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Address 856 Quincy Street
Brooklyn, New York 14214
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E-mail address of contact person ||| GGG

President, Board of Trustees Mr. Corey Martin
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NEWYORK STATE EDUCATION DEPARTMENT

Disclosure of Financial Interest by a Charter School Trusitee
Annual Report 2009-10

Name (print) , 7——¥~’*~—~*~Ka M Madatf e
Name of Charter School Brooklyn Excelsior Charter School o

Authorized by Charter Institute of NY

Charter Entity

Home Address
Business Address

Baytime Phone

[-Mail Address

1. List all positions held on board (e.g.,  chair, treasurer,  parent
representative): Chairman/President

2. Is the trustee an employee of the School? Yes X No

It you checked Yes, please provide a description of the position you hold and your

‘2

responsibilities, your salary and your start date.

3

b Is the trustee an employee or agent of the management company? — Yes X“No

[s the trustee an employee or agent of any institutional partner of the School?  Yes X No

[



[dentify cach interest/transaction (and provide the requested information) that you or any of' your
immediate family members or any persons who live with you in your house have held or

engag
month

ed in with the charter school during the time you have served on the board, and in the six
period prior to such service. If there has been no such financial interest or transaction,

write none. Please note that if you answered yes to Question 2, you need not disclose again your

employment status, salary, ete.

Date(s)

Nature of Financial | Steps taken to avoid
interest/Transaction | a confiict of interest,
(e.o., did not vote,
did not participate in
discussion)

Name of person
holding interest or
engaging in
transaction and
relationship to
yourself

NONE




Identify cach individual, business, corporation, union association, firm, partnership,
committee proprictorship, franchise holding co 1\]1& 1y, joint stock company, business or real
estate trust, non-profit oreanization, or other organization or group of people doing business
with the School and in which such entity, during the time of your tenure as a trustee, you
z\ndr’or your immediate family member or person living in your house had a financial interest
r other relationship. 1{ you are a member, director, officer or employee oi an organization
Mnmallv partnered with the School that is doing business with the School through a
management or ervices agreement, you need not list every transaction between such
organization and hL School that 1s pmsmmt m such agreement. Instead, please identify only
the name of the organization, your position in the organization as well as the relationship
between such organization and the school. It 1luu was no financial interest, write none.

Name of Trustee/

Organization Nature of Approximate Immiediate Family/Member
Conducting Business Value of the of Household Holding an
Business with Conducted Business Interest in the Organization
the School Conducted Conducting Business with

the School and the Nature of

the Interest

< /ig/ho

v[)a fe

MARVA JONES
Motary ai*uézsli& State of Hev York
#1S06198050
&u‘x'xmﬂ% by fings Coundy
ney Exepires August 30, 20052

Corniniusio




NEW YORK STATE EDUCATION DEPARTMENT

Disclosure of Financial Interest by a Charter School Trustee
Annual Report 2009-10

(‘/ . ~ .
Name (print) )’ 1{/ (’U’\l\) (‘C (/UV/ A s .
Name of Charter School ?7 ﬂOC)L/ L_‘[ (1 ) {2;)( ( Q LV(/ [ O/ L (J/V)\ﬂ/lé{( 9 (-'M'O() C

Charter Entity

Home Address
Business Address_
Daytime Phone

E-Mail Address

1. List all  positions held on  board (e.g,  chair, treasurer, parent
representative):  {flvyfee o

Is the trustee an employee of the School? Y}//No

If you checked Yes, please provide a description of the position you hold and your
responsibilities, your salary and your start date.

o

(S5

4. Ts the trustee an employee or agent of the management company? Yes No

5. Is the trustee an employee or agent of any institutional partner of the School? “___“YA[NO



Identify each interest/transaction (and provide the requested information) that you or any of your
immediate family members or any persons who live with you in your house have held or
engaged in with the charter school during the time you have served on the board, and in the six
month period prior to such service. If there has been no such financial interest or transaction,
write none. Please note that if you answered yes to Question 2, you need not disclose again your
employment status, salary, etc.

Name of person

Date(s) Nature of Financial | Steps taken to avoid | holding interest or
Interest/Transaction | a conflict of interest, engaging in
(e.g., did not vote, transaction and
did not participate in relationship to
discussion) yourself

Nowe

[RUR——




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 School and in which such entity, during the time of your tenure as a trustee, you
and/or your immediate family member or person living in your house 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
organization and the School that is pursuant to such agreement. Instead, please identify only
the name of the organization, your position in the organization as well as the relationship
between such organization and the school. If there was no financial interest, write none.

Name of Trustee/

Organization Nature of Approximate Immediate Family/Member
Conducting Business Value of the of Household Holding an
Business with Conducted Business Interest in the Organization
the School , Conducted Conducting Business with
' the Scheol and the Nature of

the Interest

NONE

? : 5 / ZDI o
Signatur ) T Date l
Subscribed and sworn to before me this QO day of M/&\l_, 20 l 0

Doy B —

Notary Public

FREDERICK S. HARR
) IS
Notary Public - State of New York
Qual‘f?g 02HA6066928
fied in New York Count
My Commission Expires Nov, 26,y201 3




NEW YORK STATE EDUCATION DEPARTMENT

Disclosure of Financial Interest by a Charter School Trustee
Annual Report 2009-10

Name (print) ( OC ey / l/ Mo fn
!

Name of Charter School Vev.wsyn Excelbo (Aoter S ches |

Charter Entity  [Peovln S<celsor (lar for Schoo)
Home Address
Business Address
Daytime Phone

E-Mail Address

1. List all  positions held on  board  (e.g,  chair, treasurer,  parent
representative): | fevsure R

2. Is the trustee an employee of the School? __ Yes __(&No

3. 1If you checked Yes, please provide a description of the position you hold and your
responsibilities, your salary and your start date.

4, s the trustee an employee or agent of the management company?  Yes ;“f;No

5. Is the trustee an employee or agent of any institutional partner of the School? __ Yes X No



[dentify each interest/transaction (and provide the requested information) that you or any of your
immediate family members or any persons who live with you in your house have held or
engaged in with the charter school during the time you have served on the board, and in the six
month period prior to such service. If there has been no such financial interest or transaction,
write none. Please note that if you answered yes to Question 2, you need not disclose again your
employment status, salary, etc.

Name of person

Date(s) Nature of Financial | Steps taken to avoid | holding interest or
Interest/Transaction | a conflict of interest, engaging in
(e.g., did not vote, transaction and
did not participate in relationship to
discussion) yourself

N/p




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 School and in which such entity, during the time of your tenure as a trustee, you
and/or your immediate family member or person living in your house 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
organization and the School that is pursuant to such agreement. Instead, please identify only
the name of the organization, your position in the organization as well as the relationship
between such organization and the school. If there was no financial interest, write none.

Name of Trustee/

Organization Nature of Approximate Immediate Family/Member
Conducting Business Value of the of Household Holding an
Business with Conducted Business Interest in the Organization
the School _ Conducted Conducting Business with

the School and the Nature of
the Interest

VG

Signatuf'e Date '

//Z m/y //z?mff’) | M 7 28, 2010

& e L .
Subscribed and sworn to before me this o g day of 2%6%’ 20 &

/ 7 é /] % M ‘ Notary%Ar?)?L (S:tAMPBfEI{I‘L York
i : ey, ublic, State of New Yo
AN vﬂwfﬁ«“??(&ﬁ L ' No. 01CA5043328
Notary Public Qualified in Richmond Coun

Commission Expires Oct, 12, 2011

10



NEW YORK STATE EDUCATION DEPARTMENT

Disclosure of Financial Interest by a Charter School Trustee
Annual Report 2009-10

Name (print) C?C\v"c’) l E &S‘C‘, ZW LC/ I’)C’{ e

Name of Charter School /Bmg )( l(j[ N Z:VXC'(’LIS'I,DV/

Charter Entity
Home Address
Business Address
Daytime Phone

E-Mail Address

1. List all positions held on board (e.g chair, treasurer,  parent
representative): Cuvriealum+ Studemt ‘7953 <X nepit-
Committee | (,qu -

2. Is the trustee an employee of the School? _Yes _>§ No

3. If you checked Yes, please provide a description of the position you hold and your
responsibilities, your salary and your start date.

4. Is the trustee an employee or agent of the management company? _ Yes X No

5. Is the trustee an employee or agent of any institutional partner of the School? __ Yes X No

1"



[dentify each interest/transaction (and provide the requested information) that you or any of your
immediate family members or any persons who live with you in your house have held or
engaged in with the charter school during the time you have served on the board, and in the six
month period prior to such service. If there has been no such financial interest or transaction,
write none. Please note that if you answered yes to Question 2, you need not disclose again your

employment status, salary, etc.

Name of person

Date(s) Nature of Financial | Steps taken to avoid | holding interest or
Interest/Transaction | a conflict of interest, engaging in
(e.g., did not vote, transaction and
did not participate in relationship to
discussion) yourself

12



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 School and in which such entity, during the time of your tenure as a trustee, you
and/or your immediate family member or person living in your house 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
organization and the School that is pursuant to such agreement. Instead, please identify only
the name of the organization, your position in the organization as well as the relationship
between such organization and the school. If there was no financial interest, write none.

Name of Trustee/

Organization Nature of Approximate Immediate Family/Member
Conducting Business Value of the of Household Holding an
Business with Conducted Business Interest in the Organization
the School Conducted Conducting Business with

the School and the Nature of
the Interest

o

Signature Date U

Subscribed and sworn to before me this N day of M4y, 20 /¢

O ord il

&M/// cg/%%,(j?z It 35, R0l O

Y— DAVID J. GRILLO
Notary Public NOTARY Puaugésmas New York
No. 01GH ,

Qualified in Kings O
commission Expires Maroh 31, 2011

13



NEW YORK STATE EDUCATION DEPARTMENT

Disclosure of Financial Interest by a Charter School Trustee
Annual Report 2009-10

Name (print) @W\ ol \/\lqg ow
Name of Charter School %(oé\éhy\ @ \(UL[Q; o M&{(ﬂm}_

Charter Entity (<1-S0 MY

Home Address

Business Address

Daytime Phone

E-Mail Address

1. List all positions held on board (e.g., chair,  treasurer, parent
representative): /\f(ué\\ﬂf‘ M2 W\,jax—/____[')& Co.mm\i_t#ce

2. Is the trustee an employee of the School? Yes Y No

3. If you checked Yes, please provide a description of the position you hold and your
responsibilities, your salary and your start date.

4. Ts the trustee an employee or agent of the management company? Yes ¥ No

5. Is the trustee an employee or agent of any institutional partner of the School? __Yes X No

14



Identify each interest/transaction (and provide the requested information) that you or any of your
immediate family members or any persons who live with you in your house have held or
engaged in with the charter school during the time you have served on the board, and in the six
month period prior to such service. If there has been no such financial interest or transaction,
write none. Please note that if you answered yes to Question 2, you need not disclose again your

employment status, salary, etc.

Name of person

Date(s) Nature of Financial | Steps taken to aveid | holding interest or
Interest/Transaction | a conflict of interest, engaging in
(e.g., did not vote, transaction and
did not participate in relationship to
discussion) yourself
N onL

15



Identify each individual, business, corporatiomn, 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 School and in which such entity, during the time of your tenure as a trustee, you
and/or your immediate family member or person living in your house 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
organization and the School that is pursuant to such agreement. Instead, please identify only
the name of the organization, your position in the organization as well as the relationship
between such organization and the school. If there was no financial interest, write none.

Name of Trustee/

Organization Nature of Approximate Immediate Family/Member
Conducting Business Value of the of Household Holding an
Business with Conducted Business Interest in the Organization
the School ‘Conducted Conducting Business with
the School and the Nature of
the Interest

‘\JOM,

@W@m 7 -21-2009

Signature Date
Subs'&ﬁibe @fad swornto before me thisz_m.\ SE day of ), 20 / ()
' YA A A J— -
/ / e .
N ﬂ;ﬂ/w [ / ﬂﬂ %WMM . VARGAS
e e R INERY D. VARGAS
Ry ! N /’ SHAP blic, State of New York
Ntary Public.. . e Notary ! e R6202914

ified i County
Qualified in New Y_ork”
COMMISSION EXPIRES 03/23/2013

16



NEW YORK STATE EDUCATION DEPARTMENT

Disclosure of Financial Interest by a Charter School Trustee
Annual Report 2009-10

—

Name (print)_ /f,.’ﬂ { }\/ A //(,’/~t11¢,/;7,4 {/‘1:.»*5/

Name of Charter School /j,@b / / }/‘M f;gu/,f . (?%q P /(-x S'('/Lc":s-f

Charter Entity
Home Address
Business Address
Daytime Phone

E-Mail Address

1. List all positions held on board (e.g., chair, treasurer, parent
representative):_ ) {t/\,f-,a/m-t,y o

2. TIs the trustee an employee of the School? Yes X No

3. If you checked Yes, please provide a description of the position you hold and your
responsibilities, your salary and your start date.

rM/A .
4. Is the trustee an employee or agent of the management company?  Yes . No
5. Is the trustee an employee or agent of any institutional partner of the School? __Yes K No

17



Identify each interest/transaction (and provide the requested information) that you or any of your
immediate family members or any persons who live with you in your house have held or
engaged in with the charter school during the time you have served on the board, and in the six
month period prior to such service. If there has been no such financial interest or transaction,
write none. Please note that if you answered yes to Question 2, you need not disclose again your
employment status, salary, etc.

Name of person

Date(s) Nature of Financial | Steps taken to aveoid | holding interest or
Interest/Transaction | a conflict of interest, engaging in
(e.g., did not vote, transaction and
did not participate in relationship to
discussion) yourself

L W

18



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 School and in which such entity, during the time of your tenure as a trustee, you
and/or your immediate family member or person living in your house 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
organization and the School that is pursuant to such agreement. Instead, please identify only
the name of the organization, your position in the organization as well as the relationship
between such organization and the school. If there was no financial interest, write none.

Name of Trustee/

Organization Nature of Approximate Immediate Family/Member
Conducting Business Value of the of Household Holding an
Business with Conducted Business Interest in the Organization
the School , ‘Conducted Conducting Business with
' ' the School and the Nature of

the Interest

e

/ S ’ ; ] . ) - X
/:7/%@}/32 /A Vﬂé/ﬂ ft%} A/\’Z} \/l i/ /Il }/ A3, R4 )

Date

Signature

fpre me this 2¢ day of’ 4: 204).

y; J e » '
Z:/Naéry Pabie é/ AUGUSTINE A DI

fotary Public, State of New York
No. O 779
Cualified in New Yark County
Crommission Dooies Oct 18, 20
° R

19



2009-10 Annual Report
August 1, 2010

Brooklyn Excelsior Charter School

MODIFICATIONS TO THE SCHOOL’S EDUCATIONAL PROGRAM
AND GOVERNANCE STRUCTURE

Not applicable. There were no changes to Brooklyn Excelsior’s educationa program or
governance structure.

20



Brooklyn Excelsior Charter School Annual Report 2009-2010 Statement of Assurances

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.

g A /g M Ao

Print Name, Head of Charter School Signature and Date

Subscribed and sworn to before me this Lgﬁ% day of M ,20)0

4 M’}@W“? MARVA JONES
“ ) sotary Public, State of New York
3 i o, B1IGRUIE05D
W Ty Public Guonlified B Kings Coundy

Commission Expires sugust 3, a0l

Kay M. Madati " o . 51% 8 [ 0

Print Name, President, Board of Trustees Sign@tuxcﬂaﬂd”ﬁ gte

Subscribed and sworn to before me this lg% day of M@ f, 201?

otary Public
MARVA JONES
- Hieary Public, State of Mew York

Ho. BISOETIBRNG

i Hings Co
ives Augist

21



Brooklyn Excelsior Charter School
2009-10 School Year

¢l19]20 2 2

5T 26 27 28 29

August February
S M T W T F S S M T W T F )
41516 Z::I3rd - 6th NHA-U 1st Report Card Distribution|
111213 10th - 14th NTO-II 1st Afternoon/Evening P/T Conferences
18 19 20 : 15th - 19th Mid Winter Break]:: ¥4
25 26 27 :
:J31st Staff Professional Development
September
W T
2 I 3 I “Jst - 3rd Professional Development
9 10 _: 7th Labor Day; 8th Professional Development
16 17 9th First Day of School
23 24 _' 22nd Staff Professional Development 11:30-6pm|
30 :128th Yom Kippur 29th - 31st Spring Break{::28:
October
S M T W T
1 1st Spring Break; 2nd Good Friday|
5 6 7 8 : 5th -6th Spring Break; 7th School Resumes
iby 13 14 15 12th Columbus Day 8th End of 3rd Marking Period

21 22

. 19th Staff Professional Development 11:30-6pm)| 13th Report Card Distribution %]

November

s M

T W T F

3rd Staff Professional Development
11th Veteran's Day; 13th End of 1st Marking Period
3 23rd Afternoon/Evening P/T Conferences
? 26th-27th Thanksgiving Break

31st Memorial Day |

June

T W T

-

-

Board Approved: 8/18/09

1 2 3 4 1
8 9 10 11 10th Staff Professional Development 8
15 16 L 11th End of 4th Marking Period 15
23 24th - 31st Holiday Break 25th Last Day of School % g 22
N DO 29
January
S M T W T T
“fast Holiday Break 2nd In Observance of Independence Day 1
6 7 6 7 8
13 14 : 13 14 15
20 21 -l18th MLK, Ir Day; 22nd End of 2nd Marking Period 20 21 22
27 28 I 27 28 29
Students Do Not Report/ Staff Report All Day Last Update: 7/29/09
Students Report Half Day/ Staff Report All Day 180 School Days
Students/ Staff Do Not Report 7:30 - 3:00 School Hours

7:30 - 11:3Zhalf)



Brooklyn Excelsior Charter School
2010-11 School Year

August February
S M T W T F S Puly26-29 NHA-U S M T W T F S
b1 23] 4a]s] 6} 7}nd-ehnto o 1 2 3 4.5,
(8- 9 10 11 12 13 12 7th Staff PD 11:30am-6pm -'5-1- 8 9 10 11 .12
j:1j5'j 16 17 18 19 20 ::2j1: 43" 14 15 16 17 18 ‘:1é'

221 23 24 25 26 27 "28 215t-25thwmtergrea|:|:26' 21 22 23 24 25 ERLR

- 29 I 30 I 31 I -+ " $30th - 31st Staff Professional Development 28th School Resumes} '27- 28
September March
S M T W T F S S M T W T F S
[ : 1]12]3 4 1st - 3rd Staff Professional Development 1 2 3 4 '5-
5. uz 8 - 11 {6th Labor Day; 7th Staff PD; 8th First Day of Schd 7th PT Conferences] . 6. - 8 9 10 1112
[ 1.2 .13 14 15 16 17 . '18 9th-10th Rosh Hashana :i§: 14 15 16 17 18. :ig;:
[19° 20 21 22 23 24 (95 200 21 22 23 24 25 26,
L 2‘6 27 28 29 30 X 3 27 28 29 30 31 L
October April
S M T W T F S ) M T W T F
—— — — o |
L 1 B2 1st End of 3rd Marking Period] ' . *. :
(374 5 6 7 8.9 3" 4 5 6 7 8.9
(10 JES 12 13 14 15 16 J11th Columbus Day 11th Report Card Distribution] .10° BL
+17-18 19 20 21 22 -23 18th - 26th Spring Break; 22nd Good Friday} . 17+
: 24 L2526 27 28 29. 30 27th School Resumes 24.
5 &
November May
) M T W T F ) ) M T W T F
.11 213 4 5 .°6 fond Staff Prof Developmnt, Election Day .2 3 4 5 6.7
[-7-2 8 9 10 JEEM 12 13 J11th veteran's Day; 12th End of 1st Marking Prd ‘B, 9 10 11 12 13 -i4,
[14° 15 16 17 18 19 "20 45" 16 17 18 19 20°.21°
1210 22 23 24 [RERERTR" 27 D5th -26th Thanksgiving Break 220 23 24 25 26 2728
28 - 30 - . " §29th Report Cards; PT Conferences 30th Memorial Day | '29-JELE 31 e
December June
S M T W T F S ) M T W T F )
et 1 2 34 e 1 2 3.4
L5 - 7 8 9 10 -1 {6th Staff PD 11:30am-6pm 9th Staff Professional Development] 5. 6 7 8 E 10 - ‘1.
: 12 L1314 15 16 17. '18 16th End of 4th Marking Period} 12 13 14 15 16 17. 18
[ 19 20 . 25 foath christmas Eve d9l 20 21 2 23 235,
2. .. |o7th - 315t Holiday Break 28th Last Day ofSchoo||2£'1 27 28 29 30 : :;_
) July
S M T W T F S S M T W T F S
! 1 1st New Years Day 1 2-.I
[2.3 4 5 6 7 ’.8.13rdSchool Resumes 34 5 6 7 8°'.9°
(910 11 12 13 14 1S 00 11 12 13 14 15016
- 16 JRVAl 18 19 20 21 - 22 §17th MLK Jr Day; 21st End of 2nd Marking Prd 17- 18 19 20 21 22 .23
: 23 24 25 26 27 28 : 29 24 25 26 27 28 29 30
[ 30, 31 fiat 31 :
Students Do Not Report/ Staff Report All Day Last Update: 5/21/2010
Students Report Half Day/ Staff Report All Day 182 School Days
Students/ Staff Do Not Report 7:30—3:00Pf535choo| Hours

Board Approved: 6/18/10 7:30-11:30AM (half)



Teacher's Name Room # Teaching Assignment Type of Certification Certification Certificaton |Years Teaching [Years Teaching [HQ Status
Issue Date |Expiration Date|Experience Prior|Experience at this
to This Year school prior to
this year

Bachman, Natalie 2nd Grade Teacher B Excelsior Childhood Education 1-6 9/1/2008 8/31/2013 1 1|Yes
Bernard, Sharon Kindergarten Teacher B Excelsr PreK-6 2/1/2009 Permanent 5 4|Yes
Betancourt, Jillian 4th Grade Teacher B Excelsior Childhood Education 1-6 9/1/2006 8/31/2011 3 3[Yes
Connelly, Agnes 7th Lang Arts Tchr B Excelsior Unlicensed Teacher 29 3|No
Diaz, Angelique 4th Grade Teacher B Excelsior Unlicensed Teacher 0 4|Yes
Dumas, Joyce Spec Ed Teacher B Excelsior Students with Disabilities 1-6 9/1/2007 8/31/2012 3 3|N/A
Eberle, Tara 1st Grade Teacher B Excelsior Childhood Education 1-6 9/1/2008 8/31/2013 1 1|Yes
Franco, Dawn Kindergarten Teacher B Excelsr Childhood Education 1-6 9/1/2007 8/31/2012 1 1|Yes
Girouard, Sally 5th Grade Teacher B Excelsior Childhood Education 1-6 9/1/2008 8/31/2013 3 3|Yes
Gray, Nakia 7th English Teacher B Excelsr English 7-12 9/1/2009 8/31/2014 0 O|Yes
Gregory-Thorpe, Latoya 3rd Grade Teacher B Excelsior Childhood Education 1-6 9/1/2007 8/31/2012 2 2|Yes
Hayden, Hollis K-8 PE Teacher B Excelsior Unlicensed Teacher 6 1{N/A
Haynes, Christina 4th Grade Teacher B Excelsior Childhood Education 1-6 9/1/2008 8/31/2013 1 1]Yes
Healy, Kelly 6th Grade Teacher B Excelsior Childhood Education 1-6 9/1/2009 8/31/2014 0 OlYes
Iheagwam, Eunice 7/8 Science Teacher B Excelsr English 7-12 2/1/2009 1/31/2012 1 0[No
Johnson, Lakeisha 5th Grade Teacher B Excelsior Childhood Education 1-6 9/1/2008 8/31/2013 6 6|Yes
Lander, Cecilla 5th Grade Teacher B Excelsior Childhood Education 1-6 9/1/2008 8/31/2011 2 2|Yes
Larosa, Stephanie Kindergarten Teacher B Excelsr Early Childhood Birth-Gr2 9/1/2007 8/31/2012 0 O|Yes
Mack, Jennifer K-8 Art Teacher B Excelsior Visual Arts K-12 9/1/2009 8/31/2011 2 0fYes
Malcolm, Timeka 3rd Grade Teacher B Excelsior Childhood Education 1-6 9/1/2006 8/31/2011 2 2|Yes
McDonald, Lori 6th Grade Teacher B Excelsior PreK-6 9/1/2005 Permanent 2 2|Yes
McHugh, Shvonne 1st Grade Teacher B Excelsior Early Childhood Birth-Gr2 2/1/2007 1/31/2012 2 2|Yes
McLean, Keeda 4th Grade Teacher B Excelsior Childhood Education 1-6 9/1/2009 8/31/2014 0 0fYes
Modeste, Dylicia 1st Grade Teacher B Excelsior Early Childhood Birth-Gr2 9/1/2008 8/31/2013 1 3|Yes
Moncrieffe, Georgia 2nd Grade Teacher B Excelsior Childhood Education 1-6 9/1/2006 8/31/2011 3 3|Yes
Pasternak, Elizabeth 7/8 Math Teacher B Excelsior Math 7-12 9/1/2009 8/31/2014 1 1|Yes
Reece-Chisholm, Stephanie K-8 Music Teacher B Excelsior Music K-12 2/1/2010 1/31/2015 11 2|Yes
Ritz, Melissa 3rd Grade Teacher B Excelsior Childhood Education 1-6 9/1/2008 8/31/2013 1 1{Yes
Shapiro, Rachel 6th Grade Teacher B Excelsior Childhood Education 1-6 9/1/2008 8/31/2013 1 1]Yes
Stombaugh, Nancy Kindergarten Teacher B Excelsr PreK-6 9/1/1995 Permanent 7 6|Yes
Thomas, Roxanne 5th Grade Teacher B Excelsior Childhood Education 1-6 9/1/2007 8/31/2012 3 2|Yes
Thomas, Lisa 6th Grade Teacher B Excelsior Students with Disabilities 1-6 9/1/2009 8/31/2014 4 O|Yes
Thomas, Nithi 7/8 Math Teacher B Excelsior Math 7-12 9/1/2008 8/31/2010 1 OfYes
Thomas, Marsha K-8 Spanish Teacher B Excelsr Spanish 7-12 2/1/2007 1/31/2012 3 1|Yes
Twomley, Elizabeth 2nd Grade Teacher B Excelsior Childhood Education 1-6 2/1/2007 1/31/2012 2 2|Yes
Vanden Heuvel, Robert 7/8 Soc Stud Teacher B Excelsr Social Studies 7-12 9/1/2008 8/31/2013 1 1IN/A
Vasquez, Karla 4th Grade Teacher B Excelsior Unlicensed Teacher 9 5|Yes
Voss, Elizabeth Lbry Tech Spec B Exclsr Tech Library Media Specialist K-12 9/1/2009 8/31/2011 0 0[N/A
Wilber, Nicole Spec Ed Teacher B Excelsior Students with Disabilities 1-6 2/1/2010 Professional 3 3|N/A
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Brooklyn Excelsior Charter School
Budget / Operating Plan
2009-10

Total Revenue

Total Expenses

Net Income

Actual Student Enroliment
Total Paid Student Enrollment

10,241,930
10,232,851
9,079
721

724

* Enrollment, Revenue and Expediture Data IN the 'Total
and Variance Analysis® Section is Based on LAST ACTUAL
Quarter Completed

TOTALS AND VARIANCE ANALYSIS

Actual

REVENUE
REVENUES FROM STATE SOURCES
Per Pupil Revenue CY Per Pupil Rate

8,988,113

NY City Department of Education 12,443
School D strct 2 (Enter Name) -

School D strct 3 (Enter Name) -

School D strct 4 (Enter Name) -

School D strct 5 (Enter Name) -

School D strct 6 (Enter Name) -

School D strct 7 (Enter Name) -

School D str ct 8 (Enter Name) -

School D strct 9 (Enter Name) -

School D strct 10 (Enter Name) -

School D strct 11 (Enter Name) -

School D strct 12 (Enter Name) -

School D strct 13 (Enter Name) -

School D strct 14 (Enter Name) -

School D strct 15 (Enter Name) -

School Dstr ct - ALL OTHER -

TOTAL Per Pupil Revenue (Average Districts Per Pupil Funding) 12,443

Special Education Revenue

DYCD (Department of Youth and Commun ty Developmt.)
Other
Other
TOTAL REVENUE FROM STATE SOURCES

REVENUE FROM FEDERAL FUNDING
IDEA Special Needs
Title |
Title Funding - Other
School Food Service (Free Lunch)
Grants
Charter School Program (CSP) Planning & Implementation
Other
Other
TOTAL REVENUE FROM FEDERAL SOURCES

LOCAL and OTHER REVENUE
Contributions and Donations
Fundraising
Erate Reimbursement
Earnings on Investments
Interest Income
Food Service (Income from meals)
Text Book
OTHER
TOTAL REVENUE FROM LOCAL and OTHER SOURCES

TOTAL REVENUE

8,988,113

8,988,113

48,883

702,280

85,229

389,184

1,225,576

18,290

9,951

28,241

10,241,930
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Brooklyn Excelsior Charter School
Budget / Operating Plan

2009-10 2009-10
Total Revenue 10,241,930
Total Expenses 10,232,851
Net Income 9,079
Actual Student Enrollment 721
Total Paid Student Enroliment 724
TOTALS AND VARIANCE ANALYSIS
* Enrollment, Revenue and Expediture Data IN the 'Total
and Variance Analysis® Section is Based on LAST ACTUAL
Quarter Completed
Actual
EXPENSES
ADMINISTRATIVE STAFF PERSONNEL COSTS No. of Positions
Head(s) of School B B
Principal(s) 1 146,620
Assisant Principal(s) 3 287,909
CFO / Director of Finance - -
Operation / Business Manager = -
Administrative Staff 4 164,516
TOTAL ADMINISTRATIVE STAFF 8 599,045
INSTRUCTIONAL PERSONNEL COSTS
Teachers - Regular 36 1,757,243
Teachers - SPED 2 106,420
Substitute Teachers - 132,813
Teaching Assistants s -
Specialty Teachers 3 498,637
Aides 8 36,856
Therapists & Counselors 2 11,668
Other - -
TOTAL INSTRUCTIONAL 51 2543637
NON INSTRUCTIONAL PERSONNEL COSTS
Nurse - -
Librarian 2 73,550
Custodian B B
Security - -
Other - -
TOTAL NON-INSTRUCTIONAL 2 73550
SUBTOTAL PERSONNEL SERVICE COSTS 61| | 3,216,232
PAYROLL TAXES AND BENEFITS
Payroll Taxes 282,312
Fringe / Employee Benefits 433,118
Retirement / Pension 48,101
TOTAL PAYROLL TAXES AND BENEFITS 763,531
TOTAL PERSONNEL SERVICE COSTS 61| | 3,979,763
CONTRACTED SERVICES
Accounting / Audit 11,124
Legal 32,426
Management Company Fee -
Nurse Services B
Food Service / School Lunch B
Payroll Services B
Special Ed Services 153,058
Ttlement Services (i.e. Title 1) 73,836
Other Purchased / Professional / Consulting -
TOTAL CONTRACTED SERVICES 270,444
SCHOOL OPERATIONS
Board Expenses N
Classroom / Teaching Supplies & Materials 184,547
Special Ed Supplies & Materials 30,272
Textbooks / Workbooks 186,473
Supplies & Materials other 2,452
Equipment / Furniture 142,856
Telephone N
Technology 288,723
Student Testing & Assessment 14,007
Field Trips 21,482
Transportation (student) N
Student Services - other -
Office Expense 71,577
Staff Development 197,204
Staff Recruitment 71
Student Recruitment / Marketing 82,378
School Meals / Lunch 372,801
Travel (Staff) 8,579
Fundraising -
Other 1,169,982
TOTAL SCHOOL OPERATIONS 2,773,402
FACILITY OPERATION & MAINTENANCE
Insurance 11,999
Janitorial B
Building and Land Rent / Lease 2,571,681
Repairs & Maintenance 367,983
Equipment / Funiture 39,050
Security B
Utilities 218,529
TOTAL FACILITY OPERATION & MAINTENANCE 3,200,242
DEPRECIATION & AMORTIZATION I |
RESERVES / CONTIGENCY 1 |
TOTAL EXPENSES I 10,232,851
NET INCOME I 9,07¢]
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Brooklyn Excelsior Charter School
Budget / Operating Plan
2009-10

Total Revenue

Total Expenses

Net Income

Actual Student Enroliment
Total Paid Student Enrollment

10,241,930
10,232,851
9,079
721

724

* Enrollment, Revenue and Expediture Data IN the 'Total
and Variance Analysis® Section is Based on LAST ACTUAL
Quarter Completed

TOTALS AND VARIANCE ANALYSIS

Actual

ENROLLMENT - *School Districts Are Linked To Above Entries*
NY City Department of Education
School D strct 2 (Enter Name)
School D strct 3 (Enter Name)
School D strct 4 (Enter Name)
School D strct 5 (Enter Name)
School D str ct 6 (Enter Name)
School D strct 7 (Enter Name)
School D str ct 8 (Enter Name)
School D str ct 9 (Enter Name)
School D str ct 10 (Enter Name)
School D strct 11 (Enter Name)
School D strct 12 (Enter Name)
School D strct 13 (Enter Name)
School D str ct 14 (Enter Name)
School D strct 15 (Enter Name)
School D strct - ALL OTHER
TOTAL ENROLLMENT

REVENUE PER PUPIL
|EXPENSES PER PUPIL

* Enrollment Data Based on Last Actual Quarter Completed

14,205

14,193




Accountability Plan Progress Reports
for the 2009-10 School Year

Reader’s Guide
SUNY Authorized Charter Schools

As set forth in the Practices, Policies and Procedures for the Renewal of Charter Schools Authorized
by the State University Board of Trustees, the single most important factor that the Charter Schools
Institute and the SUNY Board of Trustees consider in making renewal determinations is the school’s
record in generating successful student achievement outcomes. In order to determine whether a
school has met that high standard, each charter school that the SUNY Board of Trustees
authorizes is required to enter into an accountability agreement, known as an Accountability
Plan, which ultimately becomes part of its charter.

The Charter Schools Institute closely monitors each school’s progress toward achieving the
goals outlined in its Accountability Plan.

In addition, as part of its annual reporting requirements, each SUNY authorized charter school
must submit an Accountability Plan Progress Report which, from its vantage point, addresses
each of the goals and outcome measures contained in its Accountability Plan. The information
presented in these Progress Reports constitutes important evidence that a school is keeping its
promises to its students, parents and community, and is critical to making its case for renewal at the
end of its charter period. The most important parts of Progress Reports are student achievement
results on state exams and other assessments. However, not all schools will have tested grade levels
for a particular state exam. Each year, the state administers English language arts and mathematics
tests to 3rd through 8th grade, science tests to the 4th and 8th grades, and, up through 2009-10, social
studies tests to the 5th and 8th grades.

Important Note: The Accountability Plan Progress Report is authored by the charter school. In
reporting school progress toward meeting the outcome measures set forth in the Accountability Plan,
schools are encouraged to build a case for the effectiveness of their program, and to lay the
groundwork for writing a Renewal Application and ultimately for charter renewal. The school’s
evaluation of its own progress does not necessarily reflect the conclusions of the Institute.
Further, the Institute does not affirm the completeness or accuracy of the report's data and may not
endorse the school's characterization of the progress it has made toward achieving its Accountability
Plan goals. Throughout the life of the school’s charter, the Institute will visit each school, generating
Institute School Visit Reports and, at the end of each charter period, a Renewal Report (select the
<back> button in your browser to return to the school profile to see any/all available reports). These
reports include detailed summaries of the Institute's observations of the school, as well as its
evaluation of student performance and progress toward meeting the academic subject goals in its
Accountability Plan.
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Brooklyn Excelsior Charter School 2009-10 Accountability Plan Progress Report

INTRODUCTION

The State University of New York’s Board of Trustees (SUNY) authorized Brooklyn Excelsior
Charter School (Brooklyn Excelsior) in March 2002. After taking a planning year, the school opened
its doors to 206 K-4 students in the fall of 2003. Brooklyn Excelsior was located in a temporary
facility during its first year of operation. The following year the school moved into its permanent
facility located at 856 Quincy Street in Brooklyn, New York. The school currently serves more than
700 students in grades K-8. The school is an extremely popular public school choice for families, as
demonstrated by the fact that it continues to be at its allowed enrollment capacity, and currently has a
waiting list of over 1,400 students.

The mission of Brooklyn Excelsior is:

Working in partnership with parents and community, Brooklyn Excelsior Charter School will offer a
challenging character-based education by providing a strong curriculum and an atmosphere of high
expectations.

This mission has guided the operation of the school since its inception. We have worked and will
continue to work to ensure that our curriculum is challenging and rigorous, so that we provide all
students opportunities to master the core subjects of English language arts (ELA), Math, Science, and
Social Studies. As part of our efforts to make certain each student receives a well-rounded education,
Brooklyn Excelsior provides instruction in the arts and physical education. In 2009-10, Brooklyn
Excelsior organized its first international trip for students. Fifteen students in grades 5 through 8
traveled with their parents to Panama, where they learned history, geography, economics and
language first-hand. The middle school trip also makes an annual trip to Philadelphia for a “hands-
on” study of American history, and other after-school and summer learning opportunities. Integrating
character education into the school curriculum through the school’s Moral Focus program is a key
component of the academic program for our students.

School Enrollment by Grade Level and School Year

School
Year

2005-06 98 97 98 74 67 67 49 | nfa | nfa | 550

K 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 | Total

2006-07 77 97 98 97 70 69 70 41 | n/a | 619

2007-08 78 74 94 94 | 100 | 71 53 54 38 | 656

2008-09 88 80 80 | 103 | 109 | 97 68 | 45 50 | 720

2009-10 86 81 80 80 | 104 | 101 | 94 61 41 | 728

*Enrollment for 2009-10 is based on the school’s enrollment on October 7,
2009.
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ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS

Goal 1: English Language Arts
Students will be proficient in English language arts.

Background

Developing reading proficiency and strong literacy skills in elementary and middle school grades is
essential to ensuring that students are on a college-readiness trajectory.' The ELA curriculum is
designed to produce highly literate students who are proficient readers and strong writers. The
curriculum enables students to read, comprehend, write, and respond thoughtfully to what they
encounter in the classroom and the world around them through its reading, writing, speaking,
listening, and viewing components.

The curriculum emphasizes the five components of reading instruction as outlined by the National
Reading Panel. Students who master the ELA curriculum are prepared to read for deep meaning and
understanding, write and speak effectively to communicate ideas and information while using
appropriate language conventions, listen actively and critically as they encounter new information
and ideas, and generate new ideas based on what they encounter both inside and outside the
classroom.

In grades K-2, the curriculum focuses on and supports the process of learning to read. Decoding,
word recognition, and building vocabulary are important as students begin to develop understanding
and fluency. In grades 3-5, the curriculum supports a transition from learning how to read to reading
in order to learn: learning shifts to understanding that texts have specific purposes and students learn
to read with those purposes in mind. Students are introduced to informational text in addition to a
variety of literary texts. Reliance on the basal reader decreases and additional resources like novels,
newspapers, magazines, and web-based resources are used to support reading instruction. Finally, in
grades 6-8, the curriculum focuses on extending reading and comprehension skills, developing deep
evaluation and analysis skills and the ability to make connections within and between texts.

The ELA curriculum supports learning in language conventions, mechanics, spelling, and writing. In
the earliest grades, students learn how to write words and sentences using appropriate mechanics and
grammar and begin to use the writing process to convey information and narrative through written
text. In middle grades, the curriculum develops in students a deeper understanding of writing through
a focus on prewriting strategies, organizational formats, drafting, revising, proofreading, and
publishing. The curriculum ensures that students learn to write for different purposes; writing
includes narratives, stories, poems, interpretive responses, essays, and descriptive pieces. In later
grades, the curriculum continues to extend students’” writing skills through narrative, expository,
persuasive, and technical writing, and technology enhances students’ ability to write, revise, edit, and
publish their work. Grammar, punctuation, spelling, and writing conventions are taught as part of
language arts for students in all grades.

. Goal 1: Absolute Measure [

« Each year through 2008-09, 75 percent of all tested students who are enrolled in at least their second

. year will perform at or above Level 3 on the New York State English language arts examination.

' ACT., Inc., Reading Between the Lines: What the ACT Reveals About College Readiness in Reading (Iowa City.
IA, 2006).
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Method

The school administered the New York State Testing Program English language arts assessment to
students in 3rd through 8th grade in April 2010. Each student’s raw score has been converted to a
grade-specific scaled score and a performance level. Through 2008-09, the criterion for success on
this measure required students who have been enrolled in at least their second year (defined as
enrolled by BEDS day of the previous school year) to score at Levels 3 or 4. For 2009-10, the
criterion for success on this measure requires students to have a Scale Score of 650 or above.

The table below summarizes participation information for this year’s test administration. The table
indicates total enrollment and total number of students tested. It also provides a detailed breakdown
of those students excluded from the exam. Note that this table includes all students according to
grade level, even if they have been enrolled for less than one year.

2009-10 State English Language Arts Exam
Number of Students Tested and Not Tested

Grade Total Not Tested” Total
Tested IEP ELL | Absent | Enrolled
3 79 0 0 0 79
4 100 0 0 0 100
5 100 0 0 0 100
6 92 0 0 0 92
7 60 0 0 0 60
8 40 0 0 0 40
All 471 0 0 0 471

Results
Of students in at least their second year at Brooklyn Excelsior, 89% achieved a Scale Score of 650 or
above on the 2009-10 NYS ELA exam.

Charter School Performance on 2009-10 State English Language Arts Exam
By All Students and Students Enrolled in At Least Their Second Year

Percent
Grade Population S:rozgﬁ r:t I\?:;Z?
650
3 boeooo. AllSmdenss LS ]
Students in At Least 2*® Year 85% 75
PR AllSmdents ol 100
Students in At Least 2*® Year 92% 91

? 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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P All Students | 96% | __ 100__ ]
Students in At Least 2™ Year 96% 92
6 lLoooo. AllStpdents = | 92% | 22 __]
Students in At Least 2™ Year 94% 82
S AllStpdents = | 97% | _ g
Students in At Least 2™ Year 97% 59
O AllStpdents = | 48% | g
Students in At Least 2™ Year 48% 40
Al b All Students | 89% [ 411 |
Students in At Least 2™ Year 89% 439

Evaluation
Brooklyn Excelsior met this measure. With 89% of students in at least their second year achieving a

Scale Score of 650 or higher, Brooklyn Excelsior exceeded the measure by 14 percentage points.

Additional Evidence

Brooklyn Excelsior has seen steady gains in its ELA proficiency scores over the past five years and
has met the goal for the past two years. In 2004-5, just 23% of Brooklyn Excelsior students scored at
or above Level 3: that number increased to 60% in 2005-6, held approximately even at 57% in 2006-
7, increased to 71% in 2007-8, to 84% in 2008-9 and 89% in 2009-10. These numbers indicate that
Brooklyn Excelsior has demonstrated consistent improvement and high performance.

English Language Arts Performance by Grade Level and School Year

Percent of Students Enrolled in At Least Their Second Year at Levels 3 and 4
through 2008-09 and a Scale Score of 650 in 2009-10
Grade 2006-07 2007-08 2008-09 2009-10
Percent I\_I[,i::le)zr Percent I\.}l:;ltzzr Percent I\,I[l:;:z(eir Percent I]\.I?;:lelzler
3 59% 80 77% 83 84% 83 85% 75
4 69% 52 71% 90 88% 85 92% 91
5 48% 44 92% 59 92% 86 96% 92
6 60% 50 51% 53 95% 65 94% 82
7 41% 32 75% 59 66% 44 97% 59
8 49% 37 61% 49 48% 40
All 57% 258 71% 381 84% 412 89% 439

- Goal 1: Absolute Measure
. Each year, the school’s aggregate Performance Index (PI) on the State English language arts exam
+ will meet the Annual Measurable Objective (AMO) set forth in the state’s NCLB accountability

Method

The federal No Child Left Behind law holds schools accountable for making annual yearly progress
towards all students being proficient by the year 2013-14. As a result, the state sets an Annual
Measurable Objective (AMO) each year to determine if schools are making satisfactory progress
toward the goal that 100 percent of students will ultimately be proficient in the state’s learning
standards in English Language Arts. To achieve this measure, all tested students must have a
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Performance Index (PI) value that equals or exceeds this year’s English language arts AMO, which
for 2009-10 is 155.> The PI is calculated by adding the sum of the percent of all tested students at
Levels 2 through 4 with the sum of the percent of all tested students at Levels 3 and 4. Thus, the
highest possible PI is 200.

Results

Brooklyn Excelsior achieved a Performance Index of 158, exceeding the AMO by 3 points.

Calculation of 2009-10 English Language Arts Performance Index (PI)

Grades Percent of Students at Each Performance Level Number
Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level 4 Tested
27 3 38 53 7 471
P1 = 38 + 53 + 7 - 98
+ 53 + 7 = 60
PI = 158
Evaluation

Brooklyn Excelsior met this measure. The school achieved a Performance Index of 158, 3 points
higher than the AMO.

Additional Evidence

Brooklyn Excelsior has consistently met this measure for the past five years. In 2005-6, it exceeded
the AMO by 31 points. In 2006-7, the school’s Performance Index exceeded the AMO by 29 points.
The school exceeded the AMO by 37 points in 2007-8, by 39 points in 2008-9, and by 3 points in
2009-10. Because of the recent changes in proficiency scores, it is difficult to draw trends between
this year’s Performance Index and previous years. However, we understand that the New York State
Department of Education is reviewing the AMOs and we expect to make adjustments based on this
additional guidance.

English Language Arts Performance Index (PI) and
Annual Measurable Objective (AMO) by School Year

Number Percent of Students at Each Performance Level
Year Grades Tested Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level 4 PI o
2006-07 3-7 354 3% 43% 51% 3% 151 122
2007-08 3-8 421 2% 26% 67% 5% 170 133
2008-09 3-8 465 1% 15% 75% 9% 183 144
2009-10 3-8 471 3% 38% 53% 7% 158 155

" Goal 1: Comparative Measure

: Each year, the percent of all tested students who are enrolled in at least their second year and

' ' performing at or above Level 3 on the state English language arts exam will be greater than that of all !
- students in the same tested grades in the local school district.

3 With the change in Proficiency Scores, the State Education Department is currently reviewing the current Annual
Measurable Objectives in English language arts and mathematics.
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Method

Tested students who were enrolled in at least their second year are compared to all tested students in
the surrounding public school district. Comparisons are between the results for each grade in which
the school had tested students and the results for the respective grades in the local school district, as
well as between the total result of students in at least their second year at the school and the total
result for all students at the corresponding grades in the school district.

Results

Sixty percent of Brooklyn Excelsior students scored at or above Level 3 on the NYSTP ELA exam,
compared to 31% of students in the local district. Brooklyn Excelsior students also exceeded district
students in every grade level, except 8" grade.

2009-10 State English Language Arts Exam
Charter School and District Performance by Grade Level

Percent of Students at Levels 3 and 4
Grade Cwﬁr}:{ Eggstozlnit\t;(:g?ts All District Students
Percent Number Percent Number

Tested Tested
3 69% 75 38% 908
4 68% 91 42% 887
5 71% 92 39% 900
6 63% 82 19% 636
7 47% 59 21% 685
8 15% 40 19% 816
All 60% 439 31% 4832

Evaluation

Brooklyn Excelsior met this measure. The percent of students in at least their second year at
Brooklyn Excelsior who performed at or above Level 3 on the NYSTP ELA exam is 29 percentage
points higher than the percent of students from the local school district who did so. In addition,
Brooklyn Excelsior students outperformed local district students in grades K-7.

Additional Evidence

Brooklyn Excelsior has consistently outperformed the local district in ELA over the past five years.
In addition, from 2005-6 to 2008-9, Brooklyn Excelsior not only outperformed the local school
district in the aggregate, but also in each grade level cohort.

English Language Performance of Charter School and Local District
by Grade Level and School Year

Percent of Charter School Students at Levels 3 and 4 and Enrolled in At Least their Second Year
Compared to Local District Students
Grade 2006-07 2007-08 2008-09 2009-10
Charter Local Charter Local Charter Local Charter Local
School District School District School District School District
3 59% 48% 7% 52% 84% 64% 69% 38%
4 69% 50% 71% 56% 88% 63% 68% 42%
5 48% 43% 92% 63% 92% 71% 71% 39%
6 60% 29% 51% 33% 95% 57% 63% 19%

Page 7 of 33




Brooklyn Excelsior Charter School 2009-10 Accountability Plan Progress Report

7 41% 28% 75% 45% 66% 59% 47% 21%
8 49% 29% 61% 43% 15% 19%
All 57% 40% 71% 46% 84% 60% 60% 31%

Goal 1: Comparative Measure

Each year, the school will exceed its predicted level of performance on the state English language
arts 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.

Method

The Charter Schools Institute conducts a Comparative Performance Analysis, which compares the
school’s performance to demographically similar public schools state-wide. Regression analysis is
used to control for the percentage of students eligible for free lunch among all public schools in New
York State. The school’s actual performance is then compared to the predicted performance of public
schools with a similar free lunch percentage. The difference between the school’s actual and
predicted performance, relative to other schools with similar free lunch statistics, produces an Effect
Size. An Effect Size of 0.3 is considered performing higher than expected to a small degree, which is
the requirement for achieving this measure. Given the timing of the state’s release of poverty data,
the 2009-10 analysis is not yet available. This report contains 2008-09 results, the most recent ones
available.

Results
Brooklyn Excelsior achieved an Effect Size of 1.64, which is higher than expected to a large degree.

2008-9 English Language Arts Comparative Performance by Grade Level

Percent Number Percent of Students Difference Effect
Grade Eligible for at Levels 3&4 between Actual :

Free Lunch Tested - and Predicted Saze

Actual Predicted
3 99 83.8 59.0 24.8 1.61
4 107 88.8 59.8 29.0 2.00
5 96 91.7 67.1 24.6 1.79
6 69 95.6 63.8 31.8 2.13
7 44 65.9 59.7 6.2 0.37
8 50 62.0 43.8 18.2 1.08
All 91.2 465 84.3 60.0 24.3 1.64

School’s Overall Comparative Performance:
Higher than expected to a large degree.
Evaluation

Brooklyn Excelsior met this measure. In 2008-9, the predicted percentage of students scoring at or
above Level 3 was 60.0%. Brooklyn Excelsior achieved 84.3%, 24.3 percentage points higher than
expected. The Effect Size was 1.64, which is higher than expected to a large degree.
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Additional Evidence

Brooklyn Excelsior has consistently met this measure. In 2005-6, it achieved an Effect Size of 0.57,
higher than expected to a medium degree. In 2006-7, the school’s Effect Size was 0.44, higher than
expected to a small degree. The school achieved an Effect Size of 1.47 in 2007-8 and 1.64 in 2008-9,
higher than expected to a large degree in both years. In addition, in 2008-9, Brooklyn Excelsior met
this measure as an aggregate and in every grade level cohort. The Effect Size was higher than
expected to a large degree in all grades except grade 7, which achieved an Effect Size higher than
expected to a small degree.

English Language Arts Comparative Performance by School Year

Percent
School Grades Eligible for Number Actual Predicted Ef.fect
Year Tested Size
Free Lunch

2006-07 3-7 78% 354 54.2 47.4 0.44
2007-08 3-8 87% 422 71.3 49.6 1.47
2008-09 3-8 91% 465 84.3 60.0 1.64
2009-10 3-8 n/a n/a

‘Goal 1: Growth Measure

{ Each year through 2008-09, each grade-level cohort will reduce by one-half the gap between the
percent at or above Level 3 on the previous year’s state English language arts exam and 75 percent at
' ror above Level 3 on the current year’s state English language arts exam. If a grade-level cohort
rexceeds 75 percent at or above Level 3 in the previous year, that cohort is expected to show at least
1an increase in the current year.

:In 2009-10, each grade-level cohort will reduce by one-half the gap between the percent of students
1at or above a Scale Score of 650 on the 2008-09 state exam and 75 percent of students at or above a !
:Scale Score of 650 on the 2009-10 state exam. If a grade-level cohort exceeds 75 percent at or above
ta Scale Score of 650 in 2008-09, that cohort is expected to show at least an increase in the percentage |

Method

This measure examines the change in performance of the same group of students from one year to the
next and in 2009-10 the progress they are making towards the absolute measure of 75 percent of
students performing at or above a Scale Score of 650. Each grade level cohort consists of those
students who took the state exam in 2009-10 and also have a state exam score in 2008-09. It includes
students who repeated the grade. Students who repeated the grade should be included in their current
grade level cohort, not the cohort to which they previously belonged. In addition, the aggregate of all
cohorts is examined to determine the growth of all students who took a state exam in both years.

Results
Brooklyn Excelsior achieved its target in the aggregate. Four of six cohorts also achieved this
measure.

Cohort Growth on State English Language Arts Exam from 2008-09 to 2009-10

Cohort Percent Performing At or Above Target
Grade Size 650 Achieved
2008-09 Target 2009-10
4 90 84% 85% 92% Yes
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5 92 88% 89% 96% Yes
6 82 94% 95% 94% No
7 59 95% 96% 96% Yes
8 40 65% 70% 48% No
All 365 87% 88% 89% Yes

Evaluation

Brooklyn Excelsior did not meet this target. The school achieved its target performance in four of six
cohorts, with one of those cohorts being the aggregate. While grade 6 did not see a positive change,
it maintained its level of performance with 94% scoring proficient in 2008-9 and in 2009-10.

Additional Evidence

Brooklyn Excelsior has come close to meeting this measure for the past several years. In 2007-8, 4
of 6 cohorts met their target, with one of those cohorts being the aggregate. The two cohorts that did
not meet their target (grades 6 and 8) saw positive growth. In 2008-9, 5 of 6 cohorts met their target
proficiency level, with one of those cohorts being the aggregate.

Cohort Performance on State English Language Arts Exam
Since the 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 4-7 1 5
2007-08 4-8 4 6
2008-09 4-8 5 6
2009-10 4-8 4 6

Summary of the English Language Arts Goal

Brooklyn Excelsior met 4 of 5 Accountability Plan goals in ELA. The school achieved both absolute
measures and both comparative measures, but did not meet its value-added measure. While the
school met the value-added measure in the aggregate, 2 of 5 grade level cohorts did not meet the
measure.

Type Measure Outcome
75 percent of all tested students who are enrolled in at least their second year Achieved
Absolute will perform at or above a Scale Score of 650 on the New York State
examination.

Each year, the school’s aggregate Performance Index (PI) on the State exam
Absolute will meet the Annual Measurable Objective (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 on the State exam will be Achieved
greater than that of all students in the same tested grades in the local school
district.

Achieved

Comparative

Each year, the school will exceed its predicted level of performance on the Achieved

Comparative | g0 oyam by at least a small Effect Size.

Each grade-level cohort will reduce by one-half the gap between the percent
Growth at or above a Scale Score of 650 on the 2008-09 state exam and 75 percent at | Did not achieve
or above a Scale Score of 650 on the 2009-10 state exam.

Action Plan
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Brooklyn Excelsior recognizes that the goal of having all students proficient in ELA has not been met. As
a means to continue increasing student learning, the school identified specific areas of focus for each
grade and created grade-level action plans to specifically address the areas in need of improvement.

Grade Level Area of Focus Action Plan

Kindergarten Comprehension 1. Meet once a week with grade level team to examine
student work and formative assessments in order to
pull out areas of need. These areas of need will be the
driving force for choosing the learning objectives and
lesson planning with attention to fluency and
vocabulary development.

2. Model instructional strategies of fluency, vocabulary
and word structure, and concepts of print; as well as
phonics and comprehension.

3. Utilize formative assessments on a regular basis in
order to monitor students’ progress and effectiveness
of lessons.

4. Use PGA reports to identify students with common
needs. This will facilitate more small group and
center time with focused, differentiated instruction.

5. Utilize paraprofessionals to work with small groups
based on common needs from PGA reports and
formative assessment.

6. More focus on higher order thinking questions and
wait time during read alouds and discussions. Writing
will be incorporated into this by allowing for written
responses as well as verbal responses.

Grade 1 Comprehension 1. Meet once a week with grade level team to examine
student work and formative assessments in order to
pull out areas of need. These areas of need will be the
driving force for choosing the learning objectives and
lesson planning with attention to comprehension,
vocabulary and word structure.

2. Model instructional strategies of comprehension and
vocabulary and word structure through the use of
graphic organizers and use of context clues.

3. Utilize formative assessments on a regular basis in
order to monitor students’ progress and effectiveness
of lessons.

4. Use PGA reports to identify students with common
needs. This will facilitate more small group and
center time with focused, differentiated instruction.

5. Utilize paraprofessionals to work with small groups
based on common needs from PGA reports and
formative assessment.

6. More focus on higher order thinking questions and
wait time during read alouds and discussions. Writing
will be incorporated into this by allowing for written
responses as well as verbal responses.

Grade 2 Competencies 1. Meet once a week with grade level team to examine
student work and formative assessments in order to
pull out areas of need. These areas of need will be the
driving force for choosing the learning objectives and
lesson planning with attention to comprehension.

2. Model instructional strategies of comprehension with
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a focus on sequencing, identifying themes, and
differentiating between fact and opinion.

Utilize formative assessments on a regular basis in
order to monitor students progress and effectiveness
of lessons.

Use NWEA reports to identify students with common
needs. This will facilitate more small group and
center time with focused, differentiated instruction.
Utilize paraprofessionals to work with small groups
based on common needs from NWEA reports and
formative assessment.

More focus on higher order thinking questions and
wait time during read alouds and discussions. Writing
will be incorporated into this by allowing for written
responses as well as verbal responses.

Grade 3

Competencies

Meet once a week with grade level team to discuss
objectives, formative assessment strategies and
instruction with attention to daily editing, response
journals, and other passages to promote writing and
grammar.

Identify and provide targeted instruction for those
students who fell below New York State ELA
proficiency levels and below 50" percentile levels on
NWEA-MAP assessments.

Incorporate state writing and editing rubrics into the
teaching and assessment of Language Arts program,
grades K-8.

Pre/Post test students in grades 2-8 on writing, editing,
and listening assessments.

Professional development in teaching reading skills
and teacher training on state extended writing
response and editing rubrics using anchor papers.

Use former New York State ELA assessment and
complete item analyses to identify Title | students and
differentiate instruction in areas of weakness.

Use guided reading small group instruction to promote
comprehension skills and strategies.

Grade 4

Competencies

Meet once a week with grade level team to discuss
objectives, formative assessment strategies and
instruction with attention to daily editing, response
journals, and other passages to promote writing and
grammar.

Identify and provide targeted instruction for those
students who fell below New York State ELA
proficiency levels and below 50™ percentile levels on
NWEA-MAP assessments.

Incorporate state writing and editing rubrics into the
teaching and assessment of Language Arts program,
grades K-8.

Pre/Post test students in grades 2-8 on writing, editing,
and listening assessments.

Professional development in teaching reading skills
and teacher training on state extended writing
response and editing rubrics using anchor papers.

Use former New York State ELA assessment and
complete item analyses to identify Title | students and
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differentiate instruction in areas of weakness.
Use guided reading small group instruction to promote
comprehension skills and strategies.

Grade 5

Competencies

Meet once a week with grade level team to discuss
objectives, formative assessment strategies and
instruction with attention to daily editing, response
journals, and other passages to promote writing and
grammar.

Identify and provide targeted instruction for those
students who fell below New York State ELA
proficiency levels and below 50™ percentile levels on
NWEA-MAP assessments.

Incorporate state writing and editing rubrics into the
teaching and assessment of Language Arts program,
grades K-8.

Pre/Post test students in grades 2-8 on writing, editing,
and listening assessments.

Professional development in teaching reading skills
and teacher training on state extended writing
response and editing rubrics using anchor papers.

Use former New York State ELA assessment and
complete item analyses to identify Title | students and
differentiate instruction in areas of weakness.

Use guided reading small group instruction to promote
comprehension skills and strategies.

Grade 6

Competencies

Meet once a week with grade level team to discuss
objectives, formative assessment strategies and
instruction with attention to daily editing, response
journals, and other passages to promote writing and
grammar.

Identify and provide targeted instruction for those
students who fell below New York State ELA
proficiency levels and below 50" percentile levels on
NWEA-MAP assessments.

Incorporate state writing and editing rubrics into the
teaching and assessment of Language Arts program,
grades K-8.

Pre/Post test students in grades 2-8 on writing, editing,
and listening assessments.

Professional development in teaching reading skills
and teacher training on state extended writing
response and editing rubrics using anchor papers.

Use former New York State ELA assessment and
complete item analyses to identify Title | students and
differentiate instruction in areas of weakness.

Use guided reading small group instruction to promote
comprehension skills and strategies.

Grade 7

Information and
Understanding

Meet once a week with grade level team to discuss
objectives, formative assessment strategies and
instruction with attention to daily editing, response
journals, and other passages to promote information
and understanding.

Identify and provide targeted instruction for those
students who fell below New York State ELA
proficiency levels and below 50™ percentile levels on
NWEA-MAP assessments.
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Incorporate state writing and editing rubrics into the
teaching and assessment of Language Arts program,
grades K-8.

Pre/Post test students in grades 2-8 on information and
understanding assessments.

Professional development in teaching reading skills
and teacher training on state extended writing
response and editing rubrics using anchor papers.

Use former New York State ELA assessment and
complete item analyses to identify Title | students and
differentiate instruction in areas of weakness.

Grade 8

Literary Response and
Expression

Meet once a week with grade level team to discuss
objectives, formative assessment strategies and
instruction with attention to diagramming sentences
and text resources.

Identify and provide targeted instruction for those
students who fell below New York State ELA
proficiency levels and below 50™ percentile levels on
NWEA-MAP assessments.

Incorporate state writing and editing rubrics into the
teaching and assessment of Language Arts program,
grades K-8.

Pre/Post test students in grades 2-8 on writing, editing,
and listening assessments.

Professional development in teaching reading skills
and teacher training on state extended writing response
and editing rubrics using anchor papers.

Use former New York State ELA assessment and
complete item analyses to identify Title | students and
differentiate instruction in areas of weakness.
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MATHEMATICS

Goal 2: Mathematics
Students will be proficient in mathematics.

Background

The school’s mathematics curriculum is designed to ensure that all students complete Algebra I by
eighth grade. Students who successfully complete Algebra I prior to entering high school are much
more likely to complete Algebra II and other more advanced mathematics prior to graduating high
school, which means they will be “more than twice as likely to graduate from college” than students
who don’t complete it.* The math curriculum focuses on algebraic awareness as early as
kindergarten, and includes these specific categories of learning: Number Sense and Operations,
Algebra and Functions, Measurement, Geometry, Data Analysis and Probability, and Problem
Solving. Educational objectives support learning within these categories.

The mathematics curriculum ensures that students develop problem solving skills while learning to
become effective as mathematical communicators. It engages students in thinking, reading, and
writing about mathematics to help them understand the foundational concepts necessary for success
in more complex mathematical coursework. Traditional math algorithms are taught alongside more
conceptual ways of solving problems. In middle grades, the curriculum begins a transition to more
advanced mathematical topics and extends students’ basic arithmetic knowledge. As part of this
transition, students develop abstract reasoning as well as symbolic manipulation skills. Conceptual
ideas are integrated through lab activities that provide exploratory opportunities for students to
explicitly connect abstract ideas to concrete examples.

Goal 2: Absolute Measure
Each year through 2008-09, 75 percent of all tested students who are enrolled in at least their second
year will perform at or above Level 3 on the New York State mathematics examination.

In 2009-10, 75 percent of all tested students who are enrolled in at least their second year will
*_perform at or above a Scale Score of 650 on the New York State mathematics examination.
Method

The school administered the New York State Testing Program mathematics assessment to students in
3rd through 8th grade in May 2010. Each student’s raw score has been converted to a performance
level and a grade-specific scaled score. Through 2008-09 the criterion for success on this measure
required students who have been enrolled in at least their second year (defined as enrolled by BEDS
day of the previous school year) to score at Levels 3 or 4. For 2009-10, the criterion for success on
this measure requires students to have a Scale Score of 650 or above.

The table below summarizes participation information for this year’s test administration. The table
indicates total enrollment and total number of students tested. It also provides a detailed breakdown
of those students excluded from the exam. Note that this table includes all students according to
grade level, even if they have been enrolled for less than one year.

4 National Mathematics Advisory Panel, Foundations for Success: The Final Report of the National Mathematics
Advisory Panel (Washington, D.C.: U.S. Department of Education, 2008).
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2009-10 State Mathematics Exam
Number of Students Tested and Not Tested

Grade Total Not Tested® Total
Tested IEP ELL | Absent | Enrolled
3 79 0 0 0 79
4 100 0 0 0 100
5 100 0 0 0 100
6 92 0 0 0 92
7 60 0 0 0 60
8 40 0 0 0 40
All 471 0 0 0 471

Results

Of students in at least their second year at Brooklyn Excelsior, 98% scored at or above a Scale Score
of 650. In addition, 98% or 99% of students scored at or above a scale score of 650 in each
individual grade cohort.

Charter School Performance on 2009-10 State Mathematics Exam
By All Students and Students Enrolled in At Least Their Second Year

Percent
Grade Population Socro;;jr;%/:t ’\.Ir%gqtzgr
650

s L AlSudents | oo | 79|
Students in At Least 2" Year 99% 75

PR All Students | 98% | 100 _ |
Students in At Least 2" Year 98% 91

S All Students | 98% | 100
Students in At Least 2" Year 98% 92

6 looo___ All Students | 9% | __ 92 |
Students in At Least 2™ Year 99% 82

S R All Students | 98% | 60__|
Students in At Least 2™ Year 98% 59

C AlSudents | o% | 40|
Students in At Least 2" Year 98% 40

Al All Students | 98% | 471
Students in At Least 2™ Year 98% 439

Evaluation
Brooklyn Excelsior met this measure. Students exceeded the 75% proficiency target by 23 points in
the aggregate. In addition, each grade level cohort exceeded the target by 23-24 percentage points.

® 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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Additional Evidence

Brooklyn Excelsior has shown consistent improvement over the past five years and has met its
Accountability Plan goal for the past four. In 2005-6, 71% of Brooklyn Excelsior students in at least
their second year scored at or above Level 3. In 2006-7, the school met this measure with 83% of
students scoring at or above Level 3. Eighty-nine percent scored at or above Level 3 in 2007-8, 95%
did so in 2008-9, and 985 did so in 2009-10.

Mathematics Performance by Grade Level and School Year

Percent of Students Enrolled in At Least Their Second Year at Levels 3 and 4
through 2008-09 and a Scale Score of 650 in 2009-10
Grade 2006-07 2007-08 2008-09 2009-10
Percent Diiber Percent Dumber Percent humes Percent Number
Tested Tested Tested Tested
3 95% 78 99% 81 99% 83 99% 75
4 88% 52 90% 89 100% 85 98% 91
5 81% 43 100% 58 96% 85 98% 92
6 80% 49 87% 53 100% 65 99% 82
7 48% 31 75% 57 95% 44 98% 59
8 73% 37 71% 49 98% 40
All 83% 253 89% 375 95% 411 98% 439

- Goal 2: Absolute Measure
' 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.

Method

The federal No Child Left Behind law holds schools accountable for making annual yearly progress
towards all students being proficient by the year 2013-14. As a result, the state sets an Annual
Measurable Objective (AMO) each year to determine if schools are making satisfactory progress
toward the goal that 100 percent of students will ultimately be proficient in the state’s learning
standards in Mathematics. To achieve this measure, all tested students must have a Performance
Index (PI) value that equals or exceeds this year’s Mathematics AMO, which for 2009-10 is 135°.
The PI is calculated by adding the sum of the percent of all tested students at Levels 2 through 4 with
the sum of the percent of all tested students at Levels 3 and 4. Thus, the highest possible PI is 200.

Results

Brooklyn Excelsior achieved a Performance Index of 179, exceeding the AMO by 44 points.
Calculation of 2009-10 Mathematics Performance Index (PI)

Grades Percent of Students at Each Performance Level Number
Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level 4 Tested
?-2 1 21 49 30 471
PI = 21 + 49 + 30 100
+ 49 + 30 - 79
PI = 179

8 With the change in Proficiency Scores, the State Education Department is currently reviewing the current Annual

Measurable Objectives in English language arts and mathematics.
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Brooklyn Excelsior met this measure. With a Performance Index of 179, the school exceeded the
AMO by 44 points.

Additional Evidence
Brooklyn Excelsior has consistently met this measure. For the past 4 years, Brooklyn Excelsior has
exceeded the AMO by at least 80 points. In 2009-10, Brooklyn Excelsior exceeded the AMO by 44
points. We understand that the New York State Education Department is currently reviewing the

AMOs and expect to make adjustments based on their guidance.

Mathematics Performance Index (PI) and

Annual Measurable Objective (AMO) by School Year

Number Percent of Students at Each Performance Level
bCs Grades Tested Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level 4 PI AMO
2006-07 3-7 349 1% 17% 59% 23% 181 86
2007-08 3-8 414 1% 10% 63% 26% 189 102
2008-09 3-8 463 0% 5% 50% 46% 197 119
2009-10 3-8 471 1% 21% 49% 30% 179 135

- Goal 2: Comparative Measure

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

performing at or above Level 3 on the state mathematics exam will be greater than that of all students

in the same tested grades in the local school district.

Method

Tested students who were enrolled in at least their second year are compared to all tested students in
the surrounding public school district. Comparisons are between the results for each grade in which
the school had tested students and the results for the respective grades in the local school district, as
well as between the total result of students in at least their second year at the school and the total
result for the corresponding grades in the school district.

Results
Of students in at least their second year at Brooklyn Excelsior, 79% scored at or above Level 3 in

2009-10, compared to 41% of students in the local district.

2009-10 State Mathematics 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 Students
Number Number

Percent Tested Percent Tested
3 63% 75 41% 682
4 82% 91 58% 680
5 77% 92 48% 673
6 87% 82 31% 659
7 88% 59 34% 655
8 73% 40 27% 658
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[ Al | 79% | 4390 [ 41% [ 4854 |

Evaluation

Brooklyn Excelsior met this measure. The percent of students at Brooklyn Excelsior scoring at or
above Level 3 was 79%, exceeding the local school district by 38 percentage points. In addition,
Brooklyn Excelsior outperformed the local school district in every grade level.

Additional Evidence
Brooklyn Excelsior has consistently met this measure over the past 5 years, each year outperforming
the local school district not only as an aggregate, but also in each grade level cohort. Since 2006-7,

Brooklyn Excelsior has scored at least 20 percentage points higher in the aggregate than the local
school district.

Mathematics Performance of Charter School and Local District

by Grade Level and School Year

Percent of Charter School Students at Levels 3 and 4 and Enrolled in At Least their Second Year
Compared to Local District Students
Grade 2006-07 2007-08 2008-09 2009-10

Charter Local Charter Local Charter Local Charter Local

School District School District School District School District
3 95% 72% 99% 83% 99% 90% 63% 41%
4 88% 59% 90% 75% 100% 81% 82% 58%
5 81% 58% 100% 68% 96% 79% 77% 48%
6 80% 42% 87% 52% 100% 64% 87% 31%
7 48% 35% 75% 56% 95% 69% 88% 34%
8 - - 73% 41% 71% 61% 73% 27%
All 83% 54% 89% 63% 95% 74% 79% 41%

. Goal 2: Comparative Measure I
. Each year, the school will exceed its predicted level of performance on the state mathematics exam |
E by at least a small Effect Size (performing higher than expected to a small degree) according to a i
: regression analysis controlling for students eligible for free lunch among all public schools in New !
‘YorkSwte.
Method
The Charter Schools Institute conducts a Comparative Performance Analysis, which compares the
school’s performance to demographically similar public schools state-wide. Regression analysis is
used to control for the percentage of students eligible for free lunch among all public schools in New
York State. The school’s actual performance is then compared to the predicted performance of public
schools with a similar free lunch percentage. The difference between the school’s actual and
predicted performance, relative to other schools with similar free lunch statistics, produces an Effect
Size. An Effect Size of 0.3 is considered performing higher than expected to a small degree, which is
the requirement for achieving this measure. Given the timing of the state’s release of poverty data,
the 2009-10 analysis is not yet available. This report contains 2008-09 results, the most recent ones
available.

Results
Brooklyn Excelsior achieved an Effect Size of 1.34, which is higher than expected to a large degree.

Page 19 of 33



Brooklyn Excelsior Charter School 2009-10 Accountability Plan Progress Report

2008-9 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 98 99.0% 87.1% 11.9 1.23

4 107 99.1% 78.0% 21.1 1.61

5 95 95.8% 78.3% 17.5 1.23

6 69 100% 67.7% 32.3 1.82

7 44 95.5% 72.1% 23.4 1.26

8 50 72.0% 60.0% 12.0 .59
All 91% 463 95.2% 76.0% 19.3 1.34

School’s Overall Comparative Performance:
Higher than expected to a large degree.
Evaluation

Brooklyn Excelsior met this measure. With an Effect Size of 1.34, Brooklyn Excelsior students
scored higher than expected to a large degree.

Additional Evidence

Brooklyn Excelsior has consistently met this measure. In 2005-6, the school achieved an Effect Size
of 0.63, higher than expected to a medium degree. Since 2006-7, the school has achieved Effect Sizes
higher than expected to a large degree. In addition to achieving an aggregate effect size of 1.34 in
2008-9, Brooklyn Excelsior achieved an Effect Size that was larger than expected in each grade
except grade 8, where it achieved an Effect Size that was larger than expected to a medium degree.

Mathematics Comparative Performance by School Year

Percent
School Grades Eligible for . Actual Predicted Ef.fect
Year Tested Size
Free Lunch
2005-06 3-6 73.3% 262 69.8 57.3 0.63
2006-07 3-7 77.8% 349 81.9 64.1 1.02
2007-08 3-8 87.0% 414 89.6 68.5 1.33
2008-09 3-8 91.2% 463 95.2 76.0 1.34
2009-10 3-8 n/a n/a

:Goal 2: Growth Measure _
'Each year through 2008-09, each grade-level cohort will reduce by one-half the gap between the E
ipercent 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. If a grade-level cohort exceeds 75 percent at
ior above Level 3 in the previous year, that cohort is expected to show at least an increase in the
‘current year.

{In 2009-10, each grade-level cohort will reduce by one-half the gap between the percent of students
1at or above a Scale Score of 650 on the 2008-09 state exam and 75 percent of students at or above a
{Scale Score of 650 on the 2009-10 state exam. If a grade-level cohort exceeds 75 percent at or above
ra Scale Score of 650 in 2008-09, that cohort is expected to show at least an increase in the percentage !
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Method

This measure examines the change in performance of the same group of students from one year to the
next and in 2009-10 the progress they are making towards the absolute measure of 75 percent of
students performing at or above a Scale Score of 650. Each grade level cohort consists of those
students who took the state exam in 2009-10 and also have a state exam score in 2008-09. It includes
students who repeated the grade. Students who repeated the grade should be included in their current
grade level cohort, not the cohort to which they previously belonged. In addition, the aggregate of all
cohorts is examined to determine the growth of all students who took a state exam in both years.

Results
Brooklyn Excelsior met its target achievement level in two of six cohorts. It did not achieve its target

as an aggregate.

Cohort Growth on State Mathematics Exam from 2008-09 to 2009-10

Cohort Percent Performing At or Above Target
Grade Size 650 Achieved
2008-09 Target 2009-10
4 90 100% 100% 98% No
5 92 98% 99% 98% No
6 82 98% 99% 99% Yes
7 59 100% 100% 98% No
8 40 95% 96% 98% Yes
All 365 98% 99% 98% No

Evaluation
Brooklyn Excelsior did not meet this measure. Two of six cohorts met this measure.

Additional Evidence

Brooklyn Excelsior met its target performance in 2 of 6 cohorts. However, all grades met their
absolute goals and each grade level showed 95% of students or more scoring at or above a Scale
Score of 650. Brooklyn Excelsior met its target in 5 of 6 cohorts in 2008-9, including the aggregate
cohort.

Cohort Performance on Mathematics Exam
Since the 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 2006-07 3-7 5
2007-08 2007-08 3-8 4
2008-09 2008-09 3-8 5
2009-10 2009-10 3-8 2

Summary of the Mathematics Goal
Brooklyn Excelsior met 4 of 5 Accountability Plan goals in mathematics. While the school met both
of its absolute measures and both comparative measures, it did not meet its value added measure.

Type Measure Outcome
Absolute 75 percent of all tested students who are enrolled in at least their second year Achieved
will perform at or above a Scale Score of 650 on the New York State
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examination.

Absolute

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

Achieved

Comparative

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

Achieved

Comparative

Each year, the school will exceed its predicted level of performance on the
State exam by at least a small Effect Size.

Achieved

Growth

Each grade-level cohort will reduce by one-half the gap between the percent
at or above a Scale Score of 650 on the 2008-09 state exam and 75 percent at
or above a Scale Score of 650 on the 2009-10 state exam.

Did Not Achieve

Action Plan

Brooklyn Excelsior recognizes that the goal of having all students proficient in mathematics has not been
met. As a means to continue increasing student learning, the school identified specific areas of focus for
each grade and created grade-level action plans to specifically address the areas in need of improvement.

Grade Level

Area of Focus Action Plan

Kindergarten

Statistics and Probability 1. Meet once a week with grade level team to examine

probability.

lessons.

formative assessment.

by measurement topics.

student work and formative assessments in order to pull
out areas of need. These areas of need will be the
driving force for choosing the learning objectives and
lesson planning with attention to statistics and

2. Model instructional strategies on number sense and
number systems daily through the use of morning
meeting calendar studies. (Focus on numbers 1-31)

3. Utilize formative assessments on a regular basis in
order to monitor students’ progress and effectiveness of

4. Use PGA reports to identify students with common
needs. This will facilitate more small group and center
time with focused differentiated instruction.

5. Utilize paraprofessionals to work with small groups
based on common needs from PGA reports and

6. Build a math word wall to incorporate math vocabulary

Grade 1

Statistics and Probability 1. Meet once a week with grade level team to examine

probability.

problems.

lessons.

student work and formative assessments in order to pull
out areas of need. These areas of need will be the
driving force for choosing the learning objectives and
lesson planning with attention to statistics and

2. Model instructional strategies on addition and
subtraction with a focus on strategies to solve word

3. Utilize formative assessments on a regular basis in
order to monitor students’ progress and effectiveness of

4. Use PGA reports to identify students with common
needs. This will facilitate more small group and center
time with focused differentiated instruction.
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Utilize paraprofessionals to work with small groups
based on common needs from PGA reports and
formative assessment.

Build a math word wall to incorporate math vocabulary
by measurement topics.

Grade 2

Measurement

Meet once a week with grade level team to examine
student work and formative assessments in order to pull
out areas of need. These areas of need will be the
driving force for choosing the learning objectives and
lesson planning with attention to measurement systems.
Model instructional strategies on measurement focusing
on defining various units of measurement, converting
units, and estimating units.

Utilize formative assessments on a regular basis in
order to monitor student progress and effectiveness of
lessons.

Use NWEA reports to identify students with common
needs. This will facilitate more small group and center
time with focused differentiated instruction.

Utilize paraprofessionals to work with small groups
based on common needs from NWEA reports and
formative assessment.

Build a math word wall to incorporate math vocabulary
by measurement topics.

Grade 3

Measurement

Meet once a week with grade level team to discuss
objectives, formative assessment strategies and
instruction with attention to integrating appropriate
process and vocabulary to solve word problems.
Identify students who fell below proficiency levels on
New York State Math assessment and on the NWEA-
MAP and analyze data on skill weaknesses.

Weekly meetings with paraprofessionals and Title |
coordinator to develop strategies to support classroom
teachers.

Enhance classroom instruction by incorporating higher
level thinking questions (analysis, synthesis, and
evaluation) into all math lesson plans.

Build a math word wall to incorporate math vocabulary,
by content strands, that students will encounter on the
state test.

Each grade level (K-8) will receive on-going training
in the five New York state standards of numbers and
operations, measurement, geometry, algebra, and data
analysis provided by the Principal , instructional team
and paid consultants.

Use of hands on manipulatives (fraction strips,
geoboards, money, shapes, etc.) to guide directed
instruction.

Grade 4

Measurement

Meet once a week with grade level team to discuss
objectives, formative assessment strategies and
instruction with attention to integrating appropriate
process and vocabulary to solve word problems.
Identify students who fell below proficiency levels on
New York State Math assessment and on the NWEA-
MAP and analyze data on skill weaknesses

Weekly meetings with paraprofessionals and Title |
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coordinator to develop strategies to support classroom
teachers.

Enhance classroom instruction by incorporating higher
level thinking questions (analysis, synthesis, and
evaluation) into all math lesson plans.

Build a math word wall to incorporate math vocabulary,
by content strands, that students will encounter on the
state test.

Each grade level (K-8) will receive on-going training
in the five New York state standards of numbers and
operations, measurement, geometry, algebra, and data
analysis provided by the Principal , instructional team
and paid consultants.

Use of hands on manipulatives (fraction strips,
geoboards, money, shapes, etc.) to guide directed
instruction.

Grade 5

Measurement

Meet once a week with grade level team to discuss
objectives, formative assessment strategies and
instruction with attention to integrating appropriate
process and vocabulary to solve word problems.
Identify students who fell below proficiency levels on
New York State Math assessment and on the NWEA.-
MAP and analyze data on skill weaknesses.

Weekly meetings with paraprofessionals and Title |
coordinator to develop strategies to support classroom
teachers.

Enhance classroom instruction by incorporating higher
level thinking questions (analysis, synthesis, and
evaluation) into all math lesson plans.

Build a math word wall to incorporate math vocabulary,
by content strands, that students will encounter on the
state test.

Each grade level (K-8) will receive on-going training
in the five New York state standards of numbers and
operations, measurement, geometry, algebra, and data
analysis provided by the Principal , instructional team
and paid consultants.

Use of hands on manipulatives (fraction strips,
geoboards, money, shapes, etc.) to guide directed
instruction.

Grade 6

Measurement

Meet once a week with grade level team to discuss
objectives, formative assessment strategies and
instruction with attention to integrating appropriate
process and vocabulary to solve word problems.
Identify students who fell below proficiency levels on
New York State Math assessment and on the NWEA.-
MAP and analyze data on skill weaknesses

Weekly meetings with paraprofessionals and Title |
coordinator to develop strategies to support classroom
teachers.

Enhance classroom instruction by incorporating higher
level thinking questions (analysis, synthesis, and
evaluation) into all math lesson plans.

Build a math word wall to incorporate math vocabulary,
by content strands, that students will encounter on the
state test.
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Each grade level (K-8) will receive on-going training
in the five New York state standards of numbers and
operations, measurement, geometry, algebra, and data
analysis provided by the Principal, instructional team
and paid consultants.

Grade 7

Measurement

Meet once a week with grade level team to discuss
objectives, formative assessment strategies and
instruction with attention to integrating appropriate
process and vocabulary related to measurement and
word problems.

Identify students who fell below proficiency levels on
New York State Math assessment and on the NWEA.-
MAP and analyze data on measurement skill
weaknesses.

Weekly meetings with paraprofessionals and Title |
coordinator to develop strategies to support classroom
teachers.

Enhance classroom instruction by incorporating higher
level thinking questions (analysis, synthesis, and
evaluation) into all math lesson plans.

Build a math word wall to incorporate math vocabulary,
by content strands, that students will encounter on the
state test.

Each grade level (K-8) will receive on-going training
in the five New York state standards of numbers and
operations, measurement, geometry, algebra, and data
analysis provided by the Principal, instructional team
and paid consultants.

Grade 8

Measurement

Meet once a week with grade level team to discuss
lesson objectives, formative assessment strategies and
instruction with attention to using standard and metric
manipulatives and other objects to increase capacity
and familiarity with measurement tools.

Identify students who fell below proficiency levels on
New York State Math assessment and on the NWEA.-
MAP and analyze data on skill weaknesses

Weekly meetings with paraprofessionals and Title |
coordinator to develop strategies to support classroom
teachers.

Enhance classroom instruction by incorporating higher
level thinking questions (analysis, synthesis, and
evaluation) into all math lesson plans.

Build a math word wall to incorporate math vocabulary,
by content strands, that students will encounter on the
state test.

Each grade level (K-8) will receive on-going training
in the five New York state standards of numbers and
operations, measurement, geometry, algebra, and data
analysis provided by the Principal , instructional team
and paid consultants.
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SCIENCE

Goal 3: Science
Students will be proficient in Science.

Background
As the Association for the Advancement of Science and the National Council on Science explain,

developing college-ready and scientifically literate students involves teaching a mixture of content
knowledge, practices and skills of scientists, and information on the nature of science. The
curriculum is designed to develop content knowledge about the results of scientific discoveries
regarding the natural world, such as how electrical current flows, how sound and light waves are
similar and different, and what role the ocean plays in weather. The teaching of practices and skills of
scientists requires that students participate in the scientific process of inquiry and discovery through
conducting investigations, using instruments, and applying mathematical skills that model the
process used by scientists to learn about the universe. The curriculum provides students with the
opportunity to participate in the scientific process, in addition to read, write, discuss, and experiment
with science through high level thinking and problem solving. It also ensures that students use the
scientific processes and skills through lab work and investigations. Categorically, the curriculum
includes study in Life Science, Physical Science, and Earth and Space Science.

~ Goal 3: Absolute Measure

+ Each year, 75 percent of all tested students who are enrolled in at least their second year will perform
at or above Level 3 on the New York State science examination.

Method

The school administered the New York State Testing Program science assessment to students in 4®
and 8™ grade in spring 2010. Each student’s raw score has been converted to a performance level
and a grade-specific scaled score. The criterion for success on this measure requires students who
have been enrolled in at least their second year (defined as enrolled by BEDS day of the previous
school year) to score at Levels 3 or 4.

Results
Of students in at least their second year at Brooklyn Excelsior, 89% scored at or above Level 3.

Charter School Performance on 2009-10 State Science Exam
By All Students and Students Enrolled in At Least Their Second Year

Grade Population Percent at Each Performance Level Number
Levell | Level2 | Level3 | Level 4 Level 3/4 Tested
PR AllStudents | 1% __{ __ e 1 1% | 1% | 4% | 100 _|
Students in At Least 2™ Year 1% 4% 14% 80% 94% 91
P All Students | 3% | 2% | 63% | 13% | % ). 40__]
Students in At Least 2™ Year 3% 23% 63% 13% 75% 40
Al | AllStudents 7] 1% | 10% | 29% | 60% | 8% | 140 |
Students in At Least 2°° Year 2% 10% 299, 60% 899, 131
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Evaluation

Brooklyn Excelsior met this measure. Of students in at least their second year, 89% scored at or
above Level 3, exceeding the goal by 14 percentage points. In addition, Brooklyn Excelsior met the
goal in each grade level cohort, with 94% of grade 4 students and 75% of grade 8 students scoring at
or above Level 3.

Additional Evidence
Brooklyn Excelsior has consistently met this measure over the past 5 years. In 2005-6, 80% of

students scored at or above Level 3. In 2006-7, 98% did so. Ninety percent scored at or above Level
3 in 2007-8, 88% did so in 2008-9, and 89% did so in 2009-10.

Science Performance
by Grade Level and School Year

Percent of Students Enrolled in At Least Their Second Year at Levels 3 and 4
Grade 2006-07 2007-08 2008-09 2009-10
Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number
Tested Tested Tested Tested
4 80% 50 98% 54 97% 86 96% 84
8 n/a n/a n/a n/a 76% 37 73% 49
All 80% 50 98% 54 90% 123 88% 133

Goal 3: Comparative Measure

Each year, the percent of all tested 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 all students in

- the same tested grades in the local school district.

Method

Tested students who were enrolled in at least their second year are compared to all tested students in
the surrounding public school district. Comparisons are between the results for each grade in which
the school had tested students and the results for the respective grades in the local school district.

Results

The state science assessment was administered between April and the first week of May of 2010;
however, assessment results are not yet available for the comparison district. At this time, we are unable
to determine if this goal was met.

2009-10 State Science Exam
Charter School and District Performance by Grade Level

Percent of Students at Levels 3 and 4
Grade Cl;fxlr:tr E::;OZ;St;:;nts All District Students
Percent Number Percent Number
Tested Tested
4 94% 91 n/a n/a
8 15% 40 n/a n/a
All 89% 131 n/a /a
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Evaluation
The state science assessment was administered between April and the first week of May of 2010;
however, assessment results are not yet available for the comparison district. At this time, we are unable

to determine if this goal was met.

Additional Evidence

The state science assessment was administered between April and the first week of May of 2010;
however, assessment results are not yet available for the comparison district. At this time, we are unable
to determine if this goal was met.

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

Percent of Charter School Students at Levels 3 and 4 and Enrolled in At Least their Second Year
Compared to Local District Students
Grade 2006-07 2007-08 2008-09 2009-10
Charter Local Charter Local Charter Local Charter Local
School District School District School District School District

4 98% 57% 97% 63% 96% 75% 94% n/a

3 n/a 22% 76% 31% 73% 33% 75% n/a

All 98% 47% 90% 53% 88% 55% 89% n/a

Summary of the Science Goal
Brooklyn Excelsior achieved its Absolute goal in Science. However, since assessment results are not
yet available for the comparison district we are unable to determine at this time if the comparative

measure was met.

Type Measure Outcome
Each year, 75 percent of all tested students who are enrolled in
Absolute at least their second year will perform at or above Level 3 on Achieved

the New York State examination.

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

Comparative Data not yet available

Action Plan

Brooklyn Excelsior’s students performed favorably on the state science assessment. The school will
continue working until all students perform at or above Level 3 on the exam. Due to the positive results,
the school will continue implementing the social studies program as done in past years.
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SOCIAL STUDIES

Goal 4: Social Studies
Students will be proficient in Social Studies.

Background

The social studies curriculum ensures that students are prepared for life as informed citizens of the
United States and the world. Social studies content is organized through areas of study including
geography; economics; world history; U.S. history: civics and government: and people, cultures, and
civilizations. Educational Objectives support leamning in these areas, which correspond with the
National Council for Social Studies definition for social studies and include development of the
content, knowledge, and skills needed by students to be successful in high school and college.
Students develop and utilize critical thinking skills to make connections between the past and present
and between cultures that are familiar and those that are not, as well as between social studies and
other disciplines including science, mathematics, and ELA. The social studies curriculum does not
simply reinforce rote memorization of facts, dates, and events, but requires students to make
connections, inferences, arguments, and conclusions about the relationships between important
events, places, and people, and the development of societies and cultures as well.

- Goal 4: Absolute Measure
Each year, 75 percent of all tested students 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

The school administered the New York State Testing Program social studies assessment to students
in 5 grade in November 2009 and 8th grade in June 2010. Each student’s raw score has been
converted to a performance level and a grade-specific scaled score. The criterion for success on this
measure requires students who have been enrolled in at least their second year (defined as enrolled
by BEDS day of the previous school year) to score at Levels 3 or 4.

Results
Eighty-eight percent of Brooklyn Excelsior students in at least their second year scored at or above
Level 3 on the NYSTP Social Studies exam.

Charter School Performance on 2009-10 State Social Studies Exam
By All Students and Students Enrolled in At Least Their Second Year

Grade Population Percent at Each Performance Level Number
Level1 | Level2 | Level3 | Level4 | Level 3/4 Tested
5 oo All Students ] __ 1%__{ __ 1%__1 _66% 1 _32% | __98% __ [ __ 100__ |
Students in At Least 2™ Year 1% 1% 68% 30% 98% 92
8 lomooon All Students ___|__ 20% ) IS% ] 80% 1 . Yo ] 8% | . 0]
Students in At Least 2°® Year 20% 15% 60% 5% 65% 40
An [AlStudents | 6o | 5% | 64% | 24% | 88% | 140 |
f;e‘::f‘“'s in At Least 2™ 7% 5% 6% | 22% 88% 132
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Brooklyn Excelsior met this measure. With 88% of students in at least their second year scoring at or
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above Level 3, the school exceeded the absolute measure by 13 percentage points.

Additional Evidence

Brooklyn Excelsior has consistently achieved this measure over the past five years, with at least 85%

of students scoring proficient every year since 2005-6.

Social Studies Performance
by Grade Level and School Year

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

Grade 2006-07 2007-08 2008-09 2009-10
Percent Number Percent Number Percent Nimbes Percent Number
Tested Tested Tested Tested
5 87% 45 95% 60 96% 85 98% 92
8 n/a n/a 68% 37 67% 49 65% 40
All 87% 45 85% 97 86% 134 88% 132

- Goal 4: Comparative Measure

students in the same tested grades in the local school district.

Method

Tested students who were enrolled in at least their second year are compared to all tested students in
the surrounding public school district. Comparisons are between the results for each grade in which
the school had tested students and the results for the respective grades in the local school district.

Results

The state grade five social studies assessment was administered in November 2009 and the grade eight
assessment was administered in June 2010. Data for the local district has not yet been published.

Each year, the percent of all tested 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 all

Therefore, Brooklyn Excelsior is unable to determine whether this measure was met.

Evaluation

The state grade five social studies assessment was administered in November 2009 and the grade eight
assessment was administered in June 2010. Data for the local district has not yet been published.

2009-10 State Social Studies Exam
Charter School and District Performance by Grade Level

Percent of Students at Levels 3 and 4
Charter School Students ..
Grade In At Least 2* Year All District Students

Number Number

Percent Tested Percent Tested
5 98% 92 n/a n/a
8 65% 40 n/a n/a
All 88% 132 n/a n/a

Therefore, Brooklyn Excelsior is unable to determine whether this measure was met.
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Additional Evidence

The state grade five social studies assessment was administered in November 2009 and the grade eight
assessment was administered in June 2010. Data for the local district has not yet been published.
Therefore, Brooklyn Excelsior is unable to determine whether this measure was met.

Social Studies Performance of Charter School and Local District
by Grade Level and School Year

Percent of Charter School Students at Levels 3 and 4 and Enrolled in At Least their Second Year
Compared to Local District Students
Grade 2006-07 2007-08 2008-09 2009-10
Charter Local Charter Local Charter Local Charter Local
School District School District School District School District

5 87% 52% 95% 68% 96% 74% 98% n/a

8 n/a 14% 68% 16% 67% 19% 65% n/a

All 87% % 85% 8% 86% 47% 88% n/a

Summary of the Social Studies Goal
Brooklyn Excelsior achieved its absolute measure in Social Studies. However, because data for the

local district has not yet been published, Brooklyn Excelsior is unable to determine whether this
measure was met.

Type Measure Outcome
Each year, 75 percent of all tested students who are enrolled in at
Absolute least their second year will perform at or above Level 3 on the New Achieved

York State examination.

Each year, the percent of all tested students who are enrolled in at
least their second year and performing at or above Level 3 on the Data not yet
State exam will be greater than that of all students in the same tested available
grades in the local school district.

Comparative

Action Plan

Brooklyn Excelsior’s students performed favorably on the state social studies assessment. We understand
that the NYSTP will not include a social studies assessment in future years. However, we believe that
social studies is an important element of achieving our school’s mission and will continue working to
ensure all students are proficient. Due to the positive results on the 2009-10 NYSTP social studies
assessment, Brooklyn Excelsior will continue implementing the social studies program as done in past
years.
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NCLB

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

- Goal 5: Absolute Measure [
» Under the state’s NCLB accountability system, the school’s Accountability Status will be “Good ;
Ll :
Method
Since all students are expected to meet the state's learning standards, the federal No Child Left
Behind legislation stipulates that various sub-populations and demographic categories of students
among all tested students must meet the state standard in and of themselves aside from the overall
school results. New York, like all states, established a system for making these determinations for its
public schools. Each year the state issues School Report Cards which indicate each school’s status
under the state’s NCLB accountability system. For a school’s status to be “Good Standing”™ it must
not have failed to make Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) for two consecutive years.

Results
Brooklyn Excelsior’s accountability status for the 2009-10 school year is in “good standing.”

Evaluation
Brooklyn Excelsior met this measure. The school was deemed in “good standing™ for the 2009-10 school
year.

Additional Evidence
Brooklyn Excelsior has been deemed a school in “good standing”™ each year of its charter.

NCLB Status by Year

Year Status
2005-06 Good Standing
2006-07 Good Standing
2007-08 Good Standing
2008-09 Good Standing
2009-10 Good Standing
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