, including available daily in-class support.

Goal 2, Measure 1: Absolute Proficiency
Each year, 75 percent of 3™ through 5% graders who are enrolled in at least their second year will
perform at or above Level 3 on the New York State Mathematics examination.

Method

New York State administers an annual mathematics examination to students in Grades 3 — 8. That
examination is a cumulative assessment measuring student mastery of skills and knowledge at each
grade level, as determined by the New York State mathematics Standards. Individual student
performance is reported as a scaled score and a performance level is determined by the state.
Performance levels range from 1 to 4, with Level 3 being proficient and Level 4 being advanced.
Evaluation of this outcome measure is based on the percentage of students who are enrolled in at
least their second year, that is, students who have been enrolled since at least BEDS day (first
Wednesday of October) of the previous school year and score at Levels 3 and 4. During the week of
March 2 - 6, 2009, Bronx Better Learning’s 3d_ 5t grade teachers administered the New York State
Mathematics Assessment to all of its 3™ — 5™ grade students, in strict accord with all test
administration procedures.
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2008-09 State Mathematics Exam
Number of Students Tested and Not Tested

Grade Total Not Tested” Total
Tested IEP ELL Absent | Enrolled
3 59 0 0 0 59
4 55 0 0 0 55
5 52 0 0 0 52
All 166 0 0 0 166

Results

The following table presents the New York State mathematics test results for all students tested and
for those students enrolled in at least their second year. Of the 59 students tested in Grade 3, 56 were
enrolled in at least their second year. Of those 56 continuously enrolled 3 graders, 96.4% (54 of 56)
performed at or above Level 3 on the New York State mathematics examination. Of the 55 students
tested in Grade 4, 52 were enrolled in at least their second year. Of those 52 continuously enrolled
4t graders, 88.5% (46 of 52) ﬂ?erformed at or above Level 3 on the New York State mathematics
examination. All of the 52 5™ graders tested were enrolled in at least their second year. Of those
students, 73.1% (38 of 52) performed at or above Level 3 on the New York State mathematics
examination. In total, 160 of the students tested in Grades 3 — 5 were enrolled in at least their second
year and, of those, 86.3% (138 students) performed at or above Level 3 on the New York State
mathematics examination.

Charter School Performance on 2008-09 State Mathematics Exam
By All Students and Students Enrolled in At Least Their Second Year

Grade Population Percent at Each Performance Level Number
P Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level 4 Level 3/4 Tested

3 All Students 1.7 1.7 62.7 33.9 96.6 59
Students in At Least 2* Year 1.8 1.8 62.5 33.9 96.4 56

4 |-....... AllSwudents [ 18 | .. 109 | . 67.3 | . 200 f . 873. ... 55 ..
Students in At Least 2° Year 1.9 9.6 69.2 19.2 88.5 52
s All Students 1.9 25.0 53.8 19.2 73.1 52
Students in At Least 2™ Year 1.9 25.0 53.8 19.2 73.1 52
All All Students 1.2 12.0 61.5 24.7 86.2 166
Students in At Least 2™ Year 1.9 11.9 61.9 24.4 86.3 160

Evaluation

Since the attained percent for students enrolled in at least their second year is above 75%, Bronx
Better Learning met its objective for this outcome measure. In fact, the school surpassed this
outcome measure by 11.3 percentage points. The margin in which each grade surpassed this target
declined with each successive grade (21.4 percentage points in Grade 3, 13.5 percentage points in
Grade 4, and -1.9 percentage points in grade 5). This pattern correlates to a consistent pattern in New

? Students exempted from this exam according to their Individualized Education Program (IEP), because of English
Language Learners (ELL) status, or absence for at least some part of the exam

Page 16 of 31




Bronx Charter School for Better Learning 2008-09 Accountability Plan Progress Report

York State mathematics test scores statewide, which reflects a drop in percentage of students at Level
3 or above as students move to higher grade levels.

Additional Evidence

As the table below indicates, there are four years” worth of data available, and three grade levels with
the possibility of a year-to-year absolute measure comparison. Mathematics performance in Grade 3
has increased consistently during the four year comparison (80.0% in 2005-06, 83.3% in 2006-07,
and 92.3% in 2007-08, and 96.4% in 2008-09). Performance also increased in Grade 4 from 2006-07
t0 2007-08 (79.5% to 91.7%), yet declined from 2007-08 to 2008-09 (91.7% to 88.5%). Performance
in the school’s Grade 5 also declined from 2007-08 to 2008-09 (81.3% to 73.1%). Aggregate
performance of all students has increased over the first three years of administering the math exam
(80.0% in 2005-06, 81.5% in 2006-07, and 88.5% in 2007-08), and remained consistent from 2007-
08 to 2008-09 (0.01 percentage point increase). This evidence suggests that the school’s
instructional program in Grade 3 both consistently surpasses the target, as well as continues to
improve each year. The data also suggests that while the school’s upper grades mostly meet or
exceed the target, performance has been somewhat inconsistent during the past two years.

Mathematics Performance
by Grade Level and School Year*

Grade Percent of Students, at Levels 3 and 4
2005-06 2006-07 2007-08 2008-09

Number Number Number Number

Percent Tested Percent Tested Percent Tested Percent Tested
3 (All tested) 81.5 54 84.2 57 89.8 59 96.6 59
3 (2+ years) 80.0 45 83.3 48 92.3 52 96.4 56
4 (All tested) 78.9 57 86.2 58 87.3 55
4 (2+ years) 79.5 44 91.7 48 88.5 52
5 (All tested) 81.3 48 73.1 52
5 (2+ years) 81.3 48 73.1 52
Total (All tested) 81.5 54 81.6 114 86.1 165 86.2 166
Total (2+ years) 80.0 45 81.5 92 88.5 148 86.3 160

" Goal 2, Measure 2: Absolute Proficiency

Each year, the school’s aggregate Performance Index (PI) on the State mathematics exam will meet
the Annual Measurable Objective (AMO) set forth in the state’s NCLB accountability system.

Under federal “No Child Left Behind” legislation, the New York State Education Department sets an
Annual Measurable Objective (AMO) to determine if schools are making satisfactory progress
toward the goal that 100 percent of students will be proficient in the state’s learning standards in
mathematics by 2013-2014. To meet the standard of progress toward that goal, all tested students in

4 Note: caution should be used in comparing year to year results because each grade is a different group of students
each year and overall results may include different grade levels from year to year.
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a school must have a Performance Index (PI) value that equals or exceeds the year’s established
AMO in mathematics. The PI is calculated by adding the sum of the percent of students at Level 2
and above with the sum of the percent of students at Level 3 and above.

Results

Of the 166 students tested on the New Y ork mathematic examination in 2008-09, 12.0% attained
Level 2, 61.5% attained Level 3 and 24.7% attained Level 4. The school’s attained aggregate
Performance Index on the test was 184.4.

Calculation of 2008-09 Mathematics Performance Index (PI)

Grades Percent of Students at Each Performance Level Number
Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level 4 Tested
3-5 1.2 12.0 61.5 24.7 166
PI 12.0 61.5 + 24.7
61.5 + 24.7 = 184.4
Evaluation

New York State’s NCLB 2008-09 target Annual Mathematics Measurable Objective for Grades 3 — 8
is 119. Since the Bronx Better Learning attained aggregate performance index value was 184.4, the
school met the objective for this outcome measure, by a very wide margin of 65.4 points.

Additional Evidence
Given the limited amount of comparative data, there is consistency in the general positive aggregate
levels of performance from the school’s first two years of administering the test, and the last two

years. The school continues to exceed the established AMO in each year the mathematics exam has
been administered.

Mathematics Performance Index (PI) and Annual Measurable Objective (AMO) by School Year

Total N Percent of Students at Each Performance Level

Year Grades Tested Level 2 Level 3 Level 4 P AMO
2003-04
2004-05
2005-06 3 54 16.6 68.5 13.0 179 86
2006-07 3 and 4 114 14.0 58.8 22.8 177 86
2007-08 3-5 165 13.9 60.6 255 186.1 102
2008-09 3-5 166 12.0 61.5 24.7 184.4 119
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\ Goal 2, Measure 3: Comparative Proficiency

Each year, the percent of students who are enrolled in at least their second year and performing at or
above Level 3 on the State Mathematics exam in each grade tested will be greater than that of the
local school district.

Method

An analysis was conducted, comparing the percent of 3, 4%, and 5™ grade students enrolled in at
least their second year at Bronx Better Learning, who achieved a minimum of Level 3 on the State
mathematics examination, with the percent of total students tested in those grades in New York City
School District 11 who achieved a minimum of Level 3 on the State mathematics examination.
Aggregate results were also analyzed, comparing Bronx Better Learning’s combined 3™ — 5% grade
results with those of District 11.

Results

The following table presents the results for Grades 3, 4, and 5, separately, along with the aggregate
data. Bronx Better Learning’s percentages for Grades 3, 4, and 5, individually, and for these three
grades combined were 96.4%, 88.5%, 73.1%, and 86.3% respectively. The matching results for
District 11 were: 90.4%, 82.4%, 84.6%, and 85.8%.

2008-09 State Mathematics Exam
Charter School and District Performance by Grade Level

Percent of Students at Levels 3 and 4
Charter School Students .
. All District 11 Student:
Grade in at least 2™ Year 1strc ents
Number Number
Percent Tested Percent Tested
3 96.4 56 90.4 3184
4 88.5 52 82.4 3175
5 73.1 52 84.6 3268
All 86.3 160 85.8 9627

Evaluation

Since the percentages of continuously enrolled Bronx Better Learning students at or above Level 3
exceeded the corresponding percentage for all students enrolled in those grades in District 11, Bronx
Better Learning met its objective for this outcome measure. Bronx Better Learning surpassed
District 11 by 6.0 percentage points in Grade 3, 6.1 percentage points in Grade 4, and 0.5 percentage
points overall. New York City District 11 surpassed Bronx Better Learning by 11.5 percentage
points in Grade 5.

Additional Evidence

It is evident in the table below that the results are consistent over the first three years that Bronx
Better Learning administered the State mathematics examination. The school experienced an
improvement in the percentage difference between its aggregate scores and District 11°s in each year
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as follows: plus 3.5 % percentage points in 2004-05, plus 4.5 percentage points in 2006-07, and 8.0
percentage points in 2007-08. However, this margin decreased to only 0.5 in 2008-09, which
represents a substantial increase in the aggregate performance of students in Grades 3 — 5 in District
11 rather than a significant decrease in Bronx Better Learning’s performance.

Mathematics Performance of Charter School and Local District
by Grade Level and School Year

Percent of Charter School Students Enrolled in At Least Their Second Year Compared to All District
Students in the Same Tested Grades
Grade 2005-06 2006-07 2007-08 2008-09
Charter Local Charter Local Charter Local Charter Local
School District School District School District School | District
3 80.0 76.5 83.3 82.4 92.3 85.4 96.4 90.4
4 79.5 71.4 91.7 78.6 88.5 82.4
5 81.3 77.6 73.1 84.6
All 80.0 76.5 81.5 77.0 88.5 80.5 86.3 85.8

i Goal 2, Measure 4: Comparative Proficiency )
E Each year, the school will exceed its predicted level of performance on the State Mathematics exam :
' by at least a small Effect Size (performing higher than expected to a small degree) according to a 4
. regression analysis controlling for students eligible for free lunch among all public schools in New |
« York State. :

To address this measure, the Charter Schools Institute conducts a Comparative Performance Analysis
which is sent to schools it has authorized. In it, a regression analysis is conducted to determine the
predicted percentage of students scoring at Levels 3 and 4 on the state mathematics examination,
controlling for the percent of students eligible for free lunch in all public schools statewide. Each
charter school’s actual performance is compared to the level of performance predicted for a school
with that particular level of poverty. An Effect Size is then determined by dividing the difference
between the predicted and actual level of performance by the standard deviation. An Effect Size is
calculated for each grade level and then an aggregate Effect Size is computed for the overall
performance of the school. It is the aggregate Effect Size that pertains directly to this outcome
measure. This measure is met if a school’s Effect Size is equal to or greater than 0.3, which is
considered performing higher than expected to a small degree. Since the regression analysis for
2008-09 was not available at the time of the preparation of this report, the previous year’s (2007-08)
results are presented.
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As noted in the following table, the obtained Effect Size for mathematics in the 2007-08 school year,
was 0.17 for Grade 3, 0.42 for Grade 4, 0.04 for Grade 5, and 0.22 overall.

2008-09 Mathematics Comparative Performance by Grade Level

Percent Number Percent of Students Difference Effect
Grade Eligible for - at Levels 3&4 between Actual .
= Tested . Size
Free Lunch - and Predicted
Actual Predicted

3 NA 59 89.80 88.40 1.40 0.17

4 NA 58 86.20 81.67 4.53 0.42

5 NA 58 81.20 80.66 0.54 0.04
All 48.0 114 86.03 83.78 2.25 0.22

School’s Overall Comparative Performance:
About the Same as Expected
Evaluation

Since the attained Effect Size was 0.22 overall, the Charter Schools Institute has determined that the
performance of Bronx Better Learning was “about the same as expected.” Therefore, the school did
not meet this measure for 2007-08.

Additional Evidence

As evident in the following table, there are currently three years of data available, relevant to this
outcome measure. The objective was met in 2005-06, and was not met in 2006-07 and 2007-08.
Although actual performance remained consistent from 2005-06 to 2006-07 (only a gain of .1
percentage points) and actually increased by 4.5 percentage points in 2007-08, the percentage of
students eligible for free lunch declined, thus increasing the school’s predicted level of performance.

Mathematics Comparative Performance by School Year

Percent

School Grades Eligible for et Actual Predicted Ef.fect

Year < Tested Size

Free Lunch

2003-04
2004-05
2005-06 3 58.6 54 81.5 73.0 48
2006-07 3and 4 48.0 114 81.6 80.2 0.11
2007-08 3-5 49.3 165 86.1 83.78 0.22
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E Goal 2, Measure 5: Value Added '
1 Each year, each grade-level cohort will reduce by one-half the gap between the percent at or above |
i Level 3 on the previous year’s State mathematics exam and 75 percent at or above Level 3 on the |
i current year’s State Mathematics exam. If a grade-level cohort exceeds 75 percent at or above Level E
' 3 in the previous year, that cohort is expected to show at least an increase in the current year. 1

A value added analysis was conducted, utilizing data only for the cohorts of students who took the
New York State mathematics examination while on the register of Bronx Better Learning for both the
March 2008 and the March 2009 administrations of the examination. With a value added measure,
the outcome is expressed as the year-to-year difference (i.e., change) between pre-test and post-test
scores of the same students. To show added value requires giving tests on two occasions and looking
at the progress of the same group (or grade-level cohort) of students from one year to the next.

There were only two cohorts (4™ and 5™ graders in 2008-09) available for a value added analysis of
the state mathematics test scores, as well as an aggregate total for both grades combined. The
performance of each cohort and the aggregate in the previous year (2007-08) was above the 75%
absolute proficiency threshold (90.6% for the 4™ grade cohort, 90.4% for the 5™ grade cohort, and
90.5% in the aggregate); therefore, each target represented an increase of .1 percentage points.

Results

In 2008-09, the 4™ grade cohort’s performance decreased by 3.8 percentage points (90.6% to 86.8%).
failing to meet the respective target. Similarly, the performance of the school’s 5% grade cohort
declined by 17.3 percentage points (90.4% to 73.1%), also failing to meet the target. The aggregate
performance of both cohorts combined decreased by 10.5 percentage points (90.5 to 80.0), failing to
meet the overall target.

Cohort Growth on State Mathematics Exam from 2007-08 to 2008-09

Grade Cohort Percent at Levels 3 and 4 Change Target
Size 2007-08 Target 2008-09 Achieved
4 53 90.6 90.7 86.8 -3.8 NO
5 52 90.4 90.5 73.1 -17.3 NO
All 105 90.5 90.6 80.0 -10.5 NO

Evaluation

Since there was a drop of 3.8 percentage points for the 4% grade cohort in 2007-08, a drop of 17.3
percentage points for the 5® grade cohort, and an aggregate decrease of 10.5 percentage points, rather
than a rise of .1 percentage points, Bronx Better Learning did not meet its objective for this outcome
measure.

Additional Evidence

As the table below indicates, some progress toward this outcome measure was noted from 2006-07 to
2007-08. In the previous year, the single cohort under analysis (Grade 4) did not the target and
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actually experienced a decrease in performance of 4.2 percentage points. A significant decreasein
performance according to this measure was observed in 2008-09.

Cohort Performance on M athematics Exam
Sincethe Advent of the Grades 3-8 Testing Program by School Y ear

Cohort Number of Cohorts
School Y ear Grades Meeting Target Number of Cohorts
2006-07 4 0 1
2007-08 4,5 1 2
2008-09 3-5 0 2

SUMMARY

As delineated in the following table, during the 2008-09 school year, Bronx Better Learning met its
first, second, and third outcome measures for Goa 2, and did not meet the fourth measure (which
actually represented performance in 2007-08) and fifth measures.

Outcome

Measure Type Description 5008-09

Each year, 75 percent of al tested students who are enrolled in
1 Absolute at least their second year will perform at or above Level 3 on Met
the New Y ork State examination.

Each year, the school’ s aggregate Performance Index (Pl) on
2 Absolute the State exam will meet the Annual Measurable Objective Met
(AMO) set forth in the state’ s NCLB accountability system.

Each year, the percent of all tested students who are enrolled
in at least their second year and performing at or above Level

3 Comparative 3 on the State exam will be greater than that of al studentsin Met
the same tested grades in the local school district.
4 Comparative Each year, the school will exceed its predicted level of Not Met
P performance on the State exam by at |east a small Effect Size. (2007-08)
Each year, each grade-level cohort will reduce by one-half the
5 Value Added | 98P between the percent at or above Level 3 on the previous Not Met

year's State mathematics exam and 75 percent at or above
Level 3 onthe current year’s State mathematics exam.

ACTION PLAN

As aresult of acareful analysis and review of the results all state examination results related to
Mathematics, other standardized and interim assessment measures, and teacher reflection, Bronx
Better Learning will undertake the foll owing steps to improve academic achievement in
Mathematics, and thereby fully meet Goal 2:

1. Bronx Better Learning has devel oped arefined approach to supporting the needs of its
teachers, referred to as the Revised Framework for Professional Development. Each teacher,
in collaboration with administrators and professional development specialists, will develop
an individual professional development plan. In that plan, teachers will focus on targeted,

Page 23 of 31




Bronx Charter School for Better Learning 2008-09 Accountability Plan Progress Report

observable student performance items and teacher behaviors, which may include the teaching
of mathematics.

Bronx Better Learning plans to increase its cadre of on-site Professional Devel opment
Specidlists by an FTE of 1.0. Whilethat person’s efforts will focus primarily on improving
teaching in English language arts, the presence of an additional PD Specialist will serve
additionally to free up time for two of our current PD Specialiststo concentrate more than in
the past on mathematics instruction. In addition, we will continue to retain the services of
mathematics consultant Dr. Arthur Powell of Rutgers University. He will visit the school
twice a month on average, training the teachers through workshops and lesson studies.

Bronx Better Learning has refined the structures in place to assist students at-risk of
academic failure. The school will add two additional full-time teachers, for atota of 5 full-
time teachers, to assist struggling students. More importantly, the school will use more of
those teachers than ever before in co-teaching positions to better meet the needs of struggling
students. Further to assist struggling students, the members of the school’ s |eadership team
will be responsible for asmall subgroup of students who have been identified based on our
analysis of state and standardized test scores. Those staff members will meet regularly with
each identified student, providing academic and non-academic support, to ensure that the
child has a personal connection and relationship in addition to that of the regular classroom
teachers. Finally, the school has devel oped a multi-tier system of instructiona support for
struggling students based on assessment data, consisting of short-term support, mid-level
support, and intensive long-term support.

In the spring of 2009, the school’ s |eadership team conducted item and gap analysis of the
state examination results for mathematics. Then members of the team guided teachers
through a process of curriculum refinement. Revised mathematics curriculum maps were
developed in each grade level. In addition, moving forward in 2009- 10, additional resources
particular to our pedagogica approach are being woven into the scope and sequence
document to aid teachersin planning their instruction. Those resources include Gattegno
Mini-tests, aswell as activities developed by practitioners of the approach. Besides aiding
teachersin their day-to-day practice, this effort will make the school’ s mathematics
curriculum more cohesive, with clearer grade-to-grade articulation, in order to increase
student achievement in this goal area.

. With respect to the implementation of the revised curriculum maps, each grade level will be
monitored by one of the school’ s administrators and/or professiona development specialists
to ensure their appropriate and consistent implementation.

In the 5" grade, where a significant decrease in student performance has been noted, as
measured by the state assessment in mathematics, we are taking the following two significant
steps to improve students’ performance in the future: we are increasing the number of 5"
grade classes from two to three, with no significant variation in the total number of students
in 5" grade, and we are increasing the number of 5 grade teachers, from 3.5 FTE to 5.0
FTE. Theteacher:pupil ratioin 5" grade will improve, from 14.9:1 to 10.4:1. (Note: during
the 2008-09 school year, one of our two 5™ grade classes had two full-teachers assigned, with
apart-time Socia Studiesteacher for both classes; during the 2009-10 school year, two of
our three 5™ grade classes will each have two full-time teachers assigned.)
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SCIENCE

Goal 3: Science
Students will demonstrate competency in the understanding and application of scientific reasoning.

Background

The school’s science curriculum is very closely aligned to the New York State Core Curriculum
Standards. Bronx Better Learning’s pedagogical approach, the subordination of teaching to learning,
incorporates techniques and materials that foster students” active participation in lessons. For that
reason, hands-on experimentation with commercially prepared science kits has been encouraged, first
through the FOSS Science program and more recently with the Science 21 program.

Goal 3, Measure 1: Absolute Proficiency
Each year, 75 percent of 4™ graders who are enrolled in at least their second year will perform at or
above Level 3 on the New York State Science examination.

Method

New York State administers an annual science examination to students in Grade 4. That examination
is a cumulative assessment measuring student mastery of skills and knowledge, as determined by the
New York State Science Standards. Individual student performance is reported as a scale score and a
performance level is determined by the state. Performance levels range from 1 to 4, with Level 3
being proficient and Level 4 being advanced. Evaluation of this outcome measure is based on the
percentage of students who are enrolled in at least their second year, that is, students who have been
enrolled since at least BEDS day of the previous school year and score at Levels 3 and 4. During the
spring of 2009, Bronx Better Learning’s 4™ grade teachers administered the New York State Science
Assessment to all of its 4™ graders, in strict accord with all test administration procedures.

2008-09 State Science Exam
Number of Students Tested and Not Tested

Grade Total Not Tested’ Total
Tested IEP ELL Absent | Enrolled
4 0 8 0 0 55

Results

The following table presents the New York State science test results for all students tested and for
those students enrolled in at least their second year. Of the 55 enrolled in Grade 4, 52 were enrolled
in at least their second year. Of those 52 continuously enrolled 4™ graders, 0.0% (0 of 52) performed
at or above Level 3 on the New York State science examination. While all students were tested, an
administrative error occurred, resulting in the invalidation of all scores.

3 Students exempted from this exam according to their Individualized Education Program (IEP), because of English
Language Learners (ELL) status, or absence for at least some part of the exam
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Charter School Performance on 2008-09 State Science Exam
By All Students and Students Enrolled in At Least Their Second Year

Grade Population Percent at Each Performance Level Number
P Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level 4 Level 3/4 Tested
4 e All Students | ¢ 0.0 .. 0.0 | .1 0.0 [ .. 0.0 | ... 0.0 ...} 0. ..
Students in At Least 2° Year 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0
Evaluation

Since the attained percent at Level 3 or above on the New York State science examination for
students enrolled in at least their second year was below 75%, Bronx Better Learning did no meet its
objective for this outcome measure.

Additional Evidence

As the table below indicates, there are three years’ worth of data available, and only one grade level
tested for this goal area, therefore only allowing a single year-to-year absolute measure comparison.
Science performance in Grade 4 increased from 2006-07 to 2007-08 (75.0% to 87.5). However, due
to the administrative error in 2008-09, accurate student performance in this area is not able to be
analyzed.

Science Performance
by Grade Level and School Year

Percent of Students Enrolled in At Least Second Year at
Grade
Levels 3 and 4
2006-07 2007-08 2008-09
Number Number Number
Percent Tested Percent Tested Percent Tested
4 75.0 44 87.5 48 0.0 0

i Goal 3, Measure 2: Comparative Proficiency 4
i Each year, the percent of students who are enrolled in at least their second year and performing at or |
i above Level 3 on the State Science exam will be greater than that of the local school district. :

Note: Statewide New York State Science examination results were not available at the time of the
submission of this report; therefore, compared proficiency with the local school district could not be
determined.
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SUMMARY

As delineated in the following table, Bronx Better Learning did not meet the first measure within this
goal area, while datawas not available at the time of the issuance of this report to determine progress
toward the second measure.

. Outcome
Measure Type Description 5008-09

Each year, 75 percent of all tested students who are enrolled in

1 Absolute at least their second year will perform at or above Level 3 on Not Met
the New Y ork State examination.
Each year, the percent of students who are enrolled in at least

> Comparative their se(_:ond year and_performi ng at or above Level 3 on the N/A
State science exam will be greater than that of the local school
district.

ACTION PLAN

Asaresult of acareful analysis and review of the results al state examination results related to
science, and teacher reflection, the Bronx Better Learning will undertake the following steps to
improve academic achievement in social studies, and thereby continue to fully meet Goa 3:

1. Bronx Better Learning has developed arefined approach to supporting needs of its teachers,
referred to as the Revised Framework for Professional Development. Each teacher, in
conjunction with administrators and professional development specialists, will develop an
individual professional development plan. In this plan, teacherswill focus on targeted,
observable student and teacher outcomes, which may include the teaching of science.

2. Theschool will continue to use Science 21 as its primary resource within the teaching of
science. Teacherswill be supported in the use of these materials. The school will continue to
support teachers' participation at professional development seminars within grade levels.
Teacherswill then “turnkey” that training, by sharing their experiences with their grade-level

colleagues.

3. Theschoal has devel oped and submitted to the State Education Department a correction
action plan regarding the administrative error that occurred prior to the administration of the
2008-09 Grade 4 Science Examination. All steps within this plan have been completed to
ensure that results moving forward will be valid.
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SOCIAL STUDIES

Goal 4: Social Studies
Students will demonstrate competency in the understanding and application of social studies
concepts.

Background

The school’s social studies curriculum is very closely aligned to the New York State Core
Curriculum Standards. Bronx Better Learning’s pedagogical approach, the subordination of teaching
to learning, incorporates techniques and materials that foster students’ active participation in lessons.

i Goal 4, Measure 1: Absolute Proficiency
+ Each year, 75 percent of 4™ oraders who are enrolled in at least their second year will perform at or
' above Level 3 on the New York State Social Studies examination.

Method

New York State administers an annual social studies examination to students in Grade 5. That
examination is a cumulative assessment measuring student mastery of skills and knowledge, as
determined by the New York State social studies examination. Individual student performance is
reported as a scale score and a performance level is determined by the state. Performance levels
range from 1 to 4, with Level 3 being proficient and Level 4 being advanced. Evaluation of this
outcome measure is based on the percentage of students who are enrolled in at least their second
year, that is, students who have been enrolled since at least BEDS day of the previous school year
and score at Levels 3 and 4. During the week of November 14-15, 2009, Bronx Better Learning’s 5t
grade teachers administered the New York State Science Assessment to all of its 52 5% graders, in
strict accord with all test administration procedures.

2008-09 State Social Studies Exam
Number of Students Tested and Not Tested

Grade Total Not Tested® Total
Tested IEP ELL Absent | Enrolled
5 52 0 0 0 52

Results

The following table presents the New York State social studies examination results for all students
tested and for those students enrolled in at least their second year. All of the 52 students tested were
enrolled in at least their second year. Of these students, 76.9% (40 of 52) performed at or above
Level 3 on the New York State Science examination.

% Students exempted from this exam according to their Individualized Education Program (IEP), because of English
Language Learners (ELL) status, or absence for at least some part of the exam
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Charter School Performance on 2008-09 State Social Studies Exam
By All Students and Students Enrolled in At Least Their Second Year

Grad Pooulati Percent at Each Performance Level Number
rade opuiation Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level 4 Level 3/4 Tested
5 All Students 13.5 9.6 53.8 23.1 76.9 52
i Students in At Least 2* Year 13.5 9.6 53.8 23.1 76.9 52
Evaluation

Since the attained percent scoring at Levels 3 and 4 for students enrolled in at least their second year
above 75.0, Bronx Better Learning has met its objective for this outcome measure by surpassing the
target by 1.9 percentage points.

Additional Evidence

As the table below indicates, there are only two years’ worth of data available, and only one grade
level tested for this goal area, therefore only allowing a single year-to-year absolute measure
comparison. Social Studies performance in Grade 5 has decreased slightly from 2007-08 to 2008-09
(81.6% to 76.9).

Social Studies Performance
by Grade Level and School Year

Percent of Students Enrolled in At
Least Second Year at Levels 3 and 4

Grade 2007-08 2008-09
Number Number
Percent Tested Percent Tested
5 81.6 49 76.9 52

i Goal 4, Measure 2: Comparative Proficiency :

E Each year, the percent of students who are enrolled in at least their second year and performing at or E

{ above Level 3 on the State Social Studies exam will be greater than that of the local school district. __
Note: Statewide New York State social studies examination results were not available at the time of
the submission of this report; therefore, compared proficiency with the local school district could not
be determined.
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SUMMARY

As delineated in the following table, during the 2008-09 school year, Bronx Better Learning met its
first outcome measure for Goal 4. Since comparative data were not available at the time of the
preparation of this report, attainment of the second outcome measure could not be determined.

Outcome

Measure Type Description 2008-09

Each year, 75 percent of all tested students who are enrolled
1 Absolute in at least their second year will perform at or above Level 3 Met
on the New Y ork State examination.

Each year, the percent of students who are enrolled in at least
their second year and performing at or above Level 3 on the
State Socia Studies exam will be greater than that of the local
school district.

2 Comparative N/A

ACTION PLAN

Asaresult of acareful analysis and review of the results al state examination results related to social
studies, and teacher reflection, the Bronx Better Learning will undertake the following steps to
improve academic achievement in social studies, and thereby continue to fully meet Godl 4.

1. Bronx Better Learning has developed a refined approach to supporting needs of its teachers,
referred to as the Revised Framework for Professional Development. Each teacher, in
conjunction with administrators and professional development specialists, will develop an
individual professional development plan. In this plan, teachers will focus on targeted,
observable student and teacher outcomes, which may include the teaching of social studies.

2. Asstated in the Action Plan for English language arts, the school refined its curriculum maps
a each grade leve in the spring of 2009. Specia attention was paid during this process to the
integration of social studies within the English language arts curriculum. Specifically,
themes consi stent with author and genre study have been aligned within the written
curriculum.

3. Toincrease student achievement of grade level social studies skills and concepts, Bronx
Better Learning will review an item analysis of the results of the most recent NY State
Social Studies examination and identify those strands in which its students performed less
well. One of the school’ s professional development specialists will lead teachersin
Grades 1, 2, 3, 4 and 5 through the analysis of the results, prior to the start of the 2009-
2010 school year. Grade 5 teachers will adjust the sequence of their instructional
priorities to address the areas of greatest need prior to the Fall 2009 test administration.

4. Additionally, the school intends to pilot in at least one grade level the implementation of
an approach to socia studieslearning that isin close accord to its more genera approach,
the subordination of teaching to learning. The social studies pilot will employ the
consultant services of a celebrated author of e ementary level books that present history
as aseries of stories, including those from a child’s perspective. The approach engages
studentsin “living history vicariously,” so that they will understand their lives, their
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society and their world from the relative perspective of other people, in other places and
other times. The consultant will conduct classroom visits and lesson studies, aready
established resources in our more general framework for professional development, to
promote our teachers understanding and effective implementation of the approach.

NCL B Accountability

Goal 5: NCLB Accountability
Under the state’'s NCLB accountability system, the school Accountability Status will be “Good
Standing” each year.

The school’ s 2005-06 Accountability status was: Charter School 1n Good Standing
The school’ s 2006-07 Accountability status was: Charter School 1n Good Standing
The school’ s 2007-08 Accountability status was: Charter School In Good Standing
The school’ s 2008-09 Accountability status was: Not Available
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Charter School Student Attrition Rates

2008-09
2008-09 2007-08 2006-07 2005-06
Number of students leaving for lack of
transportation 2 1 3 5
Number of students leaving for geographic
reasons (e.g., out of state/district relocation) 9 6 13 8
Number of students leaving for more restrictive
special education setting 0 1 4 4
Number of students leaving due to parental
choice (e.g., school transfer closer to residence, 1 5 5 6
local elementary school, parent convenience)
Number leaving for other reasons
(undetermined) 1 0 0 0
Total number of students leaving.
13 13 25 23
Highest Number Enrolled
(July 1 — June 30) 345 285 228 162
Total Percent Attrition 3.8% 4.6% 11.0% 14.2%




Charter School Teacher Attrition Rates

2008-09
2008-09 2007-08 2006-07 2005-06
Number of Classroom
Teachers 21 20 16 9
Number of Special Area 2
Teachers 2 2 1
Total Number of Teachers 23 22 18 10
Total Number of Teachers
Leaving 5 4 3 3
Total Percent Attrition 21.7% 18.2% 16.7% 30.0%
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DISCLOSURE OF FINANCIAL INTEREST -

N

6.

9.

FOR INSTITUTE USE ONLY

FILING FOR SCHOOL YEAR:

Name of charter school: Bronx Charter School for Better Learning
Trustee’s name (print): Crystal Williams

Position(s) on beard __ chair, treasurer, committee chair, etc.): Trustee

Home address:
Business Address:
shone:

Daytime

E-mail:__

No.
description of the position you hold, your salary and your start date. ‘
{(‘)\'\' h(l "}f 5:’3[ L ] é;( i Y‘.g__\, “\ \{‘«-’}f—-\‘! (\')s L’j \ tt,( \'\,AC Y\) /?l { ! { l . ’

s Trustee an employee of the school? _« Yes. If you checked yes. please provide a

Identify each interest/transaction (and prov ide the requested information) that you or any of your
immediate family members have held or engaged in with the charter school during the prior
school year. If there has been no such financial interest or transaction, please write “None.”
Please note that if you answered yes to Question 8, you need not disclose again your employment
status, salary, etc.

I | |
Steps Taken to
Avoid a Conflict
of Interest, (e.g.,

Identity of Person
Holding Interest or
Engaging in

Nature of Financial Transaction (e.g.,

Date(s : did not vote, did
(s) Interest/Transaction . ‘ you and/or
not participate in A S e
immediate family

discussion
' ) member (name) ‘

T | T | |

5/28/09 Vote on 2009-2010 Salary Abstained Self \
" Guidelines

Vote on approval of hiring Abstained Self .
l full-time 10-month
employees for 2009-2010 ’

L | |

Form Revised May 24, 2006



10. Identify each individual, business, corporation, union association, firm, partnership, committee

proprietorship,

non-profit organization, or other organizat
school and in which such entity, during t
family member(s) had a financial inter
officer or employee of an organization
with the school through a management or servi
between such entity and the school that is pursuant to suc
the name of the entity, your position in the entity

est or other

and the charter school. If there was no financial interest, please write “None.”

franchise holding company, joint stock company, business or real estate trust,
ion or group of people doing business with the charter
he preceding school year, you and/or your immediate
relationship. If you are a member, director.
formally partnered with the school that is doing business
ces agreement, you need not list every transaction
h agreement; rather, please identify only
as well as the relationship between such entity

Name of Trustee and/or
Entlty' Natu-re of Approximate Immediate F.’ilmlly Holc.img Steps Taken to

Conducting Business Value of the an Interest in the Entity Avoid Conflict
Business with Conducted Business Conducting Business with the 0(;. Inte(;est

the School Conducted School and the Nature of the

Interest
Please \write “None " |if applicable. |Do not leave this space blank.

YU I LA YU AR— YUNAAL

(o SEralds

6/23/05

Signaml“e

Date




DISCLOSURE OF FINANCIAL INTEREST
BY A CHARTER SCHOOL TRUSTEE'

JEFFERYSON BARNES

FORINSTITUTE USE ONLY

FILING FOR SCHOOL YEAR:

DATE RECEIVED:

Name of charter school: Bronx Charter School for Better Learning

Trustee’s name (print): Jefferyson A, Barnes, Sr.

3. Position(s) on board (¢.g., chair, treasurer, committec chair, ete.): Trustee
¢ Home socres: [
5. Business Address:

Daytime phone:

= |

ls Trustee an employee of the school? Yes. X No. If you checked yes, please provide a
description of the position you hold, your salary and your start date.

Identify each interest/transaction (and provide the requested information) that you or any of your
immediate family members have held or engaged in with the charter school during the prior
school year. If there has been no such financial interest or transaction, please write “None.”
Pleasc note that if you answered yes to Question 8, you need not disclose again your employment
status, salary, ete.

Identity of Person
Steps Taken to 2
Avoid a Conflict of H"‘%‘;‘;ﬂ;’;g;’fst or
Dat Nature of Financial I:Z::es:; (Z'fd"nt'f Transaction (e.g.,
ate(s) Interest/Transaction pa rtici,pa sedn you and/or
. 3. immediate family
discussion) member (name)
8/28/08 Vote on Salary Guide Abstained Self
‘ 9/25/08 Vote on Salary Guide Abstained Self ‘
] 12/18/08 Vote on approval of Abstained Self \
] employees’ bonuses '
\ 5/28/09 Vote on 2009-2010 Salary Abstained Self l

' Form Revised May 24, 2006



p7/13/2009 13:17 7186527897 JEFFERYSON BARNES PAGE 03/83

Guidelines

Vote on approval of Abstained Self
hiring full-time 10-month
employees for 2009-2010

10. Identify each individual, business, corporation, union association, firm, partnership, commitice
proprietorship, franchise holding company, joint stock company, business or real estate trust,
non-profit organization, or other organization or group of people doing business with the charter
school and in which such entity, during the preceding school year, you and/or your immediate
family member(s) had a financial intercst or other relationship. If you are a member, director,
officer or employee of an organization formally partnered with the school that is doing business
with the school through a management or services agreement, you need not list every transaction
between such entity and the school that is pursuant to such agreement; rather, please identify only
the name of the entity, your position in the entity as well as the relationship between such entity
and the charter school. If there was no financial intetest, please write “None.”

Name of Trustee and/or
Entity Nature of Approximate Immediate Family Holding
Conducting Business Value of the an Interest in the Entity itsg?dTg::?l'E
Business with Conducted Business Conducting Business with the | ~ flm ¢ tl
the School Conducted School and the Nature of the of inferes
' Interest

NONE _
Please write "None " if applicabie. |Do not leave this space bjank.

g Date

Ea. |
_ N —%&‘“ D 07/13/2009
gﬁtﬁfi?h%/ X




DISCLOSURE OF FINANCIAL INTEREST

FOR INSTITUTE USE ONLY

FILING FORSCHOOL YEAR:

BY A CHARTER SCHOOL TRUSTEE! DATE Rl‘.('EI\'Iil):-_ )

| Name of charter school: Bronx Charter School for Better Learning

2. Trustee’s name (print): Dr. Paula Hajar

3. Position(s) on bgare o chair. treasurer, committee chair, etc.): Trustee

4. Home address:

5. Business Address:

6. Daytime phone:

7. E-mail:

8. Is Trustee an employee of the school? v~ Yes. ___No. Ifyou checked yes, please provide a
description of the position you hold, your salary and your start date. ;o
ProSessimad bevelopment Specielist ; #73 Fhl [63-t ,L/qf o3

9. Identify each interest/transaction (and provide the requested information) that you or any of your

discussion)
member (name) |
8/28/08 Vote on Salary Guide Abstained Self
10/30/08 Vote on amending Abstained Self

immediate family members have held or engaged in with the charter school during the prior
school year. If there has been no such financial interest or transaction, please write “None.”
Please note that if you answered yes to Question 8, you need not disclose again your employment
status, salary, etc.

Steps Taken to
Avoid a Conflict of
Interest, (e.g., did

Identity of Person

’ Holding Interest or
Engaging in

Transaction (e.g.,
vou and/or

immediate family

Nature of Financial
Date(s ' X not vote, did not
ate(s) Interest/Transaction 2o : ’
participate in

resolution, dated 5/31/07,
to include reimbursement
of vision therapy
services

I B |

Form Revised May 24, 2006



[ 12/18/08

5/28/09

Vote on approval of
employees’ bonuses

Vote on approval of
2009-2010 Salary
Guidelines

Vote on approval of
hiring full-time 10-
month employees for
2009-2010

Abstained Self
Abstained Self
Abstained Self

10. Identify each individual, business, corporation, union association, firm, partnership, committee
proprietorship, franchise holding company, joint stock company, business or real estate trust,
non-profit organization, or other organization or group of people doing business with the charter
school and in which such entity, during the preceding school year, you and/or your immediate
family member(s) had a financial interest or other relationship. If you are a member, director,
officer or employee of an organization formally partnered with the school that is doing business
with the school through a management or services agreement, you need not list every transaction
between such entity and the school that is pursuant to such agreement; rather, please identify only
the name of the entity, your position in the entity as well as the relationship between such entity
and the charter school. If there was no financial interest, please write “None.”

Name of Trustee and/or

Entity Nature of Approximate Immediate Family Holding ;
’ ; : ; Steps Taken to
Conducting Business Value of the an Interest in the Entity Avoid Confiist
Business with Conducted Business Conducting Business with the of lnte(:-e t]
the School Conducted School and the Nature of the °
Interest
V)O"Q-/ non €_ none no ene_ r]oyje
Please \write “None"|if applicable. Do not leave this space b ank.

Al

6 [25[0)

Signature

o “Rlad s
@

Date ' -




DISCLOSURE OF FINANCIAL INTEREST
BY A CHARTER SCHOOL TRUSTEE'

6.

FOR INSTITUTE USE ONLY

FILING FOR SCHOOL YEAR:

DATE RECEIVED: ==

; D N ( ?’C S, ( ( I Sl ; ;
Name of charter school: 5O WVAL L e v oebwnl 4l BPEN Y ol f
Trustee’s name (print): i’ L 0 ( Lo mneq Q.
. |
. . - . - neol y " [ £
Position(s) on board (e.g., chair, treasurer, committee chair, etc.): $ATCIY FLPTE LTNIATIA /B

Business Address:

payiime prove:_ [

Is Trustee an employee of the school? _ Yes. / No. If you checked yes, please provide a
description of the position you hold, your salary and your start date.

Identify each interest/transaction (and provide the requested information) that you or any of your
immediate family members have held or engaged in with the charter school during the pllOl
school year. If there has been no such financial interest or transaction, pleasc write “None.”

Please note that if you answered yes to Question 8, you need not disclose again your employment
status, salary, etc. ¢

. Y
f X

Identity of Person
Steps Taken to Avoid | Holding Interest or

a Conflict of Interest, Engaging in

Date(s) Nature (?f Financ'ial (e.g., did not vote, did Transaction (e.g.,
Interest/Transaction not participate in you and/or

discussion) immediate family

member (name)

e o A
/‘.‘-'zw
\( ( \

' Form Revised May 24, 2006



10. Identify each ind
proprietorship,
non-profit organization, or ot

franchise holding company, joint stock company, bu
her organization or group of people doing business with the charter

school and in which such entity, during the preceding school year, you and/or your

family member(s) had a financial interest or 0
officer or employee of an organization formally
with the school through a management or services agreement

ividual, business, corporation, union association, firm, partnership, committee
siness or real estate trust,

immediate

ther relationship. If you are a member, director,
partnered with the school that is doing business
, you need not list every transaction

between such entity and the school that is pursuant to such agreement; rather, please identify only
the name of the entity, your position in the entity as well as the relationship between such entity
and the charter school. If there was no financial interest, please wrife “None.”

Name of Trustee and/or

L

. Entlty_ Natu.re of Approximate Immediate Fz.lmlly Holt.img Steps Taken to
onducting Business Value of the an Interest in the Entity Avold Conflict
Business with Conducted Business Conducting Business with the £ Int t
the School Conducted School and the Nature of the ot Interes
Interest
/\_/ e NS o<

4|

Signature

i AE =

Date




DISCLOSURE OF FINANCIAL INTEREST
BY A CHARTER SCHOOL TRUSTEE'

6.

o0

()'

FOR INSTITUTE USE ONLY

FILING FOR SCHOOL YEAR:

DATE RECEIVED: _

. \ R A K [) 0 e R O3
Name of charter school: > v oKX L P e 4 o = Ryt L~ L~
Trustee’s name (print): - W EBL-L S 3 LivESebkaiar 3.

Position(s) on board (e.g.. chair, treasurer, committee chair, etc.):

Home address:
Business Address:
Daytime phone
E-mail:

Is Trustee an employee of the school? Yes. LANo. If you checked yes, please provide a
description of the position you hold, your salary and your start date.

Identify each interest /transaction (and provide the requested information) that you or any of your
immediate family members have held or engaged in with the charter school during the prmr
school year. If there has been no such financial interest or transaction, please write “None.
Please note that if you answered yes to Question 8, you need not disclose again your employment
status, salary, etc.

1 . < ) ’
{ Identity of Person
Steps Taken to Avoid | Holding Interest or ’

a Conflict of Interest, Engaging in
Date(s) Nature of Financ.ial (e.g., did n'ot. votc,' did | Transaction (e.g.,
Interest/Transaction not participate in you and/or ’
discussion) immediate family

member (name) |

I & W WA N A

ﬂ)rm Revised May 24, 2006



10. Identify each individual, business, corporation, union association, firm, partnership, committee
proprietorship, franchise holding company, joint stock company, business or real estate trust,
non-profit organization, or other organization or group of people doing business with the charter
school and in which such entity, during the preceding school year, you and/or your immediate
family member(s) had a financial interest or other relationship. If you are a member, director,
officer or employee of an organization formally partnered with the school that is doing business
with the school through a management or services agreement, you need not list every transaction
between such entity and the school that is pursuant to such agreement; rather, please identify only
the name of the entity, your position in the entity as well as the relationship between such entity
and the charter school. If there was no financial interest, please write “None.”

Entity
Conducting
Business with
the School

Nature of
Business
Conducted

Approximate
Value of the
Business
Conducted

Name of Trustee and/or
Immediate Family Holding
an Interest in the Entity
Conducting Business with the
School and the Nature of the
Interest

Steps Taken to
Avoid Conflict
of Interest

WVi5-

a

W 7

Wi

A

YT

|
7
!
-’\-/
I
|

Signature

AN e

Datc{)




FOR INSTITUTE USE ONLY

FILING FOR SCHOOL YEAR:

DISCLOSURE OF FINANCIAL INTEREST S
7 ~ ey ~ ~ o gl
BY A CHARTER SCHOOL TRUSTEE e

(PX)

6.

o0

0.

Name of charter school: Bronx Charter School for Better Learning
Trustee’s name (print): Lavette Bills

Position(s) on board (e.g., chair, treasurer, committee chair, etc.): Trustee

/ on leave of absence from the board
Business Address: _
Daytime phone: _
e-mait: [

Is Trustee an employee of the school? Yes. _X_No. If you checked yes, please provide a
description of the position you hold, your salary and your start date.

Identify each interest/transaction (and provide the mquuted information) that you or any of your
immediate family members have held or engaged in with the charter school during the prior
school year. If there has been no such financial interest or transaction, please write “None.”
Please note that if you answered yes to Question &, you need not disclose again your employment
status, salary, etc.

Identity of Person
Steps Taken to Avoid | Holding Interest or

a Conflict of Interest, Engaging in

Date(s) Nature of Financ_ial (e.g., did not' vote, did | Transaction (e.g.,
Interest/Transaction not participate in you and/or

discussion) immediate family

member (name)

\ —~ {
RN

b \ L -

f/ / o\not ¥

f \N

| - N

\

' Form Revised May 24, 2006



10. Identify each individual, business, corporation, union association, firm, partnership, committee
proprietorship, franchise holding company, joint stock company, business or real estate trust,
non-profit organization, or other organization or group of people doing business with the charter
school and in which such entity, during the preceding school year, you and/or your immediate
family member(s) had a financial interest or other relationship. If you are a member, director,
officer or employee of an organization formally partnered with the school that is doing business
with the school through a management or services agreement, you need not list every transaction
between such entity and the school that is pursuant to such agreement; rather, please identify only
the name of the entity, your position in the entity as well as the relationship between such entity
and the charter school. If there was no financial interest, please write “None.”

Name of Trustee and/or

Entity Nature of Approximate Immediate Family Holding
X : : : Steps Taken to
Conducting Business Value of the an Interest in the Entity Avoid Conflict
Business with Conducted Business Conducting Business with the of Interest
the School Conducted School and the Nature of the
Interest
—

Please

3

write “N !\

!

/4—"-»..

ap

Wicallle.

Du““?-{.f leqve this space b

ank.

Signature




FOR INSTITUTE USE ONLY

] , ' FILING FOR SCHOOL YEAR:
DISCLOSURE OF FINANCIAL INTEREST
BY A CHARTER SCHOOL TRUSTEE!

DATE RECEIVED:

—
N ¢ - o
( = [
I. Name of charter school: / A6 wx L/////MZ’Z"V?’ >«‘5 HOOL- })ZT z /-B‘r?\{ \{\*’k K&” i
14 S e B A 2 /
o
2. Trustee’s name (print): / l/\qru}y\ [thut mea o -
~ o 0 . . - ) / '
3. Position(s) on board (e.g., chair, treasurer, committee chair, etc.): L/( ce- Che T

4. Home address:

wn

Business Address:

6. Daytime phone:

~J

E-mail:

8. Is Trustee an employee of the school? Yes. ( _No. If youchecked yes, please provide a
description of the position you hold, your salary and your start date.

9. ldentify each interest/transaction (and provide the requested information) that you or any of your
immediate family members have held or engaged in with the charter school during the prior
school year. If there has been no such financial interest or transaction, please write “None.”
Please note that if you answered yes to Question 8, you need not disclose again your employment
status, salary, etc.

Identity of Person
Steps Taken to Avoid | Holding Interest or

a Conflict of Interest, Engaging in

Date(s) Nature of Financial (e.g., did n.ot vote,' did Transaction (e.g.,
Interest/Transaction not participate in | you and/or

discussion) | immediate family

member (name)

/ 9 4 -
‘ / | ’ / (/ //, / | [T
[ / P 4 / P
/ \\,, 4

: Form Revised May 24, 2006



10. Identify each individual, business, corporation, union association, firm, partnership, committee
proprietorship, franchise holding company, joint stock company, business or real estate trust,
non-profit organization, or other organization or group of people doing business with the charter
school and in which such entity, during the preceding school year, you and/or your immediate
family member(s) had a financial interest or other relationship. If you are a member, director,
officer or employee of an organization formally partnered with the school that is doing business
with the school through a management or services agreement, you need not list every transaction
between such entity and the school that is pursuant to such agreement; rather, please identify only
the name of the entity, your position in the entity as well as the relationship between such entity
and the charter school. If there was no financial interest, please write “None.”

Name of Trustee and/or

Entity Nature of Approximate Immediate Family Holding
g 3 ; ; Steps Taken to
Conducting Business Value of the an Interest in the Entity Avoid Conflict
Business with Conducted Business Conducting Business with the flIn " - tc
the School Conducted | School and the Nature of the | > " o o
Interest
__.-__-_-"'"-—-_-_-_-_F

ke

Signature




DISCLOSURE OF FINANCIAL INTEREST
BY A CHARTER SCHOOL TRUSTEE'

g0

W

W

6.

9.

FORINSTITUTE USE ONLY

FILING FOR SCHOOL YEAR:

DATE RECEIVED:

Name of charter school:_The, baont Chordee, Sy hod) fo Roike Leolpipe
K\!IY\D{’L"*\% Nlud)zyy")

['rusteec’s

Position(s) on board (e.g.,

name (print):

chair, treasurer, committee chair, etc.):

gzxj‘)nl’,’ 1’*5‘47 Bi'y) p N

Business Address

Daytime phone:

li-maill__,

[s Trustee an employee of the school?

Yes.

description of the position you hold, your salary and your start date.

;40. If you checked yes, please provide a

Identify each interest/transaction (and provide the mqueslcd information) that you or any of your

immediate iamll\ members have

school year.

held or engaged in with the charter school during t
f there has been no such financial interest or transaction, please write

the prior
“None.”

Pleasc note tlmt if you answered yes to Question 8, you need not disclose again your employment

status, salary, ctc.

Nature of Financial

Steps Taken to Avoid
a Conflict of Interest,
(e.g., did not vote, did

Identity of Person
Holding Interest or
Engaging in
Transaction (e.g.,

“None " if {i{',_)/(/ﬂ,’ /(?/‘
b‘ N e

Date(s : i % :
) Interest/Transaction not participate in you and/or
discussion) immediate family
member (name) l
Please write Do not leave thiy space blank

" Form Revised May 24, 2006



10. Identify each individual, business, corporation, union association, firm, partnership, committee
proprietorship, franchise holding company, joint stock company, business or real estate trust,
non-profit organization, or other organization or group of people doing business with the charter
school and in which such entity, during the preceding school year, you and/or your immediate
family member(s) had a financial interest or other relationship. If you are a member, director,
officer or employee of an organization formally partnered with the school that is doing business
with the school through a management or services agreement, you need not list every transaction
between such entity and the school that is pursuant to such agreement; rather, please identify only
the name of the entity, your position in the entity as well as the relationship between such entity
and the charter school. If there was no financial interest, please write “None.”

Name of Trustee and/or

Entity Nature of Approximate Immediate Family Holding
A : : . Steps Taken to
Conducting Business Value of the an Interest in the Entity Avoid Conflict
Business with Conducted Business Conducting Business with the ‘;)(:'llnt N ¢
the School Conducted School and the Nature of the i
Interest
Please lwrite : Do not leave this space b{ank.

dy//c{/d?

Litul] /o1

Signature

Date




FOR INSTITUTE USE ONLY

FILING FORSCHOOL YEAR:
DISCLOSURE OF FINANCIAL INTEREST
BY A CHARTER SCHOOL TRUSTEE DATE RECEIVED:

| Name of charter school: Bronx Charter School for Better Learning

2. Trustee’s name (print): Dr. Theodore Swartz
3. Position(s) on board (e.g., chair, treasurer, committee chair, etc.): Trustee

4. Home address: RN

6. Daytime phone: _
7. emait: [

8. s Trustee an employee of the school? X Yes. No. If you checked yes, please provide a
description of the position you hold, your salary and your start date.
Senior Professional Staff Developer (partial year); $60,000/yr (08-09); 8/1/09 (current position)

9. Identify each interest/transaction (and provide the requested information) that you or any of your
immediate family members have held or engaged in with the charter school during the prior
school year. If there has been no such financial interest or transaction, please write “None.”
Please note that if you answered yes to Question 8, you need not disclose again your employment
status, salary, etc.

Identity of Person

Steps Taken to :

; . Holding Interest or

Avoid a Conflict of e g MISEES 0
Engaging in

o . Interest, (e.g., did - -y

Nature of Financial > (€825 I'ransaction (e.g.,

Date(s) e not vote, did not :
Interest/Transaction you and/or

articipate in 3 , .
P p immediate family

discussion)
. member (name)
8/28/08 Vote on Salary Guide Abstained Self
9/25/08 Vote on Salary Guide Abstained Self
Vote on presenting at the Abstained Self

Annual Association for
Constructive Teaching
| Convention

' Form Revised May 24, 2006




12/18/08 Vote on approval of Abstained Self
employees’ bonuses

5/28/09 Vote on 2009-2010 Abstained Self
Salary Guidelines

Vote on approval of Abstained Self
hiring full-time 12-
month employees for

2009-2010 |

10. Identify each individual, business, corporation, union association, firm, partnership, committee
proprietorship, franchise holding company, joint stock company, business or real estate trust,
non-profit organization, or other organization or group of people doing business with the charter
school and in which such entity, during the preceding school year, you and/or your immediate
family member(s) had a financial interest or other relationship. If you are a member, director,
officer or employee of an organization formally partnered with the school that is doing business
with the school through a management or services agreement, you need not list every transaction
between such entity and the school that is pursuant to such agreement; rather, please identify only
the name of the entity, your position in the entity as well as the relationship between such entity
and the charter school. If there was no financial interest, please wrife “None.”

Name of Trustee and/or

Entity Nature of Approximate Immediate Family Holding
Conducting Business Value of the an Interest in the Entity ‘Avoid Conflict
Business with Conducted Business Conducting Business with the
the School Conducted School and the Nature of the
Interest

”,
Please \write “Nong Nif r.fp@’mé Do_not leave this space blank.

Steps Taken to

of Interest

Lot - ¢ Jrn]og

Signal\xre Date



DISCLOSURE OF FINANCIAL INTEREST

FOR INSTITUTE USE ONLY

FILING FOR SCHOOL YEAR:

y < R i o — 1

BY A CHARTER SCHOOL TRUSTEE DATE RECEIVED:

| Name of charter school: Bronx Charter School for Better Learning

2. Trustee’s name (print): Daniecl Tamulonis

3. Position(s) on board (e.g., chair, treasurer, committee chair, etc.): Trustee € aftfi':i&is:.d

4. Home address:

5. Business Address:

6. Daytime phone: |

7. E-mail:__

8. Is Trustee an employee of the school? \/ Yes. No. If youchecked yes, please prov ide a
description of the position you hold, \OLI[ \dldl\ and your start date.  $eg mjfaﬁ&k%

9. Identify each interest/transaction (and provide the requested information) that you or any of your
immediate family members have held or engaged in with the charter school during the prior
school year. If there has been no such financial interest or transaction, please write “None.”
Please note that if you answered yes to Question 8, you ne ed not disclose again your employment
status, salary, etc.

r ‘ : ‘ Identity of Person
Hicpsta won & Holding Interest or
; . : 0 y erest or
Avoid a Conflict E 1:.mi| i
ngaging ir
S ; of Interest, (e.g., - iR
Nature of Financial I'ransaction (e.g.,
Date(s) i . did not vote, did
Interest/Transaction B ; you and/or
not participate in S SN
g . immediate family
discussion) ‘
member (name)
8/28/08 Vote on Salary Guide Abstained Self
9/25/08 Vote on Salary Guide Abstained Self |
10/30/08 Vote on amending Abstained Self
resolution, dated 5/31/07,
to include reimbursement
| of vision therapy service | |

| 5 3
Form Revised May 24, 20006



12/18/08

Vote on approval of
employees’ bonuses

Abstained

Self

10. Identify each individual, business, corporation, union association, firm, partnership, committee
proprietorship, franchise holding company, joint stock company, business or real estate trust,
non-profit organization, or other organization or group of people doing business with the charter
school and in which such entity, during the preceding school year, you and/or your immediate
family member(s) had a financial interest or other relationship. If you are a member, director,
officer or employee of an organization formally partnered with the school that is doing business
with the school through a management or services agreement, you need not list every transaction
between such entity and the school that is pursuant to such agreement; rather, please identify only
the name of the entity. your position in the entity as well as the relationship between such entity

and the charter school. If there was no financial interest, please write “None.”

Name of Trustee and/or

Entity Nature of Approximate Immediate Family Holding
. ; . ; Steps Taken to
Conducting Business Value of the an Interest in the Entity Avoid Conflict
Business with Conducted Business Conducting Business with the of Int rl:e ¢
the School Conducted School and the Nature of the =
/“/M@g_- i HARIR 10 i f g-;m,ﬂg'ﬁ le. |Do not PBRGhis pave biun N/A

é//z/zaa?

Signature

}/ 1%@? '




Disclosure of financial interest by a charter school trustee (Tamulonis)

Additional information

#3 Trustee and member of Complaint Review Committee
#8. Employed as a full-time, senior teacher responsible for a First Grade classroom.

Also serve as coordinator for English Language Services (stipend position) and as a
Lead Teacher (stipend position). Total salary (including stipends): $93,867.35. Start

date: September 3, 2003.



DISCLOSURE OF FINANCIAL INTEREST
BY A CHARTER SCHOOL TRUSTEE'

'JJ

6.

FOR INSTITUTE USE ONLY

FILING FOR SCHOOL YEAR:

DATE RECEIVED:

Name of charter school: Bronx Charter School for Better Learning

o ) . AN N \ J NS AN
['rustee’s name (print): At Vs )= / v il B
Position(s) on board (e.g., chair, treasurer, committee chair, etc.): 1 /XS A =)

Home address:
Business Addres
Daytime phone:
E-mail:

Is Trustee an employee of the school? __ Yes. L

No. If you checked yes, please provide a

description of the position you hold, your salary and your start date.

[dentify each interest/transaction (and provide the requested information) that you or any of your
immediate family members have held or engaged in with the charter school during the prior
school year. If there has been no such financial interest or transaction, please write “None.”
Please note that if you answered yes to Question 8, you need not disclose again your employment
status, salary, etc.

‘ |

Identity of Person

Nature of Financial

Steps Taken to Avoid
a Conflict of Interest,
(e.g., did not vote, did

Holding Interest or
Engaging in
I'ransaction (e.g.,

Date(s) s . . o :
() Interest/Transaction not participate in you and/or
discussion) immediate family
member (name)
,’ ‘\ f

' Form Revised May 24, 2006




10. Identify each individual, business, corporation, union association, firm, partnership, committee
proprietorship, franchise holding company, joint stock company, business or real estate trust,
non-profit organization, or other organization or group of people doing business with the charter
school and in which such entity, during the preceding school year, you and/or your immediate
family member(s) had a financial interest or other relationship. If you are a member, director,
officer or employee of an organization formally partnered with the school that is doing business
with the school through a management or services agreement, you need not list every transaction
between such entity and the school that is pursuant to such agreement; rather, please identify only
the name of the entity, your position in the entity as well as the relationship between such entity
and the charter school. If there was no financial interest, please write “None.”

Name of Trustee and/or

Entlty. Natt!re of Approximate Immediate F:.lmlly Hol(.]mg Steps Taken to
Conducting Business Value of the an Interest in the Entity Avoid Conflict
Business with Conducted Business Conducting Business with the (;'ll ¢ & :c
the School Conducted School and the Nature of the ol fnteres
Interest
____._._————“—'—'_'_"_'_-_'_._FF'J
Ao MG

Signature




‘ FOR INSTITUTE USE ONLY

FILING FOR SCHOOL YEAR:

DISCLOSURE OF FINANCIAL INTEREST

BY A CHARTER SCHOOL TRU STEE'

| Name of charter school: @

['rustee’s name (print)

(]

4. Home address:__
5. Business Addres
6. Daytime phone:

E-mail:

8. |s Trustee an employee of the school? _ Yes.

oA - #\/,_,_;Bé,
lfm,w:fg*f;&\)-;“fuc<f

Position(s) on board (e.g., chair, treasurer, committee chair. etc.):

DATE RECEIVED: ___

L—e:v -/ \"\,\»li;

I

\{‘_\().

description of the position you hold, your salary and your start date.

0. Identify each interest/transaction (and provide the requested information

immediate family members have held or engaged in
If there has been no such financial interest or transaction, please wrife
gain your employment

school year.

Please note that if you answered yes to Question &, you need not disclose a

status, salary, ctc.

Nature of Financial
| Interest/Transaction

| May 24, 20006

Form Revisec

Identity of Person
Steps Taken to Avoid | Holding Interest or
a Conflict of Interest, Engaging in
(e.g., did not vote, did ‘ Transaction (e.g.,
not participate in you and/or
discussion) | immediate family
‘ member (name)

[f you checked yes, please provide a

) that you or any of your
with the charter school during the prior
“None.”



10. Identify each individual, business, corporation, union association, firm, partnership, committee

proprictorship, franchise holding company. joint stock company, business or real estate trust,
non-profit organization, or other organization or group of people doing business with the charter
school and in which such entity, during the preceding school year, you and/or your immediate
family member(s) had a financial interest or other relationship. If you are a member, director.
officer or employee of an organization formally partnered with the school that is doing business
with the school through a management or services agreement, you need not list every transaction
between such entity and the school that is pursuant to such agreement; rather, please identify only
the name of the entity, your position in the entity as well as the relationship between such entity
and the charter school. If there was no financial interest, please write “None.”

Name of Trustee and/or

Steps Taken to
Avoid Conflict
of Interest

Entity Nature of Approximate Immediate Family Holding
Conducting Business Value of the an Interest in the Entity
Business with Conducted Business Conducting Business with the
the School Conducted School and the Nature of the

Interest

DorDEL

H

Signature

é// f//(’)?L

Date




FOR INSTITUTE USE ONLY

FILING FOR SCHOOL YEAR:
DISCLOSURE OF FINANCIAL INTEREST
BY A CHARTER SCHOOL TRUSTEE'

DATE RECEIVED:

I. Name of charter school:7] ‘\Pfjgg N | Ckf\,b(&\c}‘ A (}\ 40} \Ch C va\:ﬁtr‘ L‘J‘ﬂ)jﬁ\é‘
2. Trustee’s name l:_}‘)l'inl]il'\] ‘LN(\ Bq“\(\q(}‘&* i
] \

-

: . ; C
.. chair, treasurer, committee chair, etc.): Oy g{;{/\

(OS]

Position(s) on board (e.g

4. Home address:

N

Business Address

6. Daytime phone

7. E-mail

8. Is Trustee an employee of the school? ch.\l No. If you checked yes, please provide a
description of the position you hold, your salary and your start date.

9. Identify each interest/transaction (and provide the requested information) that you or any of your
immediate family members have held or engaged in with the charter school during the prior
school year. If therc has been no such financial interest or transaction, please write “None.”
Please note that if you answered yes to Question 8, you need not disclose again your employment
status, salary, etc.

Identity of Person
Steps Taken to Avoid | Holding Interest or

a Conflict of Interest, Engaging in

Date(s) Nature (’)f Financ.ial (e.g., did n.ot' vute,. did | Transaction (e.g.,
Interest/Transaction not participate in you and/or

discussion) immediate family

member (name)

Vol D!

' Form Revised Muay 24, 2006



10. 1dentify each individual, business, corporation, union association, firm, partnership, committee
proprietorship, franchise holding company, joint stock company, business or real estate trust,
non-profit organization, or other organization or group of people doing business with the charter
school and in which such entity, during the preceding school year, you and/or your immediate
family member(s) had a financial interest or other relationship. If you are a member, director,
officer or employee of an organization formally partnered with the school that is doing business
with the school through a management or services agreement, you need not list every transaction
between such entity and the school that is pursuant to such agreement; rather, please identify only
the name of the entity, your position in the entity as well as the relationship between such entity
and the charter school. If there was no financial interest, please write “None.”

Name of Trustee and/or

Entity Nature of Approximate Immediate Family Holding
A " : 3 Steps Taken to
Conducting Business Value of the an Interest in the Entity Al Corflict
Business with Conducted Business Conducting Business with the dfTnterast
the School Conducted School and the Nature of the
Interest
Please 1:-‘;'/%0%”%& “lif applicable. |Do not leave this space hiank.

N

T

Signature

s

Date




September

September

September
October

October
October
November

November

ChEa'rter School

SBetter Learning

=Bronx

13

4

11

November 27 & 28

December
January

January

February

April

May
June

June

24
2

19

16-20

9-17

25

26

2008-2009 School Year Calendar

Tuesday

Wednesday

Tuesday

& Wednesday

Thursday
M onday
Tuesday
Tuesday

Thursday
& Friday

Wednesday thru

Friday

Monday

Monday thru

Friday

Thursday thru

Friday
M onday
Thursday

Friday

School Opensfor Students (/2 Day for
Kindergarten Students ONLY)

1/2 Day for Kindergarten Students ONLY

Rosh Hashanah (School Closed)

Yom Kippur (School Closed)
Columbus Day Observed (School Closed)
Election Day (School Closed)
Veterans Day (School Closed)

Thanksgiving Recess (School Closed)

Winter Recess (School Closed)

Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. Day (School Closed)

Midwinter Recess (School Closed)

Spring Recess (School Closed)

Memorial Day Observed (School Closed)
Chancellor’s Conference Day (School Closed)

Last Day of School for Students

* Calendar is subject to change

Last Update: April 11, 2008



September

September
September
October

November

November

ChEa'rter School

SBetter Learning

=Bronx

November 26 & 27

December
January

January
February
March
April
May
June

June

Last Update:

2009-2010 School Year Calendar

School Opensfor Students (/2 Day for
Kindergarten Students ONLY)

1/2 Day for Kindergarten Students ONLY
Yom Kippur (School Closed)
Columbus Day Observed (School Closed)
Election Day (School Closed)
Veterans Day (School Closed)

Thanksgiving Recess (School Closed)

Winter Recess (School Closed)

Dr.Martin Luther King, Jr. Day (School Closed)

Midwinter Recess (School Closed)

Spring Recess (School Closed)

Memorial Day Observed (School Closed)
Chancellor’s Conference Day (School Closed)

Last Day of School for Students

* Calendar is subject to change

9 Wednesday
10 Thursday
28 Monday
12 Monday
3 Tuesday
11 Wednesday
Thursday
& Friday
24 Thursday thru
1 Friday
18 Monday
15-19 Monday thru
Friday
29 Monday thru
6 Tuesday
31 Monday
10 Thursday
28 M onday
July 7, 2009



Statement of Assurances

Our signatures below attest that all of the information contained herein is truthful and
accurate, and that this charter school is in compliance with all aspects of its charter, and with all
pertinent Federal, State, and local laws, regulations, and rules. =~ We understand that if any
information in any part of this report is found to have been deliberately misrepresented, that will
constitute grounds for the revocation of our charter.

Kt chardd ‘E)ugr-tg @/ fﬁ% 61/2?//67

Richard Burke, Executive Director Signature and Date

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 29 day of G, 2029

~—Notary Public&

Notary Public
ID # 01 FR6044564
Name: Frett Dale

County: Bronx
Expiraticn DZte: 9/10/2010

Kinbeels o1l

Kimberly Kell§, President, Board of Trustees

Signatdre and Dafe

Subscribed and sworn to before me this ’&;gw day Of(_) g, 2009

WUMM( V&g&w

L\ Notary Publlc

iary McGarvey-DePuy
‘otary Public, State of New York
No.0ZMC6040900

~lified in Queens County I
© inginn Expires [0





