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Section I
Student Assessment Data

This section refers to the academic achievement of your students on all standardized tests,
including all State exams. For the State Assessment results in grades 3 - 8, please provide the
percent of students scoring at Levels 1 — 4 on each State Assessment in English Language Arts
and Mathematics. For those years in which assessments were not administered in grades 3 and 5
— 7, please leave those cells blank. Longitudinal data are being requested back through the 2005-
06 school year. If the school was not in operation during any of the previous years, or if it did
not serve students in grades for which there was a State exam, please leave those rows blank or
enter “NA.”.

You must also provide data for grades 9-12 as well (as applicable).
For all other standardized assessment results, provide the following information for each
assessment, by grade, using the chart provided. Complete a separate chart for each subtest.

This should also be used to report portfolio assessment data. Please provide:

1. the full name of each assessment (not an acronym). Include portfolios and any performance-
based assessment as well;

2. the name of each sub-test that was given (if applicable);

3. the grade of the students being tested;

4. the date the asscssment(s) was/were given,

5. the number of students enrolled in the grade on the date the assessment(s) was/were given;

6. the number of students who were absent on the date that the assessment(s) were
administered;

7. the number of students who were exempted from such assessment(s)per their IEP;

8. the number of students who were exempted from such assessment(s}as a result of their

ELL/LEP status;

9. the number of students who were actually assessed (this figure must equal the number of
students in the grade on the date the test was given minus those who were absent or
exempted),

10. the score obtained for each grade level (be sure to indicate the type of score being reported,
e.g., percentile, normal curve equivalent, percent passing);

11. if applicable, include the qualitative levels of the scores (e.g. percent passing with distinction,
percent achieving mastery); and,

12. any other evaluative data that describe the performance of your students on the assessments
given.
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Progress Toward Goal Attainment

Charter schools authorized by the Trustees of the State University of New York may attach a
copy of their Accountability Plan and a report of the progress made towards meeting the goals
and objectives described in the Plan.

Progress Toward Goals
2008-09

Charter School Name: Qur World Neighborhood Charter School
School Year: 2008-2009

Goal/Objective: Actual Result: Measure Used (o Was Explanation if
Desired Level of Observed Level indicate Goal/Objective Not Met
Attainment of Attainment attainment of Met?
_goal/objective

ELA:75%atL3 & 4 85.8 NYS Exam Yes
ELA > District 30 74.9 NYS Exam Yes
Math: 75% at L3& 4 92.8 NYS Exam Yes
Math: > District 30 87.2 NYS Exam Yes
Gr.5 Social Studies: 99.0 NYS Exam Yes
75% at L3&4
Gr. 5 Social Studies: Not Available NYS Exam
> District 30
Gr. 8 Social Studies: 75.0 NYS Exam Yes
75% at L3&4
Gr. 8 Social Studies: Not Available NYS Exam
> District 30
Gr. 4 Science: 94.3 NYS Exam Yes
75% at L3&4
Gr. 4 Science: Not Available NYS Exam
> District 30
Gr. 8 Science: 71.7 NYS Exam No
75% at L3&4
Gr. 8 Science: Not Available NYS Exam
> District 30




ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS

Background

OWN began a successful collaboration with the Teachers College Readers and Writers workshop
in all Kindergarten to Grade 8 classrooms beginning in September 2008. During the last two
years, OWN began to work on curriculum revisions to move it away from a basal reader program
to one that included more authentic literature and more opportunities for writing. With two full-
time staff members devoted to working with a team of three coaches from Teachers College, all
classroom teachers worked together to develop and implement a balanced literacy program that
became more targeted and individualized. The focus of the work with teachers was to improve
their understanding of using mini-lessons on targeted skills to improve students reading and
writing levels. Teachers expanded their assessment repertoire beyond Dibels to incorporate the
effective use of running records as a key strategy for modifying and individualizing student
instruction.

Method

The school administered the New York State Testing Program English language arts assessment
to students in 3" through 8" grade in January 2009. Each student’s raw score has been
converted to a grade-specific scaled score and a performance level and. 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.

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.

2008-09 State English Language Arts Exam
Number of Students Tested and Not Tested

Grade Total Not Tested’ Total
Tested IEP ELL Absent | Enrolled
3 74 0.0 0.0 0.0 74
4 75 0.0 0.0 0.0 75
5 100 0.0 0.0 0.0 100
6 97 0.0 0.0 0.0 97

! Students exempted from this exam according to their Indjvidualized Education Program (IEP), because of English Language
Learners (EL.L) status, or absence for at least some part of the exam.



Al 479 0.0 0.0 0.0 479

Results

Of the 479 students enrolled in grades 3-8, there were 451 students enrolled in at least their
second year at OWN Charter School. OWN met and surpassed its absolute measure goal of
75%, by having 85.8% of all tested students who are enrolled in at least their second year
perform at or above Level 3 on the New York State English language arts examination.

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

Grade Population Percent at Each Performance Level Number
Levell | Level2 | Level3 | Level4 Level 3/4 Tested
SO AllStudents | 0 | 9.0 | 820 4 8.0 ]300 1 . A
Students in At Least 2™ Year 0 8.5 83.1 8.4 91.5 71
PR AllSwdents | 0 | 170 | 71.0 | 120 | 80 | B
Students in At Least 2™ Year 0 16.9 71.8 11.3 83.1 71
N AllStudents | 0 __| 150 } 710 | 140 1 80 | . 100
Students in At Least 2™ Year 0 153 70.4 14.3 84.7 98
6 loooons AllStudents | 0 __| 120 | 70 | 8.0 _J._870 ). 7
Students in At Least 2™ Year 0 12.4 78.7 8.9 87.6 89
T AllStudents | 0 | _ 80 | 810 | 110 | %20 | _ z__]
Students in At Least 2" Year 0 8.1 80.6 11.3 91.9 62
P AliStudents | 0 __1 _ 250 | 660 | 100 760 | __ o1
Students in At Least 2™ Year 0 25.0 65.0 10.0 75.0 60
All oo AllStudents ) 0| 140 | 750 .. 1o J... 860 _|._. A
Students in At Least 2™ Year 0 14.2 74.9 10.0 85.8 451
Evaluation

OWN students in all tested grade met and surpassed the targeted goal of having at least 75% of
students enrolled in at least their second year score at or above level 3 on the NYS English
language arts examination. In grades 3-7 OWN surpassed the target by anywhere from 8 points
to 17points. Students in grade 7 performed particularly well. Students in grade 8 met the target
of 75%.

Additional Evidence

Since the administration of the 2005-2006 English language arts exam to OWN students we have
seen a steady climb in the overall achievement of all students as well on individual grade levels.
While in 2005-2006, only 62.9 percent scored at levels 3 and 4, in 2008-2009 that number had
increased by 22.9 percent to 85.8 percent scoring at levels 3 and 4.

As the table indicates in the early years there was a gradual decline in performance from grades 4
to 8 in the numbers and percentages of students passing the English language arts exam at levels



3 and 4. However, between 2005-2006 and 2008-2009 we have seen a positive trend in the
number and percentages of students in grades 6-8 passing and on a school wide level we also see

a less precipitous drop in achievement levels between grades 6 and 8.

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
G 2005-06 2006-07 2007-08 2008-09
rade
Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number
Tested Tested Tested Tested
3 71.3 94 72.6 84 78.8 66 91.5 71
4 66.1 59 76.7 36 83.1 89 83.1 71
5 77.3 66 60.7 56 20.0 90 84.7 98
6 59.9 65 72.1 68 73.5 68 87.6 89
7 54.8 42 59.3 59 73.6 53 91.9 62
8 34.1 41 60.5 38 67.8 57 75.0 60
All 62.9 367 68.5 391 77.3 422 85.8 451

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 Performance Index (PI) value that equals or exceeds this year’s English language arts
AMO, which for 2008-09 is 144. 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
The aggregate PI for the 2008-2009 school year for grade 3-8 OWN students in English
Language Arts was 186. The PI of 186 is above the target of 144 established by the state.

Calculation of 2008-09 English Language Arts Performance Index (PI)

Grades Percent of Students at Each Performance Level Number
Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level 4 Tested
3-8 0 14 75 11 479
Pl 14 + 75 + 11 = 100
+ 75 + 11 = 86
Pl = 186




Evaluation

Students in grades 3 to 8 have shown great progress in meeting and surpassing the states’
established Annual Measurable Objective for the year. The goal was to have a Performance
Index (PI) of at least 144. OWN students had a PI of 186, which is 42 points over the required

level.

Additional Evidence

As the table below indicates during the last four academic years OWN students have had
Performance Indices that substantially surpass the state establish Annual Measurable Objective.
In the 20035-2006 school year OWN surpassed the targeted AMO by 35 points and in 2008-2009
OWN again surpassed the targeted AMO by 42 points and was shy 14 points from a perfect
Performance index of 200.

The table below also indicates that while almost 10 percent of OWN students scored at level 1,
by 2008-2009 that had been reduced to zero percent. The table indicates OWN making progress
towards the goals of No Child Left Behind in which all students will be proficient in English
Language Arts by the year 2013-2014.

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

2 Number Percent of Students at Each Performance Level
Year Grades Tested Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level 4 PI AMO
2005-06 3-8 396 8 29 56 3 157 122
2006-07 3-8 449 4 27 63 7 167 122
2007-08 3-8 472 0.9 22 70 7 176 133
2008-09 3-8 479 0 14 75 11 186 144

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.

? Beginning in 2005-06 the state administered tests in grades 3-8 and a single AMO was set for the aggregate PI of all tested
students in those grades.



Results

OWN students met and surpassed this comparative measure. Over 85 percent of OWN students
enrolled in at least their second year performed at or above Level 3 on the state English language
arts exam as compared to 75 percent of all District 30 students.

2008-09 State English Language Arts Exam
Charter School and District Performance by Grade Level

Percent of Students at Levels 3 and 4
Grade O%ﬁﬁi“;ﬁ“\feg At All District 30 Students
Number Number
Percent Tested Percent Tested
3 91.5 71 74.6 2890
4 83.1 71 73.4 2820
5 84.7 98 77.3 2916
6 37.6 89 79.0 3046
7 91.9 62 77.8 2805
8 75.0 60 66.9 2879
All 85.8 451 74.9 17,356

Evaluation

At every tested grade level OWN students out-performed District 30 on the 2008-2009 NYS
English language arts exam, by margins ranging from 16.9 percentage points in grade 3 to 7.4
percentage points in grade 5. OWN is also proud of continued strong and improving
performance of its students in grades 6-8, who consistently outperformed their district
compatriots.

Additional Evidence

The table below further demonstrates the progress that OWN students have made over the years
in English language arts achievement. While over of the years OWN students have in aggregate
out-performed District 30 students, it is noteworthy to take a look at the progress made in the
achievement Jevels in grade 8. In 2005-2006, only 34 percent of OWN grade 8 students passed
the exam compared to 43 percent of District 30 students. By the 2006-2007 administration of the
English language arts exam, OWN grade 8 students had turned the table by outperforming
District 30 students by a margin of 13 percentage points. The progress of OWN grade 8 students
continued into the 2008-2009 school year, when we saw 75 percent of OWN grade 8 students as
compared to 67 percent of District 30 grade 8 students scoring at or above Level 3 on the state
English language arts exam.



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
Grade Compared to Local District Students
2005-06 2006-07 2007-08 2008-09
OWN District 30 OWN District 30 OWN District 30 OWN District 30

3 71.3 71.6 72.6 62.1 78.8 64.6 91.5 74.6
4 66.1 66.2 76.7 60.1 83.1 65.1 83.1 734
5 77.3 64.4 60.7 62.7 30.0 73.7 84,7 77.3
6 59.9 57.3 72.1 57.2 73.5 60.7 87.6 79.0
7 54.8 51.9 59.3 54.1 73.6 66.1 91.9 77.8
8 34.1 433 60.5 47.5 67.8 48.9 75.0 66.9
All 62.9 58.6 68.5 57.3 77.3 63.3 858 74.9

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 2008-09 analysis is not yet available. This report
contains 2007-08 results, the most recent ones available.

Results

The aggregate Effect size for OWN students for the 2007-2008 English language arts exam was
a negative effect size of -0.06, resulting in a comparative performance of “About the same as
expected.”

2007-08 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 Size
Actual Predicted
3 74 75.70 78.20 -2.50 -0.27
4 100 84.00 79.01 4.99 0.50
5 101 80.20 84.38 -4.18 -0.50




6 75 74.60 75.25 -0.65 -0.07
7 65 72.30 76.38 -4.08 -0.45
3 57 68.40 62.97 5.43 0.45
All 21.14 472 76.90 77.13 -0.24 -0.06
School’s Overall Comparative Performance:
About the same as expected
Evaluation

The school’s aggregate Effect Size did not exceed the required level of 0.3. The Effect size was
in fact -0.06 showing an overall comparative performance of about the same as expected. In
grades 4 and 8 it was observed that the effect size was 0.50 and 0.45 respectively, showing an
effect size of higher than expected to a small and medium degree. While in grade 5 and 7 the
Effect size was -0.50 and -0.45 showing and effect size lower than expected to a small and
medium degree.

Additional Evidence

During the last several years, though the percentage of students scoring at or above Level 3, the
percent of students eligible for free lunch has decreased as indicated by the chart below. The
school has not kept pace with the accompanying predicted level of achievement for students in
English language arts.

The table below will also indicate that while there was a positive effect size in 2005-2006, there
was a difference of 4.2 percent between the school’s actual achievement level and the predicted
achievement level. In 2007-2008, the difference between the school’s actual achievement level
and predicted achievement level had decreased to 0.2%, but this resulted in a negative effect size.

English Language Arts Comparative Performance by School Year

Percent
School Grades Eligible for Number Actual Predicted Ef_fect
Year Tested Size
Free Lunch
2005-06 3-8 41.5 396 64.1 59.9 0.24
2006-07 3-8 312 450 67.8 68.0 -0.03
2007-08 3-8 21.1 472 76.9 77.1 -0.06




Method

This measure examines the change in performance of the same group of students from one year
to the next and the progress they are making towards the absolute measure of 75 percent
proficient. Each grade level cohort consists of those students who took the state exam in 2008~
09 and also have a state exam score in 2007-08. 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. The criterien for achieving this measure is for each
grade-level cohort to halve the difference between the percentage of students proficient in 2006-
07 and 75 percent proficient in 2008-09. If a cohort had already achieved 75 percent proficient
in 2007-08, it is expected to show some positive growth in the subsequent year. 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

Qut of the five cohorts, four cohorts surpassed their targeted achievement level. There were 380
students who took the NY'S English language arts exam in both 2007-2008 and 2008-2009. In
2007-2008, 78.4% of them, i.c. 298 students scored at or above Level 3. In 2008-2009, there
was an increase of 6.3 percent, so that 84.7% of these students scored at or above Level 3.

Cohort Growth on State English Language Arts Exam from 2007-08 to 2008-09

Grade Co'hort Percent at Levels 3 and 4 Ta¥get
Size | 2007-08 Target 2008-09 i Achieved
4 71 76.1 77.0 83.1 YES
5 98 85.7 85.8 84.7 NO
6 89 79.8 80.0 87.6 YES
7 62 72.6 73.8 91.9 YES
8 60 73.3 74.2 75.0 YES
All 380 78.4 79.0 84.7 YES

Evaluation

Overall there was an increase in the percent and numbers of students who scored at or above
Level 3 on the state English language arts exam. Out of the 380 students making up the cohort,
298 scored at Level 3 in 2007-2008, compared to 322 scoring at or above Level 3 in 2008-2009.
So 24 students who did not pass the exam in the first year were able to pass in the second year.
The grade 4 to 5 Cohort was the only group who did not meet the target. While 84 students in the
Grade 4-5 Cohort passed in 2007-2008, there was a net loss of one student, so that only 83
students in the cohort passed in 2008-2009. The target for the cohort was 85.8; OWN was only
1.1 percent below the target.

Additional Evidence

In 2006-2007, only one cohort out of the five evaluated cohorts in the school met the targeted
achievement level on the English language arts exam. During the last two testing cycles only one
cohort out of the five did not meet the targeted achievement level. The growth as been steady in
the numbers of students now meeting standards and the number of cohorts of students showing
growth and value added in their English language arts achievement.



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

School Year gg:;é: Nl;\/rﬁzl;:;n;f’li c:l;ztrts Number of Cohorts
2006-07 4-8 1 5
2007-08 4-8 4 5
2008-09 4-8 4 5

Summary of the English Language Arts Goal

Overall, OWN students continued to show strong progress in the attainment of the goal of having
all students becoming proficient readers and writers of the English language. Absolute measures
, growth, and value added measures were significantly met by not just students enrolled in at
least their second year, but by all students.

The rate at which OWN students continue to show improvement in achievement surpasses the
rate of growth of achievement by District 30 students. OWN’s attention during the last two
years to improving the instructional practices of all its teachers by increasing access to
professional development during the school year and summer months and increasing the amount
of funds devoted to the purchasing of instructional materials have been successful. Teachers
have spent more time observing each other and learning from each other on how to provide
optimal, targeted and individualized instruction to all students. Classroom teachers have also
spent more time learning how to help each child move from one reading level to the next through
a targeted skill development program.

The data presented demonstrates that at each grade level more and more OWN students are
meeting the goal of becoming proficient readers and writers of the English language. With over
85 percent of grade 3-8 students enrolled in at least their second year scoring at or above level 3,
OWN not only surpassed its absolute measure goal, but has surpassed the local school district as
well. The progress made is significant, but more clearly the success of OWN’s programs is
profoundly demonstrated by the performance of students in grades 6, 7, and 8.

Type Measure Qutcome
Each year, 75 percent of all tested students who are enrolled in Achieved
Absolute at least their second year will perform at or above Level 3 on
the New York State examination.
Each year, the school’s aggregate Performance Index (PI) on Achieved
Absolute the State exam 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 Achieved

Comparative 3 on the State exam will be greater than that of all students in
the same tested grades in the local school district.
. Each year, the school will exceed its predicted level of , .
Comparative performance on the State exam by at least a small Effect Size. Did Not Achieve
Each year, each grade-level cohort will reduce by one-half the
Growth gap between the percent at or above Level 3 on the previous Achieved

year’s State exam and 75 percent at or above Level 3 on the
current year’s State exam.




Action Plan

During the 2009-2010 school year, OWN has committed to the continued professional
development of all its teachers. OWN made great strides to improve the overall reading and
writing achievement of all its students through a collaborative model of intervention and support.
With classroom teachers and instructors of English as a Second Language and Special Education
working together to develop instructional and assessment tools that will chart a path for each
student to meet with greater success in reading and writing.

In addition, OWN has taken steps to increase the amount of time devoted to reading and writing
in each grade and has also increased the reading intervention staff. OWN is not only committed
to but is sure that as it provides more support for excellence in teaching and assessing, that
students will become stronger students.

MATHEMATICS

Background

During the 2008-2009 school year OWN completed its transition to the use of Glencoe Math in
Grades 5-8 and TERC (Pierson) Investigations in Number, Data, and Space in Grades K-4.
Direct support aimed at improving teaching strategies and process was provided by a consultant
for Grades 3-8, and by the curticulum staff developer in Grades K-2. Classroom teachers worked
together to develop and implement a standards-based mathematics program that became more
targeted and individualized. The focus of the work with teachers was to improve their
understanding of using mini-lessons on targeted skills to improve student mathematics
competencies and on developing efficient and consistent assessment tools and processes.

Method

The school administered the New York State Testing Program mathematics assessment to
students in 3™ through 8™ grade in March 2009. 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.

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.

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

Grade Total Not Tested” Total
Tested IEP ELL Absent | Enrolled
3 74 0.0 0.0 0.0 74
4 75 0.0 0.0 0.0 75
5 96 0.0 0.0 0.0 96
6 97 0.0 0.0 0.0 97
7 71 0.0 0.0 0.0 71
8 61 0.0 0.0 0.0 61
All 474 0.0 0.0 0.0 474

Results

Of the 446 students in at least their second year of enrollment at OWN Charter School, 92.8%
scored at or above level 3 on the state mathematics exam. Therefore, surpassing the goal by
almost twenty points.

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

Grade Population Percent at Each Performance Level Number
Level 1 Level2 | Level3 | Level4d Level 3/4 Tested
PO All Students | 0.0 _J . 0.0 880 | 120 | __ 1000 1 _. o
Students in At Least 2™ Year 0.0 0.0 87.3 12.7 100.0 71
PR All Students || _ 30 4 10 | 490 4 370 | 870 ) [N
Students in At Least 2™ Year 2.8 11.3 47.9 38.0 85.9 71
PO All Students | 0.0 ] _: S0 L. | aro %0 ) % __.
Students in At Least 2™ Year 0.0 53 54.7 40.0 94.7 95
6 lemen- All Students || 00 ] .- 90 ] 610 | 300 4 910 | . 97 ]
Students in At Least 2™ Year 0.0 9.0 61.8 29.2 91.0 89
v S AllStudents 1 ! 0.0__1._: 30 ]340 J Aa0 | 970 ). n__.
Students in At Least 2" Year 0.0 1.6 55.7 42.6 98.3 61
8 lemooon- All Students | 0.0 | 130 | 690 | 180 | 870 | _ 6t __.
Students in At Least 2™ Year 0.0 133 68.3 18.3 86.6 60
A | AllStudents 4 04 ) 68 | 61.8 | . 310 | 928 | an
Students in At Least 2™ Year 0.5 6.7 62.3 30.5 92.8 446

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



Evaluation

At each grade level OWN students surpassed the targeted goal of having at least 75% of the
students scoring at or above Level 3 on the state mathematics exam. In four out of the six tested
grades over 90% of the students scored at or above Level 3.

Additional Evidence

With each passing year there has been substantial progress in improving student mathematics
achievement in all grades. The table below shows the greatest progress made in mathematics
achievement by the middle school grades. While less than 30 percent of grade 7 and 8 students
scored at or above level 3 in 2005-2006, by 2008-2009 there was a dramatic increase to 98
percent of grade 7 students and 86 percent of grade 8 students scoring at or above level 3.
Similar grades have also shown a positive trend in achievement. In Grade 3, the growth in
student achievement has been consistent. In 2005-2006, only 81 percent of grade 3 students
scored at levels 3 and 4, each year the percentage of students scoring at that level increased, so
that by 2008-2009, 100 percent scored at levels 3 and 4. In grade 5, between 2006-2006 and
2008-2009, there was an increase of 22 percent in the numbers of students scoring at levels 3 and
4. In 2005-2006 only 72.7 percent of grade 5 students scored at levels 3 and 4, but in 2008-2009
that had increased to 94.7 percent scoring at levels 3 and 4.

Mathematics Performance by Grade Level and School Year

Percent of OWN Students Enrolled in At Least Their Second Year
at Levels 3 and 4
Grade 2005-06 2006-07 2007-08 2008-09
Number Number Number Number
Percent Tested Percent Tested Percent Tested Percent Tested

3 80.8 94 84.3 83 90.8 65 100.0 71
4 26.4 59 82.6 86 91.0 89 859 71
5 72.7 66 67.9 56 844 90 94.7 95
6 57.6 66 80.3 66 89.2 65 91.0 89
7 26.2 42 54.2 59 86.8 53 98.3 61
3 22.0 41 42.1 38 64.3 56 86.6 60

All 63.3 368 72.2 388 85.2 418 92.8 446

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 scts 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



2008-09 is 119. 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

For 2008-2009, the Performance Index (PI) for OWN students in grades 3-8 was 193. This
surpasses the established target of 119.

Calculation of 2008-09 Mathematics Performance Index (PI)

Grades Percent of OWN Students at Each Performance Level Number
Level ] Level 2 Level 3 Level 4 Tested
3-8 0 7 62 31 474
L. = 7 4+ 6 + 31 = 100
+ 62 + 31 = 93
PI = 193
Evaluation

OWN students surpassed the targeted Annual Measurable Objective of 119, by over 74 points.
With no student at level OWN students are making strong progress to mecting this measure.

Additional Evidence

Since 2005-2006, OWN students have surpassed the state established Annual Measurable

Objective by as few as 68 points in 2006, to as much as 81 points in 2008. There has been a
steady decline in the percentage of OWN students scoring at Level 1. While in 2006, 10 percent
of grade 3 -8 students were at level 1, that number decreased to 0 percent in 2009

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

Number | Percent of OWN Students at Each Performance Level
Year Grades Tested Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level 4 PI AMO
2005-06 3-8 397 10 26 51 13 154 86
2006-07 3-8 448 7 20 55 18 166 86
2007-08 3-8 468 2 13 57 28 183 102
2008-09 3-8 474 0 7 62 31 193 119

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

OWN students met this comparative measure, by outperforming District 30 students by over 5
percentage points. While 92.8 percent of OWN students enrolled in at least their second year
performed at or above Level 3, only 87% of District 30 students scored at or above Level 3.

2008-09 State Mathematics Exam
OWN Charter School and NYC District 30 Performance by Grade Level

Percent of Students at Levels 3 and 4
Grade | O Studints AL Al District 30 Students
Number Number
Percent Tested Percent Tested
3 100.0 71 943 2970
4 85.9 71 88.1 2864
5 94,7 95 88.7 2972
6 91.0 89 839 3126
7 08.3 61 §7.6 2192
8 86.6 60 80.8 2990
All 92.8 446 i.’___g 17,114

Evaluation

OWN met this comparative measure by exceeding the aggregate District 30 performance by 5.6
percent. At each grade level, excepting grade 4, OWN students outperformed District 30
students.

Additional Evidence

For the 2005-2006 and 2006-2007 school years, District 30 students outperformed OWN
students in mathematics achievement in almost all grade levels. By the 2007-2008 school year,
there was a shift in which OWN students outperformed District 30 students in all grade levels
excepting in grade 8, where 68% of District 30 students scored at or above Level 3 compared to
64% of OWN Grade 8 students. In aggregate OWN students did outperform District 30 students
by 4 percent. For the 2008-2009 school year, in aggregate OWN students continue to
outperform District 30 students. OWN had 92.8% of its students score at or above Level 3 as
compared to 87.2% of District 30 students.

Mathematics Performance of OWN Charter School and NYC District 30
by Grade Level and School Year

Percent of OWN Charter School Students at Levels 3 and 4 and Enrolled in At Least their Second
Grade Year Compared to NYC District 30 Students
2005-06 2006-07 2007-08 2008-09

OWN District 30 OWN District 30 OWN Distriet 30 OWN District 30
3 80.8 82 84.3 87.0 90.8 90.1 100.0 943
4 86.4 77 82.6 79.6 91.0 84.0 85.9 88.1
5 72.7 69 67.9 78.2 84.4 84.0 94.7 88.7
6 57.6 63 80.3 74.1 89.2 80.7 91.0 83.9




7 26.2 54 54.2 64.2 $6.8 80.4 98.3 87.6
8 22.0 43 42.1 57.6 64.3 67.7 $6.6 80.8
All 63.3 64.8 72.2 73.4 85.2 81.2 92.8 87.2

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 2008-09 analysis is not yet available. This report
contains 2007-08 results, the most recent ones available.

Results

As the results below indicate OWN has 21.14 percent of its population eligible for free lunch.
For grades 3-8, based on the regression analysis it was predicted at 86.72% of OWN students
would achieve at or above level 3 on the 2007-2008 Mathematics exam. However, only 85.47%
of OWN student’s actually scored at or above level, resulting in an effect size of -0.11. This
effect size indicates that compared to similar schools OWN students scored about the same as
expected.

2007-08 Mathematics 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 Size
Actual Predicted
3 73 90.40 93.23 -2.83 -0.48
4 100 91.60 88.73 2.27 0.28
5 101 86.10 88.18 -2.08 -0.24
6 72 88.90 35.04 3.86 0.41
7 65 84.70 85.14 -0.44 -0.05
8 57 64.90 76.16 ~11.26 -0.85
All 21.14 468 85.47 86.72 -1.24 -0.11
School’s Overall Comparative Performance:
About the same as expected




Evaluation

The school’s aggregate Effect Size did not exceed 0.3, and in fact was no a positive Effect Size.
The effect size for 2007-2008 was -0.11, which puts the school performance in the range of
“about the same as expected.” It is noteworthy to focus on several particular grade levels. Since
the school’s inception Grade 4 students have performed at the highest levels, while grade 8
students have not faired well. The mathematics program in grade 6 showed a very positive effect
to a high degree, while the grade 8 showed a negative effect to a high degree.

As the school took steps in the 2006-2007 school year, to improve overall mathematics
achievement in devoted time to a full alignment of its curriculum to NYS standards, while
increasing the amount of professional development provided to teachers. OWN began to see
improvement in the instructional program of grades 6 and 7, with little improvement in grade 8.
Additional, steps were taken in grade 8 during the 2008-2009 school year to staff the grade with
two teachers targeting instruction to a greater degree.

Additional Evidence

During the last two years, OWN have taken steps to improve the school’s mathematics
curriculum and instructional programs. Greater time has been devoted to the professional
development of all teachers, in particular in grades 6-8. As the table below indicates between
2006-2007 and 2007-2008 there was an improvement in the effect size.

Mathematics Comparative Performance by School Year

Percent
School | des | Bligible for | TmPer Actual Predicted Effect
Year Tested Size
Free Lunch
2005-06 3-8 41.5 397 63.7 65.5 -0.04
2006-07 3-8 31.2 448 73.0 77.3 -0.30
2007-08 3-8 2114 468 8547 86.72 -0.11

Method

This measure examines the change in performance of the same group of students from one year
to the next and the progress they are making towards the absolute measure of 75 percent
proficient. Each grade level cohort consists of those students who took the state exam in 2008-
09 and also have a state exam score in 2007-08. 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. The criterion for achieving this measure is for each
grade-level cohort to halve the difference between the percentage of students proficient in 2007-
08 and 75 percent proficient in 2008-09. If a cohort had already achieved 75 percent proficient



in 2007-08, it is expected to show some positive growth in the subsequent year. 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
Of the five tested cohorts three achieved at the target.

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

Grade Cohort Percent at Levels 3 and 4 Target
Size | 2007-08 Target 2008-09 | Achieved
4 70 91.4 91.5 85.7 NO
5 95 92.6 927 94.7 YES
6 39 85.4 85.5 91.0 YES
7 61 90.2 90.3 98.3 YES
8 60 86.7 86.8 86.7 NO
All 375 89.3 89.4 91.5 YES

Evaluation

Three out of the five cohorts met their targets during the 2008-2009 school year. The 2008-2009
Grade 4 cohort did not meet the target by 5.8%. For the grade 8 cohort, we see 86.7% of those
students scoring at or above Level 3 in grade 7, in grade 8, exactly 86.7% of them scored at or
above Level 3. There was not change in the percent of students passing, but they did miss the
target of 86.8% by 0.1%.

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 4-8 2 5
2007-08 4-8 3 5
2008-09 4-8 3 5

Summary of the Mathematics Goal

During the 2008-2009 school year, OWN students overall demonstrated strong achievement in
mathematics. The greatest levels of increase could be seen in the progress made by the cohorts
of students in grades 6 to 8. At those levels we saw students mecting absolute, comparative and
value added measures.

OWN invested considerable funds in both materials and professional development directed at
improving both mathematics instruction and achievement. Teachers worked on ensuring that
their scope and sequence was not just tightly aligned to the states March to March performance
indicators, but also that they had created a series of assessment tools that allowed them to
monitor student progress towards mastery of each indicator. The data shows that at each grade
level student achievement was strong, excepting at Grade 4. In grade 4 students met the absolute
measure, however, they did not meet the comparative or growth measures.



Type Measure QOutcome
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 school’s aggregate Performance Index (PI) on Achieved

Absolute the State exam 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 Achieved
3 on the State exam will be greater than that of all students in
the same tested grades in the focal school district.

Each year, the school will exceed its predicted level of
performance on the State exam by at least a small Effect Size.
Each year, each grade-level cohort will reduce by one-haif the
gap between the percent at or above Level 3 on the previous Achieved
year’s state exam and 75 percent at or above Level 3 on the
current year’s State exam.

Comparative

Comparative Did Not Achieve

Growth

Action Plan

As the school moves in the 2009-2010 school year, it must take immediate steps to revisit its
scope and sequence to now reflect the changes to the state testing schedule. The state has now
moved away from a March-to-March scope and sequence to a September to May sequence for
this the students in grades 3 to 8 will be held accountable. OWN teachers and administrators will
revisit the current curriculum to make sure that each grade level addresses all standards and
performance indicators in a timely manner.

During the coming school year, OWN will also continue to work with all students who scored
below Level 3 on the 2008-2009 state mathematics exam. In addition to identifying those
students, they will be provided with after school support and small group targeted instruction.

In the coming years, OWN must commit to finding a way to meet and or surpass the comparative
measures by exceeding its predicted level of performance on the State exam by at [east a small Effect
Size.



SCIENCE

Background

OWN began the 2008-2009 school year with three new science teachers in grades 6, 7, and 8.
The grade 7 and 8 teachers were enrolled as members of the Urban Advantage program with the
American Museum of Natural History where they received content and pedagogical support. In
Kindergarten to Grade 5, OWN continued to upgrade its science curriculum by increasing the
use of FOSS science kits and by doing more vertical and horizontal alignment of the curriculum.
OWN also invested time and effort in incorporating more reading and writing in the science
curriculum.

Method

The school administered the New York State Testing Program science assessment to students in
4" and 8" grade in spring 2009. 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
Over 90% of Grade 4 students enrolled for at least 2 years OWN scored at or above Level 3 on
the state science exam. In grade 8, 72% scored at or above Level 3 on the state science exam.

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

Grade Population Percent at Each Performance Level Number
Level 1 Level2 | Level3 | Level4 Level 3/4 Tested
PR All Students | - 27 ] 6.7 ]..253 | 653 | . 906 . . B
Students in At Least 2™ Year 2.8 7.0 23.9 66.2 90.1 71
P All Students | _ 00 .. 279 | 623 | . 98 ... 721 .. o1 |
Students in At Least 2" Year 0.0 28.3 61.7 10.0 71.7 60
Evaluation

While grade 4 OWN students greatly surpassed the absolute science measure, grade 8 students
did not meet the measure. Grade 4 students surpassed the measure by 15% and grade 8 student
missed the measure by 3%.



During the last several years, the teaching staff in Grade 4 has been very stable and they have
worked very closely with the curriculum developer to improve teaching and learning. The staff
for Grade 8 was completely new to both OWN and the profession this year. Both grade 8
teachers received support, in both content and teaching pedagogy and it is the school’s plan to
continue to work to stabilize the science staff and to provide them with the opportunities to
improve their practice and the levels of student achicvement.

Additional Evidence

Since 2005-2006 the overall trend in student science achievement in both grades 4 and 8 have
been mixed. In 2005-2006 only 46.3% of grade 8 student demonstrated science proficiency
compared to 71.7% in 2008-2009. The story is similar in grade 4. In all testing years, grade 4
students surpassed the targeted 75% leve! of achievement substantively. Grade 8 students have
still not met that measure, with scores ranging from 46.3% in 2005-2006 to the highest level in
2006-2007 with 74.3% scoring at levels 3 and 4.

Science Performance
by Grade Level and School Year

Percent of Students Enrolled in At Least Their Second Year at Levels 3 and 4
2005-06 2006-07 2007-08 2008-09
Grade
Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number
Tested Tested er Tested Tested
4 89.8 59 91.3 80 943 89 90.1 71
8 46.3 41 74.3 34 722 54 71.7 60
All 72.0 100 87.7 114 86.0 143 324 131

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

Data for District 30 students for the 2008-2009 state Science exams is not available at the writing
of this report and so comparisons cannot be drawn between OWN and District 30 student
achievement and this time.



2008-09 State Science Exam
OWN Charter School and District 30 Performance by Grade Level

Percent of Students at Levels 3 and 4
OWN Students In At ..
Grade Least 2™ Year All District 30 Students
Number Number
Percent Tested Percent Tested
4 90.1 71
3 71.7 60

Evaluation
Data for District 30 students is not yet available and so no comparison can be made at this time.

Additional Evidence

Overall OWN students have surpassed District 30 students on the state science exams. OWN
grade 4 students have consistently done well on this exam, while the results have been less
consistent for grade 8 students.

In 2005-2006, OWN grade 4 students surpassed District 30 students by 10 percent, while OWN
grade 8 students were 3 percentage points below District 30 students. In aggregate, 72% of
OWN students scored at levels 3 and 4 compared to only 64% of District 30 students. By 2007-
2008, both grade 4 and 8 OWN students had surpassed District 30 students. For 2007-2008, in
aggregate, 86.9% of OWN grade 4 and 8 students compared to 62% of District 30 students
scored at levels 3 and 4.

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 District 30 Students
Grade 2005-06 2006-07 2007-08 2008-09
OWN | District30 | OWN | District 30 gi‘ggg; District 30 | OWN | District 30
4 39.8 79 91.3 75 94.3 79 90.1
8 46.3 49 74.3 57 72.2 62 71.7
All 72.0 64.2 87.7 65.6 86.9 70.9 82.4
Summary

Students in grade 4 have consistently met both absolute and comparative measure for
performance on the state science exam. Not only have OWN grade 4 students surpassed the
absolute measure of having at least 75% of its students, enrolled for at least two years, score at
levels 3 and 4, it has done so with strong numbers. In 2005-2006, 89.8% of OWN grade 4
students scored at levels 3 and 4, by 2008-2009 that number had increased to 90.1%, surpassing
the measure by 15.1%. Grade 4 students have also consistently out-performed District 30
students, since 2006-2006. OWN grade 4 students have outperformed District 30 students by as
much as little as 10.8% in 2005-2006 and as much as 16.3% in 2006-2007. OWN anticipates



that when the data for District 30 achievement in 2008-2009 is released that OWN grade 4
students will continue to outperform them

Even though OWN grade 8 students have not yet met the 75% absolute measure, the closest they
have come is in 2006-2007 when 74.3% of OWN students enrolled for at least two years scored
at levels 3 and 4. The widest margin between OWN achievement and the expected level of
achievement has been in 2005-2006, when only 46.3% of OWN grade 8 students scored at levels
3 and 4. However, compared to District 30 grade 8 students OWN students have been doing
relatively well. In 2005-2006 OWN grade 8 students outperformed District 30 students by 2.7%,
that number had increased to 10.2% by 2007-2008. OWN anticipates that this trend will
continue in the 2008-2009 results.

Type Measure QOutcome
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 Achieved
3 on the State exam will be greater than that of all students in
the same tested grades in the local school district.

Comparative

Action Plan

OWN must continue to work to ensure greater levels of achievement for its grade 8 students on
the state exam. This will require retaining a strong and effective middle school science teaching
team and providing them with the required professional development and support. OWN has
begun the process of providing the professional development to its staff and will continue to
work to stabilize the staff. During the 2009-2010 school year OWN will also revisit its science
curriculum to ensure that it is properly aligned with the state standards and that students are
being systematically assessed to ensure that they are making the needed progress to succeed on
the state exam.



SOCIAL STUDIES

Background

Students in Kindergarten to Grade 8 are exposed to a rich program in Social Studies that
addresses not just the New York State learning standards, but the national standards as well. The
school has invested much time into the development of its curriculum and enriched each
student’s exposure to the study of geography.

Method

The school administered the New York State Testing Program social studies assessment to
students in 5™ grade in November 2008 and 8th grade in June 2009. 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
Grade Sstudents surpassed the established target of having 75 percent of students enrolled in at
least their second year perform at or above Level 3 on the social studies exam.

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

Grade Population Percent at Each Performance Level Number
Level 1 Level2 | Level3 | Leveld Level 3/4 Tested
P All Studemts || 0.0 i __ 1o ] .30 | _. 43 |50 | 100 ]
Students in At Least 2™ Year 0.0 1.0 55.1 439 99.0 98
g loaeooas All Students | 33 .. 213 | 807 | 148 | 733 | . 61 |
Students in At Least 2™ Year 3.3 21.7 60.0 15.0 75.0 60
Evaluation

Grade 5 and 8 students met the established measure during the 2008-2009 school year. Grade 5
students surpassed the measure by over 25 percent while Grade 8 students exactly met the
measure,

The school will continue to focus on its study of social studies in grades 6 and 7, to ensure that
students develop greater mastery of addressing document based questions and being able to
perform at the highest standard while reading non-fiction material. OWN is also proud of the
numbers of students in Grade 5 who scored at level 4 and that no student scored at the lowest
level.



Additional Evidence

Since the 2005-2006 school year Grade 5 students have met or surpassed its absolute measure for
social studies achievement excepting on the 2006-2007 school year. Since that time, the gains in
achievement have been over 10 percentage points, so that while only 71.2% scored at or above
Level 3 in 2006-2007, that number increased by 14.3% the next year and by another 13.5%
during the 2008-2009 school year.

Similarly, Grade 8 students have shown an overall improvement in their social studies
achievement. While only 69.6% scored at or above Level 3 in 2007-2008, thus not meeting
accountability plan target, we see an increase to 75.0% scoring at or above Level 3 on the 2008-
2009 state exam. Thus finally meeting the targeted measure for social studies achievement.

Social Studies Performance
by Grade Level and School Year

Percent of OWN Students Enrolled in At Least Their Second Year
at Levels 3 and 4
Grade 2005-06 2006-07 2007-08 2008-09
Number Number Number Number
Percent Tested Percent Tosted Percent Tested Percent Tested

5 92.4 66 71.2 66 85.5 90 99.0 98

8 69.6 56 75.0 60
All 79.5 146 89.9 158

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

Data for District 30 performance on the November 2008 and June 2009 state Social Studies
exam was not available at the time of the writing of this report.

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

Percent of Students at Levels 3 and 4
OWN Students In At L.
Grade Least 2 Vear All District 30 Students
Number Number
Percent Tested Percent Tested




5 99.0 98
8 75.0 60

Evaluation

A comparison between OWN student achievement on the state Social Studies exam for the 2008-
2009 school year and District 30 students cannot be made at the present time, since OWN does
not yet have access to the data for District 30 students.

Additional Evidence

OWN students in both grades 5 and 8 have consistently outperformed District 30 students on the
state social studies exams. The gap in achievement has ranged from as little as 0.2% in 2006-
2007 for grade 5, to as much as 22.6% in 2007-2008 for grade 8 students outperforming District
30 students.

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

Percent of OWN Charter School Students at Levels 3 and 4 and Enrolled in At Least their Second
Grade Year Compared to Local District Students
2005-06 2006-07 2007-08 2008-09
OWN District 30 OWN District 30 OWN District 30 OWN District 30
5 924 77 71.2 71 85.5 80 99.0
8 36 59.5 40 69.0 47 75.0
All 57 55 79.5 64 89.9
Summary

Grade 5 students have consistently met all absolute and comparative measures of achievement on
the state social studies exam during the last two testing cycles. The level of achievement for the
2008-2009 exam was impressive with 99.0% of students enrolled in at least their second scoring
at or above Level 3. OWN Grade 5 student achievement has also consistently surpassed that of
District 30 students since 2005; OWN anticipates that it will have outperformed District 30
during the 2008-2009 school year as well.

Grade 8 students have no met the absolute measure of achievement until the 2008-2009 school
year in which 75.0% of students enrolled in at least their second year scored at or above Level 3.
OWN Grade 8 students have consistently outperformed District 30 Grade 8 students on the state
social studies exam, ranging from 19.5% in 2006-2007 to 22.6% in 2007-2008.

Type Measure Qutcome
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
State exam will be greater than that of all students in the same tested
grades in the local school district.

Comparative Achieved




Action Plan

While OWN students in both grades 5 and 8 met and surpassed absolute and comparative
measures on the New York State Social Studies exams, OWN is determined to have all its
students perform at the very highest levels. In particular OWN is committed to seeing greater
numbers of grade 8 students scoring at or above Level 3 on the state social studies exam.

During the 2009-2010 school year, OWN will undergo another series of planning meetings
between the school’s administration and grade 6-8 social studies team to review specific areas of
improvement, which should be targeted in preparation for the grade 8§ exam. OWN has already
begun to increase the amount of instructional time devoted to reading and writing at the middle
school level. It will continue to increase the partnership between English language arts and
social studies instructors in the coming year.

NCLB

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
Our World Neighborhood Charter School’s NCLB status for 2008-2009 is “Good Standing.”

Evaluation
OWN met its measure for NCLB accountability.

Additional Evidence
Since the school’s inception it has always been a school in “Good Standing” as designated by
New York State.



NCLB Status by Year

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

Method

Each year the school prepares its annual budget for submission to both SUNY, Charter Schools
Institute and New York State Education Department. OWN’s Finance and Audit Committee
plans and creates the budget always keeping in mind the need to have a balanced budget.

Results
OWN has consistently met this measure, and has annually had a small budgetary surplus.

Method

Each year OWN contracts with an external auditor to review compliance issues. OWN’s
Finance and Audit Committee of the Board of Trustees reviews the audit reports with the
school’s administration to ensure that any required corrective action is taken in a timely manner.

Results
OWN has not been remanded to take any corrective action by either its external auditor, NYS

Education Department or SUNY, Charter Schools Institute.



Results
OWN has met this measure and continues to review it policies and procedures to ensure further
compliance with all applicable laws, rules and regulations.
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Charter School Teacher Attrition Rates
2008-09

Number of Classroom

Teachers
Number of Special Area 12 11 10
Teachers
Total Number of Teachers 45 42 41
Total Number of Teachers 6 11 13
Leaving
Total Percent Attrition 13.3 26.2 31.7




Section ITT

EXPLANATION OF REVENUES AND EXPENDITURES TO BE REPORTED ON THE
CHARTER SCHOOL ANNUAL REPORT OF FISCAL PERFORMANCE FOR THE
SCHOOL YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 2009
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OUR WORLD NEIGHBORHOOD CHARTER SCHOOL
STATEMENT OF FINANCIAL POSITION
As of June 30, 2009

ASSETS
Current Assets
Cash and Cash Equivalents
Grants and contracts receivable
Accounts Receivable
Prepaid Expenses
Security Deposits
Deferred Rent Expense
Total Current Assets
Assets Restricted to Investment in Buildings,
Equipment and Software
less, Accumulated Depreciation
TOTAL ASSETS

LIABILITIES AND NET ASSETS
Liabilities
Current Liabilities

Accounts Payable and Accrued Expenses
Accrued Salaries, vacations and related expenses

Current Portion of Note Payable
Total Current Liabilities
Long Term Portion of Note Payable
TOTAL LIABILITIES

NET ASSETS

Unrestricted

Temporarily Restricted - Board Designated Funds
Temporarily Restricted

TOTAL NET ASSETS

TOTAL LIABILITIES AND NET ASSETS
Unaudited Financial Statement

2,328,075
124,656
13,722
18,820
59,356
316,441
2,861,070

4,474,586
(1,768,374)

$5,567,283

$435,656
215,964

184,454

836,074
148,293

984,367

4,063,623
519,293

4,582,916

$5,667,283




OUR WORLD NEIGHBORHOOD CHARTER SCHOOL
STATEMENT OF ACTIVITES
For the Period Ended June 30, 2009

REVENUES, GAINS AND OTHER SUPPORT

Public School District:
Revenue - Resident Student Enroliment- General
Revenue - Resident Student Enrollment- Special Ed

Federal Grants

State Grants

Private Grants

Food Service

Other Income

Investment Income

TOTAL REVENUES, GAINS AND OTHER SUPPORT

EXPENSES

Program Expense:
Regular Education
Special Education

Supporting Services:
Management and General
Fundraising

TOTAL EXPENSES

Change in Net Assets
Net Assets Beginning

NET ASSETS ENDING

Unaudited Financial Statement

$8,619,117
212,785
381,450
5,825

637

69,017
160,841
14,522
0,464,194

6,427,061
271,092

2,009,380
88,297

8,795,830

668,364
3,914,651

$4,582,916




OUR WORLD NEIGHBORHOOD CHARTER

SCHOOL

SUMMARY OF EXPENSES -
FUNCTIONAL

For the Period Ending June
30, 2009

Expenditures
Salaries & Benefits

Administrative Salaries

Support & Clerical Staff
Instructional - Head
Teachers

Instructional - Assistant
Teachers

Retirement- 401 (k)/ 403 (b)
Benefits- Employer Taxes &
ADP Fees

Benefits- Health Insurance

Instructional
Contracted Services -
Instructional

Textbooks- Mathematics

Textbooks- ELA
Textbooks- 88, Spanish &
Science

Textbooks- Library
Supplies/Materials -
Instructional

Testing Materials

Travel - Instructional
Field Trips - Student
Activities

Student Transportation
Computer Repair &
Maintence- inst

Photo-Copier Lease - Inst.
Subscription Materials- Inst.

Non-Cap Equipment &
Software - Instr

TOTAL

801,218
273,564

3,026,995

401,297
246,863

537,548
416,288

236,603
7,254
86,291

105,333
2,089

141,473
29,335
627

27,895
16,193

22,191
31,660

40,057

Program Service

Education

2,789,878

401,897
181,384

403,526
291,402

202,628
7,254
86,291

105,333
2,089

141,473
29,335
627

27,895
16,193

22,191
31,560

40,057

Special

Education

237,117

38,975

Supporting Services

Fund

Raising

75,315

Management

-and General

825,802
273,564

65,479

134,022
124,886



Dues & Fees - Instructional

Administrative
Insurance - Business,
Umbrella & Accident

Legal Fees
Audit Expense
Photo-Copier Lease - Admin

Equip Repairs & Rentals
Non-Cap Equipment -
Admin

Computer Repair &
Maintence- Admin

Advertising

Telephone & Communication
Expense

Professional Develop.- Tech
& Admin

Contracted Services- Admin
& Tech

Supplies/Materials - Office
Fundraising Expenses-
Development

Bad Debt Expense

Postage & Shipping
Dues & Fees -
Administrative

Other Miscellaneous
Support Services

Food Service - Support
Professional Devel -
Mathematics

Professional Devel - ELA
Professional Devel - 55,
Science, Art, Music
Professional Devel - Library,
Music & Other Insir

Facility (90% Education,
10% Admin)

Building Rr—;ntai

Building Repairs - Minor
Building Cleaning &
Maintenance

Parking Expense- Employee
Utilities - Gas & Electric

8,844

83,103
2,520
31,800
19,876
8614

30,457

4,598
20,967

72,037
23,988

52,956
41,694

12,982
27,512
12,966

9,184
4,756

170,030

121,390
94,204

2,652

3,319

597,933
18,698

205,216
20,696
193,086

8,844

170,030

121,380
94,204

2,552

3,318

538,140
16,738

184,685
26,726
173,787

12,982

83,103
2,520
31,900
19,876
8,614

30,457

4,588
20,967

72,037
23,988

52,956
41,694

27,512
12,966

9,184
4,756

59,793
1,860

20,522
2,970
18,310



Security Services

Facility Debt Service - Int
Depreciation Expense
TOTAL EXPENSES

Unaudited Financial
Statement

76,058 69,262 7,696
36,643 32,979 3,664
225,868 203,281 22,587
8,795,830 6,427,061 271,002 88,297 2,009,380

(8,795,830)



CASH FLOW STATEMENT
For the Period Ended June 30, 2009

State and local per-pupil operating revenues
Change in net assets

Adjustments to reconcile change in net assets to
net cash provided by operation activities:
Depreciation and Amortization
Decrease (increase) in assets
Grants receivable
Other receivables
Prepaid expenses
Advance deposits
Deferred rent expense
Increase (Decrease) in liabilities
Accounts payable and accrued expenses
Accrued salaries, vacations and related liabilities
Net cash provided by operation activities

Cash Flows from Investing activities
Fixed assets acquisitions

Cash Flows from financing activities
Principal payments on Loans

Net increase in Cash

Cash at the beginning of the year

Cash - end of the year

Supplemental disclosure of cash flow information
Cash paid during the year for interest

668,364

225,368
(43,542)
5,963
7,435
5,509
96,400
(55,678)

44,292
954,611

(239,338)

(170,344)
544,929

1,783,146

2,328,075

34,038



Section IV
Audits of Financial Statement of Charter Schools

The official and external audits of the financial statement for Our World Neighborhood Charter
School are currently underway by Loeb and Troper. It is anticipated that the audit will be
completed and submitted to the Office of Audit Services and Public School Choice Programs and
SUNY, Charter Schools Institute by the November 1, 2009 deadline.



Section V
NEW YORK STATE EDUCATION DEPARTMENT

Disclosure of Financial Interest by a Charter School Trustee

Annual Report 2008-09
Name (print) Qﬂ( )\‘\’FJ_%?\OD\’I
Name of Charter School Qur World Neighborhoed Charter School
Charter Entity, SUNY, Charter Schools Institute

Home Address
Business Address

Daytime Phone

E-Mail Address

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

%pr(p&m&"\) : d@\)@o{)mn,(\\ Mornmitieo MeVTDel .

2. Isthe trustee an employee of the School? __Yes ¥_No

3, 1f 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 cmployee 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



Tdentify 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 nat 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
diseusston) yourself




Identify each individual, business, corporation, union association, firm, partaership,
committee proprietorship, franchise holding company, joint stock company, business or real
cstate 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 frustee, you
and/er 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 Schoal through a
management or services agreement, you need nol 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 Yalue of the of Houschold Holding an
Business with Conducted Business Interest in the Orpanization
the School Conducted Conducting Business with
the School and the Nature of
the Interest

) \
.C\fM{@@j oy

Signature Date

st
Subscribed and swom to before me this 02 } day of :E" j s 202?

&’"""" M"“D Karrine Montadue

Notary Public : Public, State of New York
> oty No. 01M06166178
Qualified in Nassau County
yminission Expires May 21, 2011




Section V'
NEW YORK STATE EDUCATION DEPARTMENT

Disclosure of Financial Interest by a Charter School Trustee
Annual Report 2008-09

Name (print)__D.20uns AP, Badonceort Cd.D

Name of Charter School Qur World Neighborhood Charter School
Charter Entity SUNY, Charter Schools Institute
Home Address

Business Address
Daytime Phone

E-Mail Address

1. List all positions held on board (eg., chair,  weasurer,  parent
representative);___\[y¢e ~ Fersadt ot I

2. s the trustee an cmployee of the School? ___ Yes > No

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

4. Isthe trustee an employce or agent of the management company? Yes X No

5. Is the trustee an employce or agent of any institutional partner of the School? _ Yes _XNO





