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Entry	1	School	Information
Created:	07/24/2017	•	Last	updated:	08/01/2017

a.	SCHOOL	NAME	AND	BEDS#

(Select	name	from	the	drop	down	menu)

MANHATTAN	CS	(NYC	CHANCELLOR)

b.	CHARTER	AUTHORIZER

(For	technical	reasons,	please	re-select
authorizer	name	from	the	drop	down
menu).

SUNY-Authorized	Charter	School

c.	DISTRICT	/	CSD	OF	LOCATION NYC	CSD	1

e.	SCHOOL	WEB	ADDRESS	(URL) www.manhattancharterschool.org

f.	DATE	OF	INITIAL	CHARTER 07/2017

g.	DATE	FIRST	OPENED	FOR
INSTRUCTION

08/2005

Please	be	advised	that	you	will	need	to	complete	this	cover	page	(including	signatures)	before	all	of	the
other	tasks	assigned	to	you	by	your	authorizer	are	visible	on	your	task	page.	While	completing	this	task,
please	ensure	that	you	select	the	correct	authorizer	(as	of	June	30,	2017)	or	you	may	not	be	assigned
the	correct	tasks.

d1.	SCHOOL	INFORMATION

PRIMARY	ADDRESS PHONE	NUMBER FAX	NUMBER EMAIL	ADDRESS

100	Attorney	Street
New	York,	NY	10002 212-533-2743 212-533-2820 oduru@manhattanch

arterschool.org

d2.	PHONE	CONTACT	NUMBER	FOR	AFTER	HOURS	EMERGENCIES

Contact	Name Ola	Duru

Title Director	of	Operations

Emergency	Phone	Number	(###-###-
####) 202-487-9072
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Entry	12	Classroom	Teacher	and	Administrator
Attrition
Last	updated:	08/01/2017

Report	changes	in	teacher	and	administrator	staffing.

Instructions	for	completing	the	Classroom	Teacher	and	Administrator	Attrition	Tables
Charter	schools	must	complete	the	two	tables	named	2016-2017	Classroom	Teacher
and	Administrator	Attrition	to	report	changes	in	teacher	and	administrator	staffing	in
2016-2017.	Please	provide	the	full	time	equivalent	(FTE)	of	staff	on	June	30,	2016;
the	FTE	for	any	departed	staff	from	July	1,	2016	through	June	30,	2017;	the	FTE	for
added	staff	from	July	1,	2016	through	June	30,	2017;	and	the	FTE	of	staff	added	in
newly	created	positions	from	July	1,	2016	through	June	30,	2017	using	the	two	tables
provided.

Classroom	Teacher	Attrition	Table

FTE	Classroom
Teachers	on	June
30,	2016

FTE	Classroom
Teachers
Departed	7/1/16
–	6/30/17

FTE	Classroom
Teachers	Filling
Vacant	Positions
7/1/16	–	6/30/17

FTE	Classroom
Teachers	Added
in	New	Positions
7/1/16	-	6/30/17

FTE	of
Classroom
Teachers	on	June
30,	2017

17 4 4 0 17

Administrator	Position	Attrition	Table

FTE
Administrative
Positions	on	June
30,	2016

FTE
Administrators
Departed	7/1/16
–	6/30/17

FTE
Administrators
Filling	Vacant
Positions	7/1/16
–	6/30/17

FTE
Administrators
Added	in	New
Positions	7/1/16
-	6/30/17

FTE
Administrative
Positions	on	June
30,	2017

3 0 0 0 3

Thank	you
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Entry	11	Enrollment	and	Retention	of	Special
Populations
Last	updated:	08/01/2017

Instructions	for	Reporting	Enrollment	and	Retention	Strategies
Describe	the	efforts	the	charter	school	has	made	in	2016-2017	toward	meeting	targets	to	attract	and
retain	enrollment	of	students	with	disabilities,	English	language	learners,	and	students	who	are
economically	disadvantaged.	In	addition,	describe	the	school’s	plans	for	meeting	or	making	progress
toward	meeting	its	enrollment	and	retention	targets	in	2017-2018.

Recruitment/Attraction	Efforts	Toward	Meeting	Targets

Describe	Efforts	Toward	Meeting	Recruitment
Targets	2016-17)

Describe	Plans	Toward	Meeting	Recruitment
Targets	2017-18)

Econom
ically
Disadva
ntaged

.	In	order	to	recruit	for	Free	and	Reduced
Price	Lunch	students,	MCS	focuses	these
efforts	in	small,	low-tuition	Pre-K	programs
as	well	as	Head	Start	Programs	located	in
CSD1.	Outreach	sessions	for	students	are
publicized	using	flyers,	signage	at	the
School,	and	contact	with	community
organizations.	Families	are	encouraged	to
visit	the	school,	talk	to	instructional,
executive	and	other	staff,	visit	classes,	and
meet	currently	enrolled	students.

.	In	order	to	recruit	for	Free	and	Reduced
Price	Lunch	students,	MCS	focuses	these
efforts	in	small,	low-tuition	Pre-K	programs	as
well	as	Head	Start	Programs	located	in	CSD1.
Outreach	sessions	for	students	are	publicized
using	flyers,	signage	at	the	School,	and
contact	with	community	organizations.
Families	are	encouraged	to	visit	the	school,
talk	to	instructional,	executive	and	other
staff,	visit	classes,	and	meet	currently
enrolled	students.

English
Langua
ge
Learner
s

Manhattan	Charter	School	undertakes	all
measures	to	recruit	student	applicants	and
will	provides	translation	services	for	all
promotional	materials	and	any	person-to-
person	interaction	requiring	an	English
translation.	The	school	has	a	20%	lottery	set-
aside	for	students	who	indicate	they
primarily	speak	a	language	other	than
English	on	their	application	in	an	effort	to
recruit	additional	English	Language	Learners.
The	paper	application	is	available	in	English,
Mandarin,	Spanish,	and	Tibetan	in	addition	to
the	Common	Charter	School	application	via
the	NYC	Charter	Schools	Center	website	is
available	in	10	languages.	For	any	parent
that	requests	assistance	in	completing	the
application,	the	Family	Relations	and
Attendance	Coordinator	and	other	multi-
lingual	MCS	staff	will	provide	help.	If

Manhattan	Charter	School	undertakes	all
measures	to	recruit	student	applicants	and
will	provides	translation	services	for	all
promotional	materials	and	any	person-to-
person	interaction	requiring	an	English
translation.	The	school	has	a	20%	lottery	set-
aside	for	students	who	indicate	they
primarily	speak	a	language	other	than
English	on	their	application	in	an	effort	to
recruit	additional	English	Language	Learners.
The	paper	application	is	available	in	English,
Mandarin,	Spanish,	and	Tibetan	in	addition	to
the	Common	Charter	School	application	via
the	NYC	Charter	Schools	Center	website	is
available	in	10	languages.	For	any	parent
that	requests	assistance	in	completing	the
application,	the	Family	Relations	and
Attendance	Coordinator	and	other	multi-
lingual	MCS	staff	will	provide	help.	If
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translation	services	are	required	and	multi-
lingual	staff	are	unavailable,	we	will	hire
translators	during	the	admission	period.	Our
website	is	available	in	all	languages	using
Google	translation	services.

translation	services	are	required	and	multi-
lingual	staff	are	unavailable,	we	will	hire
translators	during	the	admission	period.	Our
website	is	available	in	all	languages	using
Google	translation	services.

Student
s	with
Disabilit
ies

Each	year,	Manhattan	Charter	School	holds
tours	and	information	sessions	to	inform	the
families	of	prospective	students	and
community	members	about	its	program.
Information	sessions	are	held	at	the	school
itself,	at	Pre-Ks	and	nursery	schools,	and
programs	offering	music	instruction	to
children	and	additional	community	locations.
These	meetings	provide	us	the	opportunity
to	discuss	the	many	services	we	have
available	to	families	including	the	support	of
our	academic	intervention	specialists,	our
Child	Associate,	Speech,	OT	and	our	reading
teacher	who	work	directly	with	any	students
with	disabilities.

Each	year,	Manhattan	Charter	School	holds
tours	and	information	sessions	to	inform	the
families	of	prospective	students	and
community	members	about	its	program.
Information	sessions	are	held	at	the	school
itself,	at	Pre-Ks	and	nursery	schools,	and
programs	offering	music	instruction	to
children	and	additional	community	locations.
These	meetings	provide	us	the	opportunity
to	discuss	the	many	services	we	have
available	to	families	including	the	support	of
our	academic	intervention	specialists,	our
Child	Associate,	Speech,	OT	and	our	reading
teacher	who	work	directly	with	any	students
with	disabilities.

Retention	Efforts	Toward	Meeting	Targets

Describe	Efforts	Toward	Meeting	Retention
Targets	2016-17)

Describe	Plans	Toward	Meeting	Retention
Targets	2017-18)

Econom
ically
Disadva
ntaged

our	Family	coordinators	are	available	at	each
school	to	meet	with	families	to	support	with
any	home	needs,	including	providing
resources	for	additional	financial	support	as
needed.	In	addition	our	annual	budget
includes	funding	to	support	families
financially	with	the	after	school	program.

our	Family	coordinators	are	available	at	each
school	to	meet	with	families	to	support	with
any	home	needs,	including	providing
resources	for	additional	financial	support	as
needed.	In	addition	our	annual	budget
includes	funding	to	support	families
financially	with	the	after	school	program.

English
Langua
ge
Learner
s

we	provide	constant	translation	services	as
well	as	one	on	one	support	for	our	ELL
students	as	needed.

we	provide	constant	translation	services	as
well	as	one	on	one	support	for	our	ELL
students	as	needed.

Student
s	with
Disabilit
ies

services	we	have	available	to	families
including	the	support	of	our	academic
intervention	specialists,	our	Child	Associate,
Speech,	OT	and	our	reading	teacher	who
work	directly	with	any	students	with
disabilities.

services	we	have	available	to	families
including	the	support	of	our	academic
intervention	specialists,	our	Child	Associate,
Speech,	OT	and	our	reading	teacher	who
work	directly	with	any	students	with
disabilities.



1	/	3

Entry	9	BOT	Table
Last	updated:	08/01/2017

(tab	across	or	use	scroll	bar	at	bottom	of	table)

1.	Current	Board	Member	Information

Truste
e
Name

Email
Addres
s

Positio
n	on
the
Board

Commi
ttee
Affiliati
ons

Voting
Memb
er	Per
By-
Laws?
(Y/N)

Area	of
Experti
se,
and/or
Additio
nal
Role	at
School
(paren
t,	staff
memb
er,
etc.)

Numbe
r	of
Terms
Served
and
Length
of
Each
(Includ
e
electio
n	date
and
term
expirat
ion)

Numbe
r	of
Board
Mtgs
Attend
ed
during
2016-
17?

1
Joy
Elaine
Daley

amazin
gbloo
m@ya
hoo.co
m

Chair/
Board
Preside
nt

educat
ion Yes Educat

ion
1	-
6/2018 7

2 Ben
Breen

breenh
old@g
mail.co
m

Vice
Chair/
Vice
Preside
nt

Financ
e Yes Music 2	-

6/2018 8

3
Willia
m
Colavit
o

william
.np.col
avito@
gmail.
com

Treasu
rer

Financ
e Yes Educat

ion
1
6/2018 8

4
Kathle
en
Cudah
y

kbc52
550@y
ahoo.c
om

Truste
e/Mem
ber

Fundra
ising Yes

Non
Profit
Manag
ement

1
6/2018 8

5
Barbar
a
Cuspar
d

shaki1
226@a
ol.com

Parent
Repres
entativ
e

Yes studen
ts

2
6/2018 8
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2.	Total	Number	of	Members	on
June	30,	2016

8

3.	Total	Number	of	Members
Joining	the	Board	2016-17	School
Year

1

4.	Total	Number	of	Members
Departing	the	Board	during	the
2016-17	School	Year

3

5.	Number	of	Voting	Members
2016-17,	as	set	by	the	by-laws,
resolution	or	minutes

6

6
Caity
Conkli
n

caityco
nklin@
aol.co
m

Secret
ary Yes Law 1

6/2018
5	or
less

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20
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6.	Number	of	Board	Meetings
Conducted	in	the	2016-17	School
Year

9

7.	Number	of	Board	Meetings
Scheduled	for	the	2017-18
School	Year

10

Thank	you.
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Entry	4	Expenditures	per	Child
Last	updated:	07/28/2017

Financial	Information	

This	information	is	required	of	ALL	charter	schools.	Provide	the	following	measures	of	fiscal

performance	of	the	charter	school	in	Appendix	B	(Total	Expenditures	and	Administrative	Expenditures

Per	Child):

	

1.	Total	Expenditures	Per	Child
To	calculate	‘Total	Expenditures	per	Child’	take	total	expenditures	(from	the	unaudited	2016-
17	Schedule	of	Functional	Expenses)	and	divide	by	the	year	end	FTE	student	enrollment.
(Integers	Only.	No	dollar	signs	or	commas).

Note:		The	information	on	the	Schedule	of	Functional	Expenses	on	pages	41–43	of	the
Audit	Guide	can	help	schools	locate	the	amounts	to	use	in	the	two	per	pupil
calculations:	http://www.p12.nysed.gov/psc/AuditGuide.html
	

Line	1:	Total	Expenditures 3681006

Line	2:	Year	End	FTE	student	enrollment 267

Line	3:	Divide	Line	1	by	Line	2 13787
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2.	Administrative	Expenditures	per	Child

To	calculate	‘Administrative	Expenditures	per	Child'	To	calculate	“Administrative	Expenditures	per
Child”	first	add	together	the	following:

1.	Take	the	relevant	portion	from	the	‘personnel	services	cost’	row	and	the	‘management	and	general’
column	(from	the	unaudited	2016-17	Schedule	of	Functional	Expenses)

2.	Any	contracted	administrative/management	fee	paid	to	other	organizations	or	corporations

3.	Take	the	total	from	above	and	divide	it	by	the	year-end	FTE	enrollment.		The	relevant	portion	that	must
be	included	in	this	calculation	is	defined	as	follows:

Administrative	Expenditures:		Administration	and	management	of	the	charter	school	includes	the
activities	and	personnel	of	the	offices	of	the	chief	school	officer,	the	finance	or	business	offices,	school
operations	personnel,	data	management	and	reporting,	human	resources,	technology,	etc.	It	also
includes	those	administrative	and	management	services	provided	by	other	organizations	or	corporations
on	behalf	of	the	charter	school	for	which	the	charter	school	pays	a	fee	or	other	compensation.		Do	not
include	the	FTE	of	personnel	whose	role	is	to	directly	support	the	instructional	program.		

Notes:		
The	information	on	the	Schedule	of	Functional	Expenses	on	pages	41–43	of	the	Audit	Guide
can	help	schools	locate	the	amounts	to	use	in	the	two	per	pupil	calculations:
http://www.p12.nysed.gov/psc/AuditGuide.html.	
Employee	benefit	costs	or	expenditures	should	not	be	reported	in	the	above	calculations.

Line	1:	Relevant	Personnel	Services
Cost	(Row) 1765757

Line	2:	Management	and	General	Cost
(Column) 556859

Line	3:	Sum	of	Line	1	and	Line	2 2322616

Line	5:	Divide	Line	3	by	the	Year	End
FTE	student	enrollment 8699

Thank	you.
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INTRODUCTION 
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Ola Duru, Director of Operations prepared this 2016‐17 Accountability Progress Report on behalf of 
the school’s board of trustees: 

 

 

 

Trustee’s Name  Board Position 

Benjamin Breen 

Board Vice Chair

Executive, Facilities 

 

Joy Elaine Daley 

Board Chair

Executive, Education, Finance 

 

Barbara Cuspard  Board Nominating 

 

William Colavito 

Treasurer

Executive, Education Finance 

 

 

Kathleen Cudahy  Fundraising, Executive 

 

Caity Conklin  Secretary 

 

 

 

Genie DePolo has served as the school leader since July 2006. 
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Manhattan Charter School (MCS) is a small K‐5 charter school in Manhattan’s Lower East Side. MCS 
has allowed us to provide a trajectory‐changing education using the small‐school model. MCS 
opened in August 2006 and is located a few blocks away from MCS. MCS currently serves 270 
students in grades K‐5.  

The majority of MCS students are minority, live in the neighborhood, and qualify for free lunches. 
Specifically, 82% of students qualify for free and reduced priced lunches and 20% are identified as 
special education. Student demographics are representative of District 1 and NYS public school 
students as a whole. 

MCS’s unique educational program has a dual focus: a rigorous, standards‐based educational 
program and an arts‐rich curriculum with music class for every child, every day. The schools’ 
educational program is unlike any other on the Lower East Side and includes a particular focus on 
music. Our passion for music education is demonstrated by its commitment to daily music 
instruction for every student, beginning in Kindergarten. The school’s commitment to offering a 
balanced liberal arts education to every child extends beyond music.  All students also take art, 
French, and movement.  All of these programs are offered at no cost to families.   

 

School Enrollment by Grade Level and School Year 

School 
Year 

K  1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  Total 

2012‐13  47  48  45  43  45  38         

2013‐14  48  47  48  42  37  38         

2014‐15  46  50  49  48  37  36         

2015‐16  46  48  47  45  44  32         

2016‐17  45  53  50  49  42  36         
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ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS 

Goal 1: English Language Arts 

Students’ academic performance in ELA meets or exceeds local, state, and national standards. 

BACKGROUND 

The curricula of all core and enrichment subjects at MCS is aligned to the New York State standards 
and common core standards.  

Daily literacy instruction encompasses reading, writing, spelling, grammar, vocabulary, phonics, 
phonological awareness, and word study.  The daily literacy period includes time for shared and 
performance reading, interactive read alouds and literature discussions, independent reading, and 
guided reading.  In the primary grades, a blend of phonetic, visual, and kinesthetic techniques are 
used to teach spelling and decoding.  Students in K‐5 are taught specific reading skills and 
metacognitive strategies which enable them to construct meaning from both literary and non‐
fiction texts in all content areas.  Students also develop rich language experiences through daily 
reading, writing, speaking, viewing and listening. Embedded into the reading and writing program 
are uniquely structured activities that foster the expression of personal ideas and memoirs, creative 
illustrated works, and expanded research and reflection beyond curriculum expectations. All 
students build writing portfolios that exemplify all steps of the writing process for review and 
support. Students participate in writing interviews and conferences weekly, and are encouraged to 
use rubrics to guide, self‐correct and edit their writing daily. Authors who have been lauded with 
national and global recognition serve as mentors to our writers and readers. Mentor texts are used 
daily as source of discussion and inspiration, and teachers coach students to emulate the works 
they love. 

Goal 1: Absolute Measure 

Each year, 75 percent of all tested students enrolled in at least their second year will perform at or 
above proficiency on the New York State English language arts examination for grades 3‐8.   

METHOD 

The school administered the New York State Testing Program English language arts (“ELA”) 
assessment to students in 3rd through 5th grade in April 2017.  Each student’s raw score has been 
converted to a grade‐specific scaled score and a performance level.   

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 not enrolled in at least their second year (defined as 
enrolled by BEDS day of the previous school year).   

2016‐17 State English Language Arts Exam 
Number of Students Tested and Not Tested 
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  Grade 
Total 
Tested 

Not Tested1 Total 
Enrolled IEP ELL Absent Refused

3  39  2 0 1 5 45 

4  38  2 0 0 2 42 

5  33  2 0 0 2 37 

6     

7     

8     

All  110  6 0 1 9 124 

RESULTS 

The chart below highlights the comparison of results on the NYS ELA Exam between students who 
were enrolled at least two years (n=107) to all students tested (n=110).  It should also be noted that 
nine students opted out of testing and 1 student was marked absent during the testing period. 

Performance on 2016‐17 State English Language Arts Exam 

By All Students and Students Enrolled in At Least Their Second Year 

Grades 

All Students   
Enrolled in at least their 

Second Year 

Percent 
Proficient 

Number 
Tested  

Percent 
Proficient 

Number 
Tested  

3  69%  39  69%  36 

4  61%  38  61%  38 

5  39%  33  39%  33 

6         

7         

8         

All   57%  110 57% 107 

EVALUATION 

Manhattan Charter School did not meet the 75% proficiency goal on the 2016‐17 State English 
Language Arts Exam. However, the school was able to increase its ELA assessment scores by 13% 
overall. 

ADDITIONAL EVIDENCE 

In ELA, daily literacy instruction will encompasses reading, writing, speaking, listening spelling, 
grammar, vocabulary, phonics, phonological awareness, and word study.  MCS utilizes Wilson 
Fundations for students in grades K through 2. In addition, during the 2016‐2017 school year, MCS 
built upon its ELA curriculum, fully adopting WriteSteps (K‐5) and piloting Expeditionary Learning 
content in grades 1‐2 and EngageNY Common ELA Core Curriculum (3‐5) to build upon and support 
learning in the lower grades.  Also Embedded into the reading and writing program are uniquely 
structured activities that foster the expression of personal ideas and memoirs, creative illustrated 

                                                         

1 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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works, and expanded research and reflection. An additional period of independent reading was 
added to MCS’s daily schedule.  Teachers received training to support students through 
conferencing techniques aimed at specific goals during the independent reading blocks. 

English Language Arts Performance by Grade Level and School Year 

Grade 

Percent of Students Enrolled in At Least Their Second Year 
Achieving Proficiency  

2014‐15 2015‐16 2016‐17 

Percent 
Number 
Tested 

Percent 
Number 
Tested 

Percent 
Number 
Tested 

3    69% 36 

4    61% 38 

5    39% 33 

6     

7     

8         

All    57%  107 

 

Goal 1: Absolute Measure 

Each year, the school’s aggregate Performance Level Index (“PLI”) on the State English language arts 
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 enabling all students to be proficient.  As a result, the state sets an AMO each year to 
determine if schools are making satisfactory progress toward the goal of proficiency in the state’s 
learning standards in English language arts.  To achieve this measure, all tested students must have 
a PLI value that equals or exceeds the 2016‐17 English language arts AMO of 111.  The PLI 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 PLI is 200.2 

RESULTS 

Manhattan Charter School administered its state assessments in English language arts during the 
2016‐17 school year to 110 students. Of those 110 students, 57(%) achieved proficiency at a Level 3 
or higher. When including students who demonstrated partial proficiency, 100 of the 110 tested 
students 91(%) were able to score at a Level 2 or higher. The sum of these values (57%+91%=148) 
represent the school’s Performance Level Index (PLI). This is compared to the Annual Measurable 
Objective of 111. The 2016‐17 statewide PLI value used to determine if schools are making 
satisfactory progress toward the goal of proficiency in the state’s learning standards. 

 

                                                         

2 In contrast to SED’s Performance Index, the PLI does not account for year‐to‐year growth toward proficiency.    
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English Language Arts 2016‐17 Performance Level Index 

Number in 
Cohort  

Percent of Students at Each Performance Level

Level 1  Level 2 Level 3 Level 4 

39  8%  23% 64% 5% 

38  5%  34% 53% 8% 

33  15%  46% 24% 15% 

   
    PI  =  34% + 48% + 9%  =  91%
          48% + 9%  =  57%
          PLI  =  148

EVALUATION 

Manhattan Charter School’s Performance Level Index met the Annual Measurable Objective set by 
the state; it surpassed it the AMO by 37 points (PLI=148 vs AMO=111) and made a significant gain 
from the previous year. This data includes 3rd through 5th grade students.   

For the 2015‐16 school year, MCS has fully adopted Engage NY and WriteSteps for ELA across all 
grades.  MCS's adherence to Engage NY and the continued focus on student supports and teacher 
professional development, as described in the Action Plan, will increase overall proficiency levels. 

 

Goal 1: Comparative Measure 

Each year, the percent of all tested students who are enrolled in at least their second year and 
performing at proficiency on the state English language arts exam will be greater than that of all 
students in the same tested grades in the school district of comparison. 

METHOD 

A school compares tested students enrolled in at least their second year to all tested students in the 
public school district of comparison.  Comparisons are between the results for each grade in which 
the school had tested 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.3 

RESULTS 

The chart below compares the results of Manhattan Charter School on the 2016‐17 State English 
Language Arts Exam against the neighboring New York City Community School District 1. Manhattan 
Charter School’s testing grades for the 2016‐17 school year were 3rd through 5th grade. MCS 

                                                         

3 Schools can acquire these data when the New York State Education Department releases its database containing grade level 

ELA and math test results for all schools and districts statewide.  The NYSED announces the release of the data on its News 
Release webpage. 
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achieved a 57% proficiency (3 or higher) rate of students enrolled in at least their second year at the 
school, as compared to the 48% proficiency across NYC District 1. 

2016‐17 State English Language Arts Exam  
Charter School and District Performance by Grade Level 

Grade 

Percent of Students at Proficiency

Charter School Students 
In At Least 2nd Year 

All District Students 

Percent 
Number 
Tested 

Percent 
Number 
Tested 

3  69% 36 49% 721

4  61% 38 51% 693

5  39% 33 46% 704

6   

7   

8   

All  57% 107 48% 2118

EVALUATION 

Manhattan Charter School met this measure of comparison between students in their second year 
and all students in New York City District 1 aggregate district performance.  The school surpassed 
the New York City District 1 aggregate district performance by 9% (D1=48% vs. MCS=57%). It is 
important to note that District 1 includes high‐achieving, screened, gifted and talented schools (one 
of which draws citywide) and schools with very low populations of black and Hispanic students, 
neither of which are representative of Manhattan Charter School’s student population.  

ADDITIONAL EVIDENCE 

Over the past three testing years, MCS has seen continued improvement when compared to New 
York City District 1. Between the 2014‐15 school year and the 2016‐17 school year, MCS improved 
its overall ELA assessment proficiency by 33% (2015‐24% vs. 2017 – 57%) while in contrast, the 
district has improved by 10% (2015‐38% vs. 2017 – 48%). With the full adoption of both WriteSteps 
and EngageNY in all grades in the 2016‐2017 school year and an increase in teacher and student 
comfort level with the curriculum, MCS has been able to incrementally improve assessments scores 
and outperform the district in the 2015‐16 and 2016‐17 school years. 

English Language Arts Performance of Charter School and Local District 

by Grade Level and School Year 

Grade 

Percent of Students Enrolled in at Least their Second Year Scoring at or 
Above Proficiency Compared to District Students  

2014‐15  2015‐16 2016‐17 

Charter 
School  

District 
Charter 
School  

District  
Charter 
School  

District  

3  25%  37% 42% 48% 69% 49% 

4  34%  36% 41% 41% 61% 51% 

5  13%  39% 50% 41% 39% 46% 

6     

7     

8     
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All  24%  38% 44% 42% 57% 48% 

 

Goal 1: Comparative Measure 

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

arts exam by an Effect Size of 0.3 or above (performing higher than expected to a meaningful 
degree) according to a regression analysis controlling for economically disadvantaged students 
among all public schools in New York State. 

METHOD 

The SUNY Charter Schools Institute (“Institute”) conducts a Comparative Performance Analysis, 
which compares the school’s performance to that of demographically similar public schools 
statewide.  The Institute uses a regression analysis to control for the percentage of economically 
disadvantaged students among all public schools in New York State.   The Institute compares the 
school’s actual performance to the predicted performance of public schools with a similar 
concentration of economically disadvantaged students.  The difference between the school’s actual 
and predicted performance, relative to other schools with similar economically disadvantaged 
statistics, produces an Effect Size.  An Effect Size of 0.3, or performing higher than expected to a 
meaningful degree, is the requirement for achieving this measure.   

Given the timing of the state’s release of economically disadvantaged data and the demands of the 
data analysis, the 2015‐16 analysis is not yet available. This report contains 2015‐16 results, the 
most recent Comparative Performance Analysis available.   

RESULTS 

During the 2015‐16 school year, Manhattan Charter School made significant progress over the 
previous year (2014‐15) in ELA thus improving the school’s overall comparative performance, 
meeting the goal of an Effect Size of .3 and above.   

2015‐16 English Language Arts Comparative Performance by Grade Level 

Grade 
Percent 

Economically 
Disadvantaged 

Number 
Tested 

Percent of Students 
at Levels 3&4 

Difference 
between Actual 
and Predicted 

Effect  
Size 

Actual Predicted

3  77%  43 42% 36% 8%  .28

4  85%  34 41% 31% 10%  .49

5  76%  38 39% 30% 9%  .48

6     

7     

8     

All  79%  115 41% 33% 8%  .41

School’s Overall Comparative Performance: 

.41 
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EVALUATION 

Manhattan Charter School successfully exceeded the comparative performance analysis Effect Size 
threshold of .3 or higher, demonstrating that MCS is making satisfactory progress toward the goal 
of proficiency in the state’s learning standards in ELA. 

ADDITIONAL EVIDENCE 

As this is the first year Manhattan Charter School is submitting data to SUNY, the comparative 
performance analysis of the Effect Size for the 2 previous years is unavailable. 

English Language Arts Comparative Performance by School Year 

School 
Year 

Grades 

Percent 
Eligible for 
Free Lunch/ 
Economically 
Disadvantaged 

Number 
Tested 

Actual  Predicted 
Effect 
Size 

2013‐14  3‐5  N/A  N/A  N/A  N/A  N/A 

2014‐15  3‐5  N/A  N/A  N/A  N/A  N/A 

2015‐16  3‐5  79% 115 44% 33%  .41

 

Goal 1: Growth Measure4  

Each year, under the state’s Growth Model, the school’s mean unadjusted growth percentile in 
English language arts for all tested students in grades 4‐8 will be above the state’s unadjusted 
median growth percentile.   

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 in comparison to other students with the same score in 
the previous year.  The analysis only includes students who took the state exam in 2015‐16 and also 
have a state exam score from 2014‐15 including students who were retained in the same grade.  
Students with the same 2014‐15 score are ranked by their 2015‐16 score and assigned a percentile 
based on their relative growth in performance (student growth percentile).  Students’ growth 
percentiles are aggregated school‐wide to yield a school’s mean growth percentile.  In order for a 
school to perform above the statewide median, it must have a mean growth percentile greater than 
50. 

Given the timing of the state’s release of Growth Model data, the 2015‐16 analysis is not yet 
available. This report contains 2015‐16 results, the most recent Growth Model data available.5   

                                                         

4 See Guidelines for Creating a SUNY Accountability Plan for an explanation. 

5 Schools can acquire these data from the NYSED’s Business Portal: portal.nysed.gov. 
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RESULTS 

Manhattan Charter School surpassed the statewide median growth percentile in both 4th and 5th 
grade.  The increase in fifth grade indicates incremental improvement as students develop comfort 
and gain foundational prerequisites to instruction. 

2015‐16 English Language Arts Mean Growth Percentile by Grade Level 

Grade 
Mean Growth Percentile 

School 
Statewide 
Median 

4 53.5 50.0

5 56 50.0

6 50.0

7 50.0

8 50.0

All 54.8 50.0

EVALUATION 

Overall the total school’s total mean growth percentile is greater than the state median of the 50th 
percentile.  Both grades at MCs were able to exceed the mean growth percentile of the state.   

ADDITIONAL EVIDENCE 

While the 5th grade mean growth percentile was mostly aligned with the state median for the 2014‐
2015 school year, the school has otherwise exceeded the state median for both 4th and 5th grade in 
the 2015 and 2016 school years. 

English Language Arts Mean Growth Percentile by Grade Level and School Year 

Grade 
Mean Growth Percentile

2014‐15  2015‐16  Statewide Median 

4  66.5 53.5 50.0

5  49.5 56 50.0

6  50.0

7  50.0

8  50.0

All  58.0 
54.8
 

50.0 

 

 

SUMMARY OF THE ENGLISH LANGUAGE ARTS GOAL 

Overall, Manhattan Charter School has seen continued progress in proficiency over the past three 
years.  While the school did not meet the absolute measure of 75% of students enrolled in at least 
their second year being proficient on the ELA exam, it did meet every other goal.  The school 
improved ELA proficiency by 13% from over the past year and 33% over the past two years.   
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Type  Measure Outcome

Absolute 
Each year, 75 percent of all tested students who are enrolled in at least 
their second year will perform at proficiency on the New York State English 
language arts exam for grades 3‐8.  

Did not Achieve 

Absolute 
Each year, the school’s aggregate Performance Level (PLI) on the state 
English language arts exam will meet that year’s 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 proficiency on the state English 
language arts exam will be greater than that of students in the same tested 
grades in the school district of comparison.  

Achieved 

Comparative 

Each year, the school will exceed its predicted level of performance on the 
state English language arts exam by an Effect Size of 0.3 or above 
(performing higher than expected to a small degree) according to a 
regression analysis controlling for economically disadvantaged students 
among all public schools in New York State. (Using 2015‐16 results.) 

Achieved 

Growth 

Each year, under the state’s Growth Model the school’s mean unadjusted 
growth percentile in English language arts for all tested students in grades 
4‐8 will be above the state’s unadjusted median growth percentile. (Using 
2015‐16 results.)  

Achieved 

   

 

ACTION PLAN 

Specific steps MCS has taken to improve the academic performance for the 2016‐17 school year 
include the full adoption of Engage NY for ELA across all grades.  This schoolwide initiative, 
beginning with Kindergarten to fourth grade, will reinforce and more effectively build upon 
comprehensive student learning from grade to grade.  In addition, a new Early Childhood Specialist 
was hired to support students in grades K‐2. We also added a Reading Teacher to support our 
struggling readers in all grades. An AIS provider have been hired for the new school year.  They join 
the existing, SETTS provider and Literacy Coach in working with teachers and students.   

 

Teachers will continue to receive dedicated PD during scheduled half‐days (on average twice a 
month).  For the 2016‐17 year, all students who fell below the NYSED cut‐point for AIS 
recommendation will receive small group instruction.  

 

A mandatory independent reading block has been added in grades K through 5 to support student 
in building reading stamina.  Teacher received extensive PD to enhance their conferencing tactics 
during the independent reading block, allowing them to support student with individual reading 
goals. 

 

A mandatory extended day for testing grades will also continue to be in effect.  Beginning in 
November and running to April. 3rd through 5th graders will receive an additional 45 minutes of 
instruction four days a week (Monday, Tuesday, Thursday and Friday). 
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MATHEMATICS 

Goal 2: Mathematics 

Students’ academic performance in math meets or exceeds local, state, and national standards. 

BACKGROUND 

The curricula of all core and enrichment subjects at MCS is aligned to the New York State standards 
and performance indicators.  

As part of their daily math instruction, MCS students read, write and discuss mathematics. 
Instruction encompasses both the New York State content and process strands for each grade level.  
Problem solving is emphasized in mathematics, as MCS students explore, guess, evaluate and re‐
evaluate solutions, gaining confidence in their ability to tackle complex mathematical problems. 
Working in both heterogeneous and homogeneous groups, students experience rigorous teaching 
and scaffolding of mathematical thinking processes. MCS students learn that they are capable of 
having mathematical ideas, applying what they know to new situations, and thinking and reasoning 
about unfamiliar problems. Cooperative learning groups and guided math groups provide 
differentiated instruction for advanced mathematical conversation and reinforce foundational 
concepts for students. Students also make conjectures and discuss the validity of those conjectures. 

Goal 2:  Absolute Measure 

Each year, 75 percent of all tested students enrolled in at least their second year will perform at 
proficiency on the New York State mathematics examination for grades 3‐8.  

METHOD 

The school administered the New York State Testing Program mathematics assessment to students 
in 3rd through 5th grade in April 2017.  Each student’s raw score has been converted to a grade‐
specific scaled score and a performance level.   

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 not enrolled in at least their second year.   

2016‐17 State Mathematics Exam 
Number of Students Tested and Not Tested 

Grade 
Total 
Tested 

Not Tested6 Total 
Enrolled IEP ELL Absent Refused

3  39  2 2 1 5 45 

4  38  2 0 2 2 42 

5  33  2 0 1 3 37 

                                                         

6 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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6     

7     

8     

All  110  6  2  4  10 124 

RESULTS 

The chart below highlights the comparison of results on the NYS Math Exam between students who 
were enrolled at least two years (n=107) to all students tested (n=110). 

 

Performance on 2016‐17 State Mathematics Exam 
By All Students and Students Enrolled in At Least Their Second Year 

 

Grades 

All Students   
Enrolled in at least their 

Second Year 

Percent 
Proficient 

Number 
Tested  

Percent 
Proficient 

Number 
Tested  

3  41%  39  36%  36 

4  63%  38  63%  38 

5  48%  33  48%  33 

6         

7         

8         

All   51%  110 50% 107 

EVALUATION 

Manhattan Charter School did not meet the 75% proficiency goal on the 2016‐17 State Math Exam. 
However, student did make progress on the average scores over the past 3 years. 

ADDITIONAL EVIDENCE 

Based on comparisons of the data between this year and last, we did notice growth, specifically in 
the cohort of students in the 4th grade. 

 

Manhattan Charter School partnered with JUMP Math to enhance our ability to use data to drive 
instruction and grow our culture of continuous assessment and action planning. JUMP Math 
provides MCS with the ability to assess student mastery of the common core standards through 
quarterly interim ELA and math assessments. During the 2016‐2017 school year, MCS adopted 
JUMP Math in all grade levels. In addition we use STARS 360, an assessment tool created by 
Renaissance Learning to support with interim testing. The JUMP Math staff coach our teachers and 
leadership to use the interim data to identify gaps in learning and build re‐teaching plans to address 
these gaps. 
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This is the first year MCS is submitting data to SUNY.  As a result, a comparison of students enrolled 
for 2 or more years is not available. 

 

Mathematics Performance by Grade Level and School Year 

Grade 

Percent of Students Enrolled in At Least Their Second Year 
Achieving Proficiency  

2014‐15 2015‐16 2016‐17 

Percent 
Number
Tested 

Percent 
Number 
Tested 

Percent 
Number 
Tested 

3    36% 36 

4    63% 38 

5    48% 33 

6     

7     

8         

All    50% 107 

 

Goal 2:  Absolute Measure 

Each year, the school’s aggregate Performance Level Index (“PLI”) 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 enabling all students to be proficient.  As a result, the state sets an AMO each year to 
determine if schools are making satisfactory progress toward the goal of proficiency in the state’s 
learning standards in mathematics.  To achieve this measure, all tested students must have a PLI 
value that equals or exceeds the 2016‐17 mathematics AMO of 109.  The PLI 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 PLI is 200.7 

RESULTS 

51% of all MCS students achieved proficiency on the math assessment learning standards.  When 
including students nearing proficiency (Level 2), that number is increased to 82%.  As a result, the 
PLI value for MCS is 133, which exceeds the state MO for 2016‐17. 

Mathematics 2016‐17 Performance Level Index (PLI)  

Number in 
Cohort  

Percent of Students at Each Performance Level

Level 1  Level 2 Level 3 Level 4 

45  21%  28% 28% 13% 

42  11%  26% 21% 42% 

37  24%  27% 45% 3% 

                                                         

7 In contrast to NYSED’s Performance Index, the PLI does not account for year‐to‐year growth toward proficiency.    
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    PI  =  31% + 31% + 20%  =  82%
          31% + 20%  =  51%
          PLI  =  133

EVALUATION 

Manhattan Charter School met the 2016‐17 Performance Level Index set by the state (PLI=144 vs. 
AMO=109). MCS will continue to work toward the goal of proficiency in the state’s learning 
standards in mathematics. 

Goal 2:  Comparative Measure 

Each year, the percent of all tested students who are enrolled in at least their second year and 
performing at proficiency on the state mathematics exam will be greater than that of all students in 
the same tested grades in the school district of comparison. 

METHOD 

A school compares the performance of tested students enrolled in at least their second year to that 
of all tested students in the public school district of comparison.  Comparisons are between the 
results for each grade in which the school had tested 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.8 

RESULTS 

The chart below compares the results of Manhattan Charter School on the 2016‐17 State Math 
Exam against the neighboring New York City Community School District 1. MCS achieved a 50% 
proficiency rate of students enrolled in at least their second year at the school, as compared to the 
50% proficiency across NYC District 1. 

2016‐17 State Mathematics Exam  
Charter School and District Performance by Grade Level  

Grade 

Percent of Students at Proficiency

Charter School Students
In At Least 2nd Year 

All District Students 

Percent 
Number 
Tested 

Percent 
Number 
Tested 

3  36% 36 52% 726

4  63% 38 50% 711

5  48% 33 49% 717

6   

7   

8   

All  50% 107 50% 2154

                                                         

8 Schools can acquire these data when the New York State Education Department releases its database containing grade level 

ELA and math test results for all schools and districts statewide.  The NYSED announces the release of the data on its News 
Release webpage. 
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EVALUATION 

While Manhattan Charter School did not exceed the overall district performance level, it did match 
the district average proficiency on the 2016‐2017 state mathematics examination. MCS 
outperformed the district in 4th grade. 

ADDITIONAL EVIDENCE 

Manhattan Charter School has consistently exceeded or been in line with the district for all grades 
levels in the 3rd the 5th grade math assessments over the past three years.  It is important to note 
that District 1 includes high‐achieving, screened, gifted and talented schools (one of which draws 
citywide) and schools with very low populations of black and Hispanic students, neither of which 
are representative of Manhattan Charter School’s student population.  

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

Grade 

Percent of Students Enrolled in at Least their Second Year Who Are at 
Proficiency Compared to Local District Students  

2014‐15  2015‐16 2016‐17 

Charter 
School  

District  
Charter 
School  

District  
Charter 
School  

District  

3  49%  48% 37% 51% 36% 52% 

4  52%  46% 71% 46% 63% 50% 

5  68%  50% 47% 45% 48% 49% 

6     

7     

8     

All  55%  48% 50% 47% 50% 50% 

 

Goal 2:  Comparative Measure 

Each year, the school will exceed its predicted level of performance on the state mathematics exam 

by an Effect Size of 0.3 or above (performing higher than expected to a meaningful degree) 
according to a regression analysis controlling for economically disadvantaged students among all 
public schools in New York State. 

METHOD 

The Institute conducts a Comparative Performance Analysis, which compares the school’s 
performance to that of demographically similar public schools statewide.  The Institute uses a 
regression analysis to control for the percentage of economically disadvantaged students among all 
public schools in New York State.   The Institute compares the school’s actual performance to the 
predicted performance of public schools with a similar concentration of economically 
disadvantaged students.  The difference between the school’s actual and predicted performance, 
relative to other schools with similar economically disadvantaged statistics, produces an Effect Size.  
An Effect Size of 0.3, or performing higher than expected to a meaningful degree, is the 
requirement for achieving this measure. 
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Given the timing of the state’s release of economically disadvantaged data and the demands of the 
data analysis, the 2016‐17 analysis is not yet available. This report contains 2015‐16 results, the 
most recent Comparative Performance Analysis available.   

RESULTS 

During the 2015‐16 school year, Manhattan Charter School made significant progress over the 
previous year (2014‐15) in mathematics thus improving the school’s overall comparative 
performance, meeting the goal of an Effect Size of .3 and above.   

2015‐16 Mathematics Comparative Performance by Grade Level 

Grade 
Percent 

Economically 
Disadvantaged 

Number 
Tested 

Percent of Students 
at Levels 3&4 

Difference 
between Actual 
and Predicted 

Effect  
Size 

Actual Predicted

3  77%  43 37% 36% 1%  .04

4  85%  34 71% 31% 40%  1.98

5  76%  38 47% 30% 17%  .94

6     

7     

8     

All  79%  91% 50% 33% 17%  .91

School’s Overall Comparative Performance: 

.91 

 

EVALUATION 

Manhattan Charter School successfully exceeded the comparative performance analysis Effect Size 
threshold of .3 or higher, demonstrating that MCS is making satisfactory progress toward the goal 
of proficiency in the state’s learning standards in mathematics. 

ADDITIONAL EVIDENCE 

As this is the first year Manhattan Charter School is submitting data to SUNY, the comparative 
performance analysis of the Effect Size for the 2 previous years is unavailable. 

Mathematics Comparative Performance by School Year 
 

School 
Year 

Grades 

Percent 
Eligible for 
Free Lunch/ 
Economically 
Disadvantaged 

Number 
Tested 

Actual  Predicted 
Effect 
Size 

2013‐14  N/A  N/A N/A N/A N/A  N/A

2014‐15  N/A  N/A N/A N/A N/A  N/A

2015‐16  3‐5  79% 115 50% 33%  .91
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Goal 2: Growth Measure9  

Each year, under the state’s Growth Model, the school’s mean unadjusted growth percentile in 
mathematics for all tested students in grades 4‐8 will be above the state’s unadjusted median 
growth percentile.   

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 in comparison to other students with the same score in 
the previous year.  The analysis only includes students who took the state exam in 2015‐16 and also 
have a state exam score in 2014‐15 including students who were retained in the same grade.  
Students with the same 2014‐15 scores are ranked by their 2015‐16 scores and assigned a 
percentile based on their relative growth in performance (student growth percentile).  Students’ 
growth percentiles are aggregated school‐wide to yield a school’s mean growth percentile.  In order 
for a school to perform above the statewide median, it must have a mean growth percentile greater 
than 50. 

Given the timing of the state’s release of Growth Model data, the 2015‐16 analysis is not yet 
available. This report contains 2015‐16 results, the most recent Growth Model data available.10   

RESULTS 

Manhattan Charter School surpassed the statewide median growth percentile in both 4th and 5th 
grade.   

2015‐16 Mathematics Mean Growth Percentile by Grade Level 

Grade 
Mean Growth Percentile 

School 
Statewide 
Median 

4 64.5 50.0

5 59 50.0

6 50.0

7 50.0

8 50.0

All  61.75  50.0 

 

EVALUATION 

Manhattan Charter School’s mean growth percentile exceeded the state median of the 50th 
percentile.  MCS surpassed the state median percentile by 14.5% in 4th grade and 9% in 5th grade. 

                                                         

9 See Guidelines for Creating a SUNY Accountability Plan for an explanation. 

10 Schools can acquire these data from the NYSED’s business portal: portal.nysed.gov. 
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ADDITIONAL EVIDENCE 

MCS has consistently surpassed the state median percentile over the past three testing years. 

Mathematics Mean Growth Percentile by Grade Level and School Year 

Grade 
Mean Growth Percentile

2013‐14  2014‐15  2015‐16 
Statewide 
Median 

4  68 63.5 64.5 50.0

5  74 70.5 59 50.0

6    50.0

7    50.0

8    50.0

All  71.0  67.0   61.75  50.0 

 

 

SUMMARY OF THE MATHEMATICS GOAL 

Overall, Manhattan Charter School has seen a constant level proficiency over the past three years.  
While the school did not meet the absolute measure of 75% of students enrolled in at least their 
second year being proficient on the ELA exam, it did meet every other goal.  Over the past three 
years MCS has either exceeded the district or been in line with the district in terms of overall 
proficiency.   

 

Type  Measure Outcome

Absolute 
Each year, 75 percent of all tested students who are enrolled in at least 
their second year will perform at proficiency on the New York State 
mathematics exam for grades 3‐8.  

Did Not Achieve 

Absolute 
Each year, the school’s aggregate Performance Level (PLI) on the new York 
State mathematics exam will meet that year’s 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 proficiency on the state mathematics 
exam will be greater than that of students in the same tested grades in the 
school district of comparison.  

Achieved 

Comparative 

Each year, the school will exceed its predicted level of performance on the 
state mathematics exam by an Effect Size of 0.3 or above (performing 
higher than expected to a small degree) according to a regression analysis 
controlling for economically disadvantaged students among all public 
schools in New York State. (Using 2015‐16 school district results.) 

Achieved 

Growth 
Each year, under the state’s Growth Model the school’s mean unadjusted 
growth percentile in mathematics for all tested students in grades 4‐8 will 
be above the state’s unadjusted median growth percentile.   

Achieved 
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ACTION PLAN 

MCS adopted Jump Math across K – 5th grades for the 2016‐17 year.  A math consultant will 
continue to work with teachers in implementing Jump Math and developing strategies to work with 
all students.   

A mandatory extended day for testing grades will also continue to be in effect.  Beginning in 
November and running to April 1st, 3rd, 4th and 5th graders will receive an additional 45 minutes of 
instruction four days a week (Monday, Tuesday, Thursday and Friday). 
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SCIENCE 

Goal 3: Science 

Students’ academic performance in science meets or exceeds local, state, and national standards. 

BACKGROUND 

Science instruction emphasizes scientific inquiry and student investigation of scientific concepts. 
Students use the processes of science, such as observing, classifying, describing, experimenting, 
measuring, inferring and predicting.  Through hands‐on investigations, collaborative learning, 
student discourse, inquiry, integration of disciplines and content areas, and multisensory methods, 
MCS students explore key scientific concepts and principles in the physical and life sciences. MCS is 
committed to establishing a foundation of scientific literacy for every student, advancing ideas that 
prepare them for a life in an increasingly complex scientific and technological world. This scientific 
literacy is fostered with the introduction and scaffolding of instructional efficiency, and with the 
creation of a science classroom where students actively construct ideas through inquiries, 
investigations, and analyses. MCS students are given feedback on their performance in science with 
a series of assessment forms and will participate in individual student interviews, portfolio 
assessments, summative and embedded formative assessments. MCS students, prepared with the 
knowledge and thinking capacities to excel in science in the 21st century, are motivated to exceed 
societal expectations for the next generation of citizens. 

Goal 3: Absolute Measure 

Each year, 75 percent of all tested students enrolled in at least their second year will perform at 
proficiency on the New York State science examination. 

METHOD 

The school administered the New York State Testing Program science assessment to students in 4th 
grade in spring 2017.  The school converted each student’s raw score to a performance level and a 
grade‐specific scaled score.  The criterion for success on this measure requires students enrolled in 
at least their second year to score at proficiency.   

RESULTS 

Manhattan Charter Schools has maintained a consistent population of students.  As a result, all 
student taking the 4th grade science assessment have been enrolled in at least their 2nd year at MCS. 

Charter School Performance on 2016‐17 State Science Exam 

By All Students and Students Enrolled in At Least Their Second Year 

Grade 

Percent of Students at Proficiency

All MCS Students 
Charter School Students 

In At Least 2nd Year 

Percent
Proficient 

Number 
Tested 

Percent
Proficient 

Number 
Tested 

4  97% 38 97% 38
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8         

All  97%  38  97%  38 

EVALUATION 

MCS far exceeded the goal of 75% proficiency for students enrolled in at least their second year on 
the science exam.  In fact MCS almost reach 100% proficiency on the 4th grade science exam. 

ADDITIONAL EVIDENCE 

MCS has maintained an effective Science program as evidenced by the consistently high proficiency 
levels on the 4th grade science exam for the past 3 years. 

Science Performance by Grade Level and School Year 

Grade 

Percent of Students Enrolled in At Least Their Second Year at 
Proficiency 

2014‐15 2015‐16 2016‐17 

Percent 
Proficient 

Number 
Tested 

Percent 
Number 
Tested 

Percent
Proficient 

Number 
Tested 

4  100%  42 100% 34 97% 38 

8     

All  100%  42 100% 34 97% 38 

 

Goal 3: Comparative Measure 

Each year, the percent of all tested students enrolled in at least their second year and performing at 
proficiency on the state science exam will be greater than that of all students in the same tested 
grades in the school district of comparison. 

METHOD 

The school compares tested students enrolled in at least their second year to all tested students in 
the public school district of comparison.  Comparisons are between the results for each grade in 
which the school had tested students in at least their second year and the results for the respective 
grades in the school district of comparison.   

RESULTS 

The data table shows the comparison of students at MCS for at least their second year and the 
overall district proficiency. 

2016‐17 State Science Exam  

Charter School and District Performance by Grade Level 
 

Grade 

Percent of Students at Proficiency

Charter School Students 
In At Least 2nd Year 

All District Students 

Percent
Proficient 

Number 
Tested 

Percent
Proficient 

Number 
Tested 

4  97% 38 N/A N/A
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All  N/A N/A N/A N/A

EVALUATION 

Data for New York City District #1 is not available, thus a comparison to the district cannot be made 
at this time. 

SUMMARY OF THE SCIENCE GOAL 

Students have far exceeded the absolute measure of 75% of all tested student enrolled in at least 
their second year being proficient on the New York State science exam.  There is no state data 
available to assess the school’s comparative goal. 

Type  Measure Outcome 

Absolute 
Each year, 75 percent of all tested students enrolled in at 
least their second year will perform at proficiency on the New 
York State examination. 

Achieved 

Comparative 

Each year, the percent of all tested students enrolled in at 
least their second year and performing at proficiency on the 
state exam will be greater than that of all students in the 
same tested grades in the school district of comparison. 

N/A 

     

 

ACTION PLAN 

MCS has engaged a Science consultant to support 3rd and 4th grade classroom teachers implement 
the science curriculum.
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Goal 4: NCLB 

The school will make Adequate Yearly Progress. 

Goal 4: Absolute Measure 

Under the state’s NCLB accountability system, the school’s Accountability Status is in good standing:  
the state has not identified the school as a Focus School nor determined that it has met the criteria 
to be identified as school requiring a local assistance plan.   

METHOD 

Because 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 state proficiency standards.  New York, like all states, 
established a system for making these determinations for its public schools.  Each year the state 
issues School Report Cards.  The report cards indicate each school’s status under the state’s No 
Child Left Behind (“NCLB”) accountability system. 

RESULTS 

The school was found to be in Good Standing as per the NYSED. 

EVALUATION 

The school has met good standing for the 2016‐17 school year as determined by the New York State 
Education Department. 

ADDITIONAL EVIDENCE 

Over the past three years, the school has remained in good standing as determined by the New 
York State Education Department. 

NCLB Status by Year 

Year  Status

2014‐15  Good Standing

2015‐16  Good Standing

2016‐17  Good Standing
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Goal 5: Financial Viability 

The school is well‐run, financially viable organization and capable of achieving long term 
success 

Goal 5: Financial Viability 

The school is well run, financially viable organization and capable of achieving long term success 

METHOD 

Upon the completion of the school’s first year and every year thereafter the school will undergo an 
independent financial audit the will result in an unqualified opinion and no major findings 

RESULTS 

The chart below demonstrates the outcome of the annual financial audit. 

Historical Financial Audit Results  

Item Audit Final Results 

2013‐2014 Unqualified Report 

2014‐2015 Unqualified Report 

2015‐2016 Unqualified Report 

2016‐2017 Unqualified Report 

EVALUATION 

The school has met this goal every year since its first year of operation and continues to be a 
financially viable organization capable of serving it community and achieving long term success. 
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Entry	2	NYS	School	Report	Card	Link
Created:	07/24/2017	•	Last	updated:	07/28/2017

1.	NEW	YORK	STATE	REPORT
CARD

Provide	a	direct	URL	or	web	link
to	the	most	recent	New	York
State	School	Report	Card	for	the
charter	school	(See
https://reportcards.nysed.gov/).

(Charter	schools	completing	year	one
will	not	yet	have	a	School	Report	Card	or
link	to	one.	Please	type	"URL	is	not
available"	in	the	space	provided).

https://data.nysed.gov/reportcard.php?
instid=800000057944&year=2016&createreport=1&enrollmen
t=1&avgclasssize=1&freelunch=1&attendance=1&suspension
s=1&teacherqual=1&teacherturnover=1&staffcounts=1&38EL
A=1&38MATH=1&48SCI=1&naep=1&elemELA=1&elemMATH
=1&elemSci=1&unweighted=1
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i.	TOTAL	ENROLLMENT	ON	JUNE
30,	2017

262

k1.	DOES	THE	SCHOOL
CONTRACT	WITH	A	CHARTER	OR
EDUCATIONAL	MANAGEMENT
ORGANIZATION?

	

No

j.	GRADES	SERVED	IN	SCHOOL	YEAR	2016-17
Check	all	that	apply

Grades	Served K,	1,	2,	3,	4,	5

l1.	FACILITIES
Does	the	school	maintain	or	operate	multiple	sites?

No,	just	one	site.

l2.	SCHOOL	SITES
Please	list	the	sites	where	the	school	will	operate	for	the	upcoming	school	year.

Physical
Address

Phone
Number

District/CSD Grades
Served	at
Site

School	at	Full
Capacity	at
Site

Facilities
Agreement

Site	1
(same
as
primary
site)

100	Attorney
Street

212-533-
2743 CSD	1 6 Yes DOE	space

Site	2

Site	3
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m1.	Is	the	school	or	are	the
school	sites	co-located?

Yes

n1.	Were	there	any	revisions	to
the	school’s	charter	during	the
2016-17	school	year?	(Please
include	approved	or	pending
material	and	non-material
charter	revisions).

No

l2a.	Please	provide	the	contact	information	for	Site	1.

Name Work	Phone Alternate	Phone Email	Address

School
Leader Genie	DePolo 212-533-2743 gdepolo@manhattan

charterschool.org

Operati
onal
Leader

Complia
nce
Contact

Complai
nt
Contact

m2.	Please	list	the	terms	of	your	current	co-location.

Date	school
will	leave
current	co-
location

Is	school
working	with
NYCDOE	to
expand	into
current
space?

If	so,	list	year
expansion
will	occur.

Is	school
working	with
NYCDOE	to
move	to
separate
space?

If	so,	list	the
proposed
space	and
year	planned
for	move

School	at	Full
Capacity	at
Site

Site	1
(primar
y	site)

No No Yes

Site	2

Site	3
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o.	Name	and	Position	of
Individual(s)	Who	Completed	the
2016-17	Annual	Report.

Ola	Duru

Date 2017/08/01

p.	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.	Check	YES	if	you	agree	and	then	use	the	mouse	on	your	PC	or	the	stylist	on
your	mobile	device	to	sign	your	name).

Yes

Signature,	Head	of	Charter	School

Signature,	President	of	the	Board	of	Trustees

Thank	you.



 

 

MCS and MCS2 Calendar 2017-2018 
Student hours 7:45 AM - 3:30 PM 

 

Grades 3 – 5, November 6th – March 22nd 7:45 – 4:15 
 

Date Description 

August 28 First Day of School for all students   

September 4 Labor Day –School Closed 

September 13 Student Half Day                                  

September 21 Rosh Hashanah – School is OPEN 

September 22 Rosh Hashanah – School is OPEN 

September 27 Student Half Day                                  

October 9 Columbus Day – School Closed 

October 11 Student Half Day                                   

October 25 Student Half Day – Parent Teacher Conferences  

November 7 Election Day – School is OPEN 

November 8 Student Half Day 

November 22 Student Half Day 

November 23-25 Thanksgiving Break – School Closed 

December 1 MCS K - 2 Winter Concert                                                

December 6 Student Half Day 

December 8th  MCS 3rd – 5th Winter Concert         

December 15 MCS2 K – 5 Winter Concert             

December 20 Student Half Day 

December 25 – 
January 1, 2018 

Winter Recess – No School 

January 10 Student Half Day 

January 15 Martin Luther King, Jr. Day – No School 

January 24 Student Half Day – Parent Teacher Conferences 



February 7 Student Half Day 

February 16 Lunar New Year – School is OPEN 

February 19-23 Midwinter Recess – No School 

February 28 Student Half Day 

March 14 Student Half Day 

March 26 – April 2 Spring Recess – No School 

April 6th  MCS – K - 2 Spring Concert                   

April 11, 12, 13 NYS ELA Exam (Gr. 3-5) 

April 11  Student Half Day 

April 25 Student Half Day  

May 1, 2, 3 NYS Math Exam (Gr. 3-5) 

May 9 Student Half Day – Parent Teacher Conferences 

May 11 MCS 2  (K-5)  Spring Concert                            

May 18 MCS – 3rd – 5th Spring Concert              

May 23 Student Half Day  

May 28 Memorial Day – No School 

June 8 Last day of school for all students  

8.17.17 


