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OME Number: 4040-0004
Expiration Date: 01/31/2009

Application for Federal Assistance SF-424 Version 02

" 1. Type of Submission: " 2. Type of Application:  * If Revision, select appropriate letter(s]:

) Preapplication & New |

® Application 7 Continuation * Other (Specify

7 Changed/Corrected Application 7y Revision |

* 3. Date Received. 4. Applicant [dentifier

Ezn1iz008 I

2a. Federal Entity |dentifier. * 5b. Federal Award |dentifier:

State Use Only:

6. Date Received by State: | | f. State Application |dentifier: | |
8. APPUCANT INFORMATION:

" a. Legal Name: New York State Education Department I

* b. Employer/Taxpayer Identification Number (EIN/TIN): * ¢. Qrganizational DUNS:
|(b)(2) 06752173

* Street1: [B8 Washingfon Avenue

Street?: |
" City: lAlbany

County: EI banx _I

* State: [NY New York

Province: |

" Country. USA UNITED STATES
* Zip ! Postal Code: |12234

Department Name; Division Name;

[Ech Tmpr & Comm Services [Reg} [Cffice of Public School Choice

f. Name and contact infermation of person to be contacted on matters involving this application:

Prefix: [Or " First Name: Darlene

Middle Name: IM.

* Last Name: [Mengel

Suffix: |

Title: [Supervisor - Education Programs

Organizational Affiliation

FYS Education Department

* Telephone Mumber: |B18474-1762 |Fa:u: Number: [|518-474-3209

*Email:  [dmengel@mail nysed.gov

Tracking Number: GRANTO0408575 Funding Opportunity Number: ED-GRANTS 120307 -001 Received Date: 2008-02-01 14:47:35.000-05:00 Time Zone: GMT-5
FPR/Award # UEZ82A080011 2



OME Number: 4040-0004
Expiration Date: 01/31/2009

Application for Federal Assistance SF-424 Version 02

9. Type of Applicant 1: Select Applicant Type:

I&: State Govermnment

Type of Applicant 2: Select Applicant Type:

Type of Applicant 3. Select Applicant Type:

* Other (specify):

*10. Name of Federal Agency:

Fi.S. Department of Education

11. Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Number:

E.EBE

CFDA Title:

ICharter Schools

*12. Funding Opportunity Number:

FD—GF{N\ITSJ Z0307-001
* Title:

E.EBEA Charter School Program State Education Agencies

13. Competition Identification Number:

-282A82008-1
Title:

14. Areas Affected by Project (Cities, Counties, States, etc.):

I\Iew York State

*15. Descriptive Title of Applicant's Project:

'\WS 2008-2011 C3P Project

Attach supporting documents as specified in agency instructions.

Tracking Number: GRANTO0408575 Funding Opportunity Number: ED-GRANTS 120307 -001 Received Date: 2008-02-01 14:47:35.000-05:00 Time Zone: GMT-5
FPR/Award # UE282A080011 2



OME Number: 4040-0004
Expiration Date: 01/31/2009

Application for Federal Assistance SF-424 Version 02

16. Congressional Districts Of:

*a. Applicant  [NY-all " b. Program/Project NY-all

Attach an additional list of Program/Project Congressional Districts if needed.

17. Proposed Project:

*a. Start Date; ﬁBEDHEDDB | *b. BEnd Date; |[}?;31,f2[}11

18. Estimated Funding ($}:

* a. Federal | 23,D59,262.D5|

* b, Applicant

* . State

*d. Local

e, Other

“f. Program Income

*g. TOTAL

*19._1s Application Subject to Review By State Under Executive Order 12372 Process?

7y a. This application was made available to the State under the Executive Order 12372 Process for review on

7 b. Program is subject to E.Q. 12372 but has not been selected by the State for review.
& c Program is not covered by E.O. 12372,

* 20 1s the Applicant Delinquent On Any Federal Debt? (K "Yes", provide explanation.)
7y Yes & No

21_ "By signing this application, | certify (1) to the statements contained in the list of certifications** and (2} that the statements
herein are true, complete and accurate to the best of my knowledge. | also provide the required assurances** and agree to com-
ply with any resulting terms if | accept an award. | am aware that anyfalse, fictitious, or fraudulent statements or claims may
subject me to criminal, civil, or administrative penalties. {(U.5. Code, Title 218, Section 1001)

¥] * | AGREE

** The list of certifications and assurances, or an internat site where you may obtain this list, is contained in the announcement or agency
specific instructions,

Authorized Representative:

Prefix: Ms. " First Name: [Theresa
Middle Name: |E

* Last Name: Ea‘m

Suffix: |

*Title:  [Dep Comm for Operations & Management Services

* Telephone Mumber: |51 B-474-2547 |Fax Number: |518473-28/2

"Email:  ksavo@mail nysed.gov

* Signature of Authorized Representative: |Mary Dzonsc " Date Signed. P2/01/2008

Authorized for Local Reproduction Standard Form 424 (Revised 10/2005)
Frescribed by OMB Circular A-102

Tracking Number: GRANTO0408575 Funding Opportunity Number: ED-GRANTS 120307 -001 Received Date: 2008-02-01 14:47:35.000-05:00 Time Zone: GMT-5
FPR/Award # UEZ82A080011 2



OME Number: 4040-0004
Expiration Date: 01/31/2009

Application for Federal Assistance SF-424 Version 02

* Applicant Federal Debt Delinquency Explanation

The following field should contain an explanation if the Applicant organization is delinguent on any Federal Debt. Maximum number of
characters that can be entered is 4 000, Try and avoid extra spaces and carriage returns to maximize the availability of space.

Tracking Number: GRANTO0408575 Funding Opportunity Number: ED-GRANTS 120307 -001 Received Date: 2008-02-01 14:47:35.000-05:00 Time Zone: GMT-5
FPR/Award # UE282A080011 2



Attachmenis

AdditionalCongressionalDistricts

File Name Mime Type
AdditionaliProjectTitle
File Name Mime Type
Tracking Number: GRANTO0408575 Funding Opportunity Number: ED-GRANTS 120307 -001 Received Date: 2008-02-01 14:47:35.000-05:00 Time Zone: GMT-5

FR/Award # LE282A080011 2



BUDGEET INFORMATION

US. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

NON-CONSTRUCTION PROGRAMSN

COM B Conirob Numtber; 1RO

Loxprereieom Dile: (3002005

?\E;m'h; ﬁi" Imli[u1'&&'111;’{'}111'111&F:H'u'}n'

Apprhicants requesting fundimg for onby one vear should complete the
cotumn under
vear grants should comiplete alf appdicable cobnrns,
istructions before compleig lormt

CProgect Yeur 17 Apphicants requesting fundmg {or mulbli-

Plesse rewd aff

SIECTION A -

BUDGET SUMMARY

UM DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION FUNDS
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*Indirect Cost Information (To Be Completed by Your Business Office):

I vou e requestime reanbursentent for mdmact costs on bime TG please angswer the Tollowme questions;

(13 Do ovou have an Inderect Cost Rate Agreement appraved by the Federat government? X1 ves 11 no
C2E T ves, phesse provede the {ollowing mfonmstion:
Pereowd Coversd by the Indiect Cost Rate Aereemtent: From:

Apprroving Federat aoency: X1 £

[1 Oher (pl

A1 /200 To:

euse specHy b

TSR (o ddivy v

...................................................................

(3 For Re stricted Rate Proerams (check oned -- Are vou usime o restricted mdmect cost ];tlL e

[X] 15 inctuded in youdr approved Indoect Cost Raie Agreemtent? or,

ED Form N, 524

FR/Award # LE282A080011
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[ Complies with 34 CFR 76,5642



Lo L R O LUEC R O8 OB Control Notbwer: [ RG0S

BUDGEET INFORMATION

[2xprereeieom Daie: Q63002005

NON-CONSTRUCTION PROGRAMS

Apprbecants requesting fundimg for onby one year shoutd comyplete the
Namwe of Insteistion/Orcantzation: coturrin under "Project Yeur 1.7 Apphicants requesting {undimg for ol
New York Stale Educaiton Department vear prants should comiplete ol applicable cobunms, Please read ol
tstructions bedore compleimg fomt

SECTION B - BUDGET SUMMARY
NON-FEDERAL FUNDS

Budeet Calegories Progect Yewr I{ar | Project Yeuar 2 Progect Yeur 3 Provect Yeor <4 Provect Yeur 3 Toiat (17
{Ir} (c} (o (i)
()
()
()
()
()
()
()

()
()
()
()
()
()
()

. Personnel 0)4) 6%7.235
2. Fringe Beneftis
3 Trvel

4, Laqueprent

lhaa L
()
A3, 1K)
A 1EKS
RV,
(3] 43
()
()

LT iy

667852
3
11 .80)
1,792
4,000
| 76,000
3y
()
RSEEE

[ELER 3D
AR SRS
A L

| 45,343

[ 1,36}
()
A KD
31D

S0 suppries

a0 Clomitrae il

FooConstruction

. Oither

Q- Toval Direct Costs
Chimes 1-8)

[Eh Tndirect Costs 08,724 15 06,785 |5 07708 18 : ; 2k ikl

REHRER! [LEHF2 48E

fil T]':t'minf_; Stipends §; §; §; ' : [}
12, Todal Costs fhines 9- IS 17618 |5 U2R.229 S JEVFE 197 | S ' : 2916 0k
13

FR/Award # L282A080011 af



ASSURANCES - NON-CONSTRUCTION PROGRAMS

OME Approval No., 4040-0007
Expiration Date 04/30/20608

FPubic reporting burden for this coliection of information s estimatedio average 15 minwtes per response, inciuding time for reviewing

nstructions, searching existing data sources, gathenng and maindaning the data needed, and compieting and reviewing the coliection of

mformation, Send comments regarding the burden estimate or any other aspect of this collection of Bformation, including suggestions for
recucng this burden, 1o the Office of Management and Budget, Pagerwork Reduction Proeot [0348-0040), Washington, DC 20503,

PLEASE DO NOT RETURN YOUR COMPLETED FORM TO THE OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET. SEND
IT TO THE ADDRESS PROVIDED BY THE SPONSCORING AGENCY.

NOTE: Cerfain of these assurances may not be applicable 10 your project or program. i you have guestions, please
cortact the awarding agency. Further, certain Federal awarding agencies may reqguire applicants {o certify (o
additional assurances. If such is the case, yvou will be notified.

As the duly authorized representative of the applicart, | certify that the applicant:

1. Has the legal authonty {o apply for Federal assistance Act of 1873, as amended {29 U.5.C. §794}, which
and the institutional, managerial and financial capability prohibits discrimination on the basis of handicaps; (d)
{including funds sufficient to pay the non-Federal share the Age Discrimination Act of 1875, as amended (42
of project cost} to ensure proper planning, U.5.0. §86101-6107}, which prohibits discrimination on
management and compietion of the project described the basis of age; (e} the Drug Abuse Office and
inn this application. Treatment Act of 1972 (P.L. 82-255}, as amended,
relating to nondiscrimination on the basis of dru
2. Will give ?he awarding agency, the f:t::mptmiier (zeneral ai::use:g{f} the Comprehensive Alcohol Abuse angcf
of the United States and, if appropriate, the State, Alcoholism Prevenfion, Treatment and Rehabilitation
through any authorized representative, access 1o and Act of 1970 (P.L. 91-616), as amended, relating fo
the right 1o examine all records, bOOKs, papers, of nondiscrimination on the basis of alcoho! abuse or
documents fE;E‘tEd {0 the EPWEJ_C{; arc will Estabiiﬁh o Ei'ﬂﬂhﬁﬁﬁm; {g} §§523 and 527 of the Puhblic Healfh
proper af::r::t::unt;ﬂg system in accordance w;ﬁh ggnea’aiiy Service Act of 1912 {42 U.5.C. §§290 dd-3 and 200
accepled accounting standards or agency directives. ee- 3}, as amended, relating to confidentiality of alcochol
3. Will establish safeguards to prohibit employees from and drug abuse patient records; {h} Title VIl of the Civi
using their posifions for a purpose that constifutes or Rights Act of 1968 {42 U.S.C. §83601 et seq.), as
presents the appearance of personal or organizational amended, relating to nondiscrimination in the sale,
corfflict of interest, or personal gain. rental or financing of housing: {1} any other
nondiscrimination provisions in the specific statute(s)
4. Wil initiate and compiete the work within the applicable under which application for Federal assistance is being
time frame after receipt of approval of the awarding made; and, {J} the requirements of any other
agency. nondiscrimination statute{s) which may apply to the
application.
2. Will comply with the intergovemmental Personnel Act . Wil comply, or has already complied, with the
of 18970 {42 U.5.C. §8§4728-47063) relating to prescribed requiremernts of Titles H and I of the Uniform
standards for merit systems for programs funded under Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition
one of the 19 statutes or reguiations specified in Policies Act of 1970 (P L. 91-6406} which provide for fair
Appendix A of OPM's Standards for a Merit System of and eguitable treatment of persons displaced or whose
Personnel Administration (5 C.F.R. 800, Subpart F. property s acquired as a resuit of Federal of
, , , federally-assisted programs. These requirements apply
. Wil comply with all Federal statutes relating 1o

Previous Edition Usable

nondiscrimination. These include but are not imited to:
{a) Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (P L. 88-352}
wihich prohibits discrimination on the basis of race,
color or national origin; {3} Title X of the Education
Amendments of 1972, as amended {20 U.5.C. §§1681-
1683, and 1685-1686), which prohibits discrimmnation
ort the pasis of sex; {¢} Section 504 of the
Rehatiitation

Tracking Number: GRANTO0408575

FR/Award # LE282A080011 afd

Authorized for Local Reporoduction

to all interests inreal property acquired for project
purposes regardiess of Federal parficipation n
purchases,

. Wil comply, as applicable, with provisions of the Hatch

Act (5 U.5.C. §§1501-1508 and 7324-7328) which limit
the political activities of empioyees whose principal

employment activities are funded in whole or in part
with Federal funds.

Standard Form 424B (Rev. 7-97)
Prescribed by OME Circular A-102



9,

10,

11.

Will comply, as applicable, with the provisions of the
Davis- Bacon Act {40 U.5.C. §%276a to Z27/6a-7), the
Copeland Act (40 U.5.C. §276¢ and 18 U.5.C. §874},
and the Contract Work Hours and Saftety Standards
Act (40 U .5.C. §8327- 333), regarding iabor standards

for federally-assisted construction subagreements.

Will comply, if applicable, with flood nsurance
purchase requirements of Section 102{a}) of the Food
Disaster Protection Act of 1973 (P.L. 93-234) which
requires recipients in a special floocd hazard area to
parficipate in the program and {o purchase flood
insurance if the total cost of insurable construction and
acquisition is $10,000 or more.

Will comply with environmental standards which may
be prescribed pursuant to the following: {a) institufion
of environmental guality control measures under the
National bnvironmental Policy Act of 1969 (P L.
G91-190} ang Executive Order (EO} 11514 (b)
notification of viclating faciities pursuant to EO 11738;
(¢} protection of wetlands pursuant to £0O 1189380; (d)
evaiuation of flood hazards in floodpiains in
accordance with £0O 1149388, (e} assurance of project
consistency with the approved State management
program developed under the Coastal Zone
Management Act of 18972 (16 U .5.C. §8§1451 ef seq. i;
{(fy conformity of Federal actions to State {Clean Aur)
implementation Plans under Section 176{c} of the
Clean Air Act of 1955, as amended (42 U.5. .0, §57401
et seq.); (g} protection of underground sources of
drinking water under the Safe Drinking Water Act of
1974, as amenaed {P.L. Y3-523}; and, () protection of
endangered species under the bndangered Species
Act of 1973, as amended {P.L. 93- 205},

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

Will comply with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act of
18968 (16 U.5.C. 881271 et seq.} related to protecting
components or potential components of the national
wild and sceme fvers system.

Will assist the awarding agency in assuring compliance
with Section 1006 of the National Historic Preservation
Act of 18966, as amended (16 U.5.C. §470), £EO 11583
Lidentification and protection of historic properties), and
the Archaeological and Historic Preservation Act of
1974 (16 U.5.C. §846%a-1 et seq. ).

Will comply with P.L. 93-348 regarding the protection of
numan subjects involved in research, development,
and related activities supported by this award of
assistance.

Will comply with the Laboratory Animal Welfare Act of
1966 (P.L. 88-044, as amended, 7 U 5.0, §§2131 &l
seg.} perfaining fo the care, handling, and freatment of
warm blooded animals held for research, teaching., or
other activilies supported by this award of assisiance,

Will comply with the Lead-Based Paint Poisoning
Prevertion Act (42 U .5.C. §8480G1 et seq.} which
prohibits the use of lead-based paint in construction or
rehabilitation of fesidence structures.

Will cause o be performed the reguired financial and

compliance audits in accordance with the Single Audit
Act Amendments of 1996 and OMB Circular No., A-133,
"Audits of States, Local Governments, and Non-Profit

Organizations.”

Will comply with all applicable requirements of all cther
Federal laws, execufive orders, regulations, and
policies governing this program.

T SIGNATURE CF AUTHORIZED CERTIFYING CEFICIAL

Mary Drzonsc

T TITLE

Dep Comm for Operations & Manage-
ment Services

T APPLICANT ORGANIZATION
New York State bducation Department

Tracking Number: GRANTO0408575

FR/Award # LE282A080011 et

T DATE SUBMITTED
02-01-2008

Standard Form 424B (Rev. 7-87) Back



CiSCLOSURE OF LOBBYING ACTIVITIES

Complete this form to disclose lobbying activities pursuant to 31 U.5.C. 1352 Approved by OME

(See reverse for public burden disclosure.)

0348-0046

1. " Type of Federal Action: 2. 7 Status of Federal Action: 3. "Report Type:

—a. contract —a. bid/offer/application *a initial filing

*h grant * b initial award ~b. material change

—C. cooperative agreement —C. post-award For Material Change Only:

d. Iban year guarter

_é. lban guarantee date of last report

_F loan insurance
4. Name and Address of Reporting Entity: 2. [f Reporting Entity in No.4 is Subawardee, Enter Name and

Address of Prime:

*Prime _SubAwardee  Tier if known:

" Name: New York State Education Department

" Address

849 Washington Avenue

Albany

MY New York

12234

Congressional District, if known:
6. " Federal Department/Agency: f. " Federal Frogram Name/Description: Charter Schools
Department of Education CFDA Number, if applicable: 84.282
8. Federal Action Number, if known: 9. Award Amount, if known:

10. a. Name and Address of Lobbying Registrant {if individual, complete name): | b. Individual Performing Services (including address if different

* Name: from MNo. 10a}):
NA " Name:
NA MA
MA
* Address,

11. Information requested through this form is authorized by title 31 U.5.C. sec-
tion 1352. This disclosure of lobbying activities is a material representation of
fad upon which reliance was placed by the tier above when the transaction was | * Name:
macde or entered into. This disclosure is required pursuant to 31 U.5.C. 1352, Ms.
This information will be reported to the Congress semi-annually and will be

available for public inspection. Any person who fails to file the required disclos- | Theresa

ure shall be subject to a civil penalty of not less than $10,000 and not more
than $100,000 for each such failure. E

* Signature: Mary Drzonsc

Savo

Title: Deputy Commissioner for OMS
Telephone Mo.. 518-474-2547

PR/ Awdra e i ugnG RANT00408575 et




Date: 02-01-2008

Authorized for Local Reproduction
Standard Form - LLL (Eev. 7-87)

ublic Burden Disclosure statement

According to the Paperwork Reduction Act, as amended, no persons are reguired to respond to a collection of information unless it displays a valid
OME Control Number. The valid OMB control number for this information collection is OMB No. 0348-0046. Public reporting burden for this
collection of information is estimated to average 10 minutes per response, including time for reviewing instructions, searching existing data
sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the collection of information. Send comments regarding the

burden estimate or any other aspect of this collection of information, including suggestions for reducing this burden, to the Office of Management
and Budget, Paperwork Reduction Project (0345-0048), Washington, DC 20503,

PR/ Awdra e i ugnG RANT00408575 et




CERTIFICATION REGARDING LOBBYING

Certification for Contracts, Grants, Loans, and Cooperative Agreements

The undersigned certifies, 1o the best of his or her kKnowledge and beliel, that:

E’E y No Federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be paid, by or on behalf of the undersigned, to ara%r person
of influencing or attempting 1o influence an officer or employee of an agency, a Member of Congress, an officer or
employee of Congress, or an employee of a Member of Congress in connection with the awarding of any Federal
contract, the making of any Federal grant, the making of any Federal {oan, the entering into of any cooperative
agreement, and the extension, continuation, renewal, amendment, or modification of any Federal contract, grant,
loan, or cooperative agreement.

{2} If any funds other than Federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be paid to any person for influencing or
attempting to influence an officer or empir:}fyee of any agency, a Member of Congress, an officer or employee of
Congress, or an employee of a Member of Congress in connection with this Federal contract, grant, loan, or
cooperative agreement, the undersigned shall complete and submit Standard Form-LLL, "Disclosure of Lobbying
Activities,” Iin accordance with its instryctions.

{31 The undersigned shall require that the language of this certification be included in the award documents for ai
subawards at ali tiers {including subcontracts, subgrants, and contracts under i;i"aﬂtﬁ, loans, and cooperative
agreements) and that all subrecipients shall certify and disclose accordingly. This certification is a material
representation of fact upon wnich reliance was placed when this transaction was made or entered into. Submission of
this certification i1s g ﬁrerequisite for making or entering into this transaction imposed by section 1352, title 31, U.S.
Code. Any person wno fails to file the required certification shall be subject to a civil penaity of not less than $10,000
and not more than $100,000 for each such failure.

Statement for Loan Guarantees and Loan Insurance
The undersigned states, to the best of his or her Knowledge and belief, that:

If any funds have been paid or will be paid to any person for influencing or attempting to influence an officer or
aimpioyee of any agency, a Member of Congress, an officer or empif:}%ree of Congress, or an employee of a Member
of Congress in connhection with this cormitment providing for the United States to insure or guarantee a loan, the
undersigned shall complete and submit Standard Form-LLL, "Disclosure of Lobbying Activities,” in accordance with
18 mstructions. Submission of this statement is a prerequisite for making or entering into this transaction imposed by
section 1352, title 31, U.S. Code. Any person who faills 1o file the required statement shall be subject {o a civil penaity
of not less than $10,000 and not more than $100,000 for each such failure.

T APPLICANT'S ORGANIZATION
New York State BEducation Department

T PRINTED NAME AND TITLE OF AUTHORIZED REPRESENTATIVE

Prefix: Ms. T First Name: Theresa Middle Name: E.
* Last Name: Savo Sutfix: " Tifle:  Dep Comm for Operations & Management Services

T SIGNATURE: Mary Drzonse T DATE: 02/01/2008

Tracking Number: GRANTO040E575

PR/Award # UPB2ANS0011 et



IRED FOR DEPARTMENT OF

SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION REQU
GRANTS

EDUCATION

1. Project Director

* Name:
Dr.

Darlene
%
Menge!

FhD

* Address:
NYSED - Gffice of Public School Choice Programs

84 Washington Avenue

Albany
County

Albany
NY: New York
12234

USAUNITED STATES

* Phone Number:
518-474-1762

Fax Number:
A18-474-3204

Emait:
dmengel@mail.nysed.gov

2. Applicant Experience:

_Yes _No ¢ Notapplicabie to this program

3. Human Subjects Research

Are any research activities involving human subjects planned at any time during the proposed project Perjod?
_Yes & No
Are ALL the research activities proposed designated o be exempt from the reguiations”?

Yes Provide BExemplion{s) #:

No Provide Assurance #, if available:

Tracking Number: GRANTO0408575

PR/Award # UPB2ANS0011 etd



Piease attach an explanation Narrative:

FileName MimeType

Tracking Number: GRANTO0408575

PR/Award # UPB2ANS0011 et



OME Control Mo, 1880-000F (Exp. 09/30:2004}

NOTICE TO ALL APPLICANTS

The purpose of this enclosure is to inform you about a new provision in
the Department of Education's General Education Provisions Act
(GEFA) that applies to applicants for new grant awards under
Department programs. This provision is Section 427 of GEFA, enacted
as part of the Improving America's Schools Act of 19894 (Public Law
(P.L.}103-382}.

To Whom Does This Provision Apply?

section 427 of GEPA affects applicants for new grant awards under
this program. ALL APPLICANTS FOR NEW AWARDS MUST
INCLUDE INFORMATION IN THEIR APPLICATIONS TO ADDRESS
THIS NEW PROVISION IN ORDER TO RECEIVE FUNDING UNDER
THIS PROGRAM.

(If this program is a State-formula grant program, a State needs to
provide this description only for projeds or activities that it carries out
with funds reserved for State-level uses. |n addition, local school
districts or other eligible applicants that apply to the State for funding
need to provide this description in their applications to the State for
funding. The State would be responsible for ensuring that the school
district or other local entity has submitted a sufficient section 427

statement as described below )
What Does This Provision Require

Section 427 requires each applicant for funds {other than an individual
persony to include in its application a description of the steps the
applicant proposes to take to ensure eguitable access to, and
participation in, its Federally-assisted program for students, teachers,
and other program beneficiaries with special needs. This provision
allows applicants discretion in developing the required description. The
statute highlights six types of barriers that can impede equitable access
or padicipation: gender, race, national origin, color, disabhility, or age.

Based on local circumstances, you should determine whether these or
other barriers may prevent your students, teachers, etc. from such
access or participation in, the Federally-funded project or activity. The
description in your application of steps to be taken to overcome these

barriers need not be lengthy,; you may provide a clear and succinct

description of how you plan to address those barders that are
applicable to your circumstances. In addition, the information may be
provided in a single narmtive, or, if appropriate, may be discussed in
connection with related topics in the application.

Section 427 is not intended to duplicate the requirements of civil rights
statutes, but rather to ensure that, in designing their projects,
applicants for Federal funds address equity concems that may affect
the ability of cerain potential beneficiaries to fully participate in the
project and to achieve to high standards. Consistent with program
requirements and its approved application, an applicant may use the

Federal funds awarded to it to eliminate barriers it identifies.

What are Examples of How an Applicant Might Satisfy the
Requirement of This Provision?

The following examples may help illustrate how an applicant may
comply with Section 427

(1) An applicant that proposes to carry out an adult literacy project
serving, among others, adults with limited English proficiency, might
describe in its application how it intends to distribute a brochure about
the proposed project to such potential participants in their native

language.

(2} An applicant that proposes to develop instructional materials for
classroom use might describe how it will make the materials available

on audio tape or in braille for students who are blind.

(3) An applicant that proposes to camy out a model science program for
secondary students and is concemed that girls may be less likely than
boys to enroll in the course, might indicate how it intends to conduct

"outreach” efforts to girls, to encourage their enrollment.

We recognize that many applicants may already be implementing
effective steps to ensure equity of access and participation in their
grant programs, and we appreciate your cooperation in responding to

the requirements of this provision,

Estimated Burden Statement for GEPA Requirements

According to the Paperwork Reduction Act of 18983, no persons are required to respond to a collection of information unless such colledion displays a

valid OMB control number. The valid OME control number for this information collection is 1890-0007. The time required to complete this information

collection is estimated to average 1.5 hours per response, including the time to review instructions, search existing data resources, gather the data

needed, and complete and review the information collection. If you have any comments conceming the accuracy of the time estimate(s) or

suggestions for improving this form, please write to: Director, Grants Policy and Oversight Staff, U.5. Department of Education, 400 Maryland
Avenue, SW (Room 3852, G5A Regional Office Building Mo. 3), Washington, DT 20202-4248.
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ABSTRACT

The NYS 2008-2011 Charter Schools Program (CSP) Project meets the purpose
ot the C5P by mcereasing the awareness of the charter school model o dissenunating
mtormation about charter schools and successtul practices in charter schools to teachers,
parents, communty members and other pubhic schools; by expanding the number ot high-
guality charter schools avaitable to students i New York State by both providing sub-grants
for planmng, program design, and mplementation; and by conducting an evaluation ot the
cttects of charter schools operating within New York State,

The project’s expected outcomes are to: {1) mcerease the number of new high
guahity charter schools, and, m particuiar, guahty secondary schools; {(2) utilize CSP grant
funding to mprove student outcomes; {3) support charter schoods to be tiscally responsibie
and stable for long-term viabihty; and {(4) promote the awareness of charter schools,
mciuding best practices tound m charter schools.

The New York State Education Department ("NYSED,” “SEA” “SED™) has
been a recipient of tederal CSP tunds since 1999, Since then, NYSED has sub-aliocated up
to 30 percent of the award to the State’s other major charter authonizer, the Board of Trustees
of the State University of New York ("SUNY BOT,” "SUNY YY) NYSED and SUNY have
caretuily assessed the mpact this project has had upon both policy and practice m New York
State.  The €SP tunds will be used to address governance, which 1 a common challenge
among charter schools, by having a greater emphasis on traymng tor charter schools™ Boards
of Trustees and their leadership. To create a continuun ot K-12 high guabity charter schools
m New York State, the CSP grant tunds will also be used to have a greater emphasis on

secondary charter schools.
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1. COMPETITIVE PREFERENCE PRIORITIES
Priority 1: Secondary Schools

New York State defines secondary school students as those m grades 9 through 12, New
York State charter schoot faw allows charter schools’ adnussion pohcies to “provide expanded
fearning opportumities tor students at-risk of academic tatlure.™ (§2854(2)a) of the Education
Law). A combmnation of these charactenstics will be a priornty tor the purpose ot approving
apphications to sub-grantees.  To emphasize high tederal and State acadenne expectations for
student success, the SEA will dissenunate NCLB requirements and accountabiiity mtormation to
charter schools.  The charter schools™ progress m attaming those high expectations will be a
continued tocus throughout this CSP grant period.

Mandatory State assessments provide data that tracks student acadenue achievement
over time, thus providing on-gomyg mformation about individuals and cohorts of students as they
progress through the grades and giving mmdicators of potential acadenuc tarlure, including the
likelihood of not completing high school, Interventions may be designed and applied m a ttimely
manner to prevent such tamure. This data also allow turther comparison ot charter school
students” acadenue success with students m therr districts of location, with schools across the
state with sinular demographics, and with students statewide.

Fach charter school in New York State 18 required to subnut an annual report which
meludes evidence of attamment of it goals, mcluding absolute, comparative, and growth
measures.  Technical assistance will be provided to schools where needed as part of the ongoing
oversight of progress m improving student achievement.

New York State will give those projects that support activities and mterventions aimed at

mproving the acadenuce achievement ot secondary school students a prniority m the erant
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apphcation process.  Ten pomts will be added to the score of any sub-grant apphicant that
successtuily addresses this prionty thus encouraging developers to focus on secondary students.

The SEA will encourage and support the aggressive recrugtment of secondary school
students from exasting nuddie level charter schools, thus ensuring a continuous guality charter
school experience for these students.  Existing charter schools will be supported i ettorts to
grow mn grade fevels, with a sinuar resuit tor those students. Current charter school strategies to
attract and retam secondary level students will be shared with applicants. The SEA will
highlight and promote such strategies and accomphishments of exasting charter schools serving
high school students by writing articles and descriptions to be posted on the SEA's Oftice of
Public School Chowce Program’s {(PSCP) website, which includes hinks to the mdividual schools’
websites, and through presentations and techmical assistance to other charter schoots.
Priority 2: Periodic Review and Evaluation

New York State Education Law was amended by adding a new articie 36 to meorporate

the Charter Schools Act of 1998, Article 56 establishes the New York State Board of Regents
{BOR) as the only entity authonzed to issue a charter in New York State. Prior to the issuance of
a charter by the BOR, a charter entity must approve the application whether it 18 a new, renewal,
or revised charter apphication. The statute establishes the entities that authorize charter schools

and requires each to conduct a perntodic review and evaluation of the charter schools each

GVETSECS.

oversee each school approved by such entity, and may visit, exanune mto and mspect any charter
school, meluding the records of such school, under its oversight. Owversight by a charter school

entity and the board of resents shall be sutticient to ensure that the charter schoot 1

[
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compliance with all apphicable faws, regulations and charter provisions.”  In addition to this
statutory provision, the charters authonzed by the Board of Regents (BOR) as the charter entity
claborate on the nature ot oversight. “The Charter School and the School Board acknowledge

that the Resents are authornized to oversee the Charter School™s operations m all respects.. . To
pernut the Regents to tuifill this oversight function under the Act and ensure that the Charter
Schoot 13 in comphance with all apphcabie laws and reguiations, and the terms and conditions of
the Charter, the Charter School agrees to abide by and mimplement the Oversight Plan.™  The
terms of the Oversight Plan requires that the State will “visit the charter school at least twice
annually to conduct an imtormal review ot the school’s progress to date; conduct comprehensive
and special education montorimyg at least once during the charter school’s charter; and conduct
announced and unannounced visits, ag well as reviews, mterviews and audits, and mstitute any
other procedures deemed necessary, as circumstances warrant, to ascertain the ongomg tigcal and
cducational soundness ot the charter school.” The BOR and each charter entity have developed
evaluative oversight or accountabibity systems regardiess. These systems are designed to allow
the charter school and the entity to deternune it the school 18 progressing successtuily to renewal
and serves as an indicator of the hikelithood ot the school’s ability to make a compelhing case tor
renewal. A central component of that system 18 a schedule of penodic visits to, and mspections
of, charter schools.  In s oversight or accountabibity plan, each charter school must detine the
performance objectives as approved by s charter entity and demonstrate how progress toward
these objectives will be measured.  This accountabibity plan s cnitical to the peniodic and
ongomg review and evaluation of a charter school, particuiarty for the purpose of renewal.
Durimg each yvear of mstruction, charter entity statt visit authornized charter schools twice

annually seeking evidence of etfectiveness m key areas: teaching and learning {curricuium,

LI
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mstruction and assessment); chimate {environment and disciphine); taciity {(butlding or physical
plant); and tidelity to the school's charter. The visits include mterviews with the school leader,
statt, parents, students and reviews of student work. The site visit reports convey the mspectors’
msights, conclusions and discussions with the schools. These reports also help mtorm parents
and other members of the public about the school's progress toward meeting its acadenuc goals
as spectiied m the school’s Oversight or Accountability Plan. In addition, all charter schooels are
reguired to undergo an annual fiscal audst.

[n the third year of a school’s five yvear charter term, the charter entities conduct an
extensive and rigorous comprehensive review ot all aspects of the charter school. The charter
entities conduct mdependent evaluation of the charter schools they authornize by contracting with
an external mspection or evaluation team ot their own choosing.  These teams may consist of
statt irom the charter entity and/or persons with particular expertise i specitic areas ot school
operations, mcluding NCLB proegrams.  These teams conduct desk audits of documents, spend
two to tour days onsite at the school, and prepare comprehensive monttoring reports tor the
charter entity. Charters may be renewed tor a term of up to tive yvears. In addition, the NYSED,
on behalt of the BOR, conducts a comprehensive review ot all charter schools, regardless ot the
charter authorizer.

Charter schools are given the opportunity m the tourth vear ot their charter term to
correct all wssues and concerns discovered during the third vear comprehensive monttoring
review. In July of the vear in which the charter 13 to expire, charter schools submit their renewal
apphicatton.  The renewal apphication must mciude: “(a) a report ot the progress of the charter
school m achieving the educational objectives set torth m the charter; (b) a detailed hinancial

statement that discloses the COSt of admimnistration, mstruction
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and other spending categonies tor the charter school that will allow a comparison ot such costs to
other schools, both pubhic and private. Such statement shall be m a torm prescribed by the board
of tegents; {¢) copies of each ot the annual reports ot the charter school required by
subdivision 2 of §2857 of this article, mcluding the charter school report cards and the
certiiied hmancial statements; and {(d) mmdications of parent and student satistaction.”

The renewal of a charter school 13 based on athirmative evidence gathered from a vanety
of data sources by the independent evaluators.  This data serves as the basis that all charter
entittes and the BOR use to deternune whether the school’s resuits ment renewal of s charter
for another tern.

Within six months ot the end of an authorized charter school™s charter, NYSED statt
submuts the proposed renewal charter to the BOR for approval and extension of the provisional
charter. NYSED stait must provide evidence to explamm why a charter renewal 18 deserved and
nake the necessary tindings to support a recommendation to the BOR tor renewal of BOR-
authorized charter schools. For submissions by other charter entities, NYSED stait also must
exanune the athbrmative evidence from the charter entity explamimg why a charter renewal 13
deserved and must make the necessary tindings to support a recommendation that the BOR
approve or retum the proposed renewal charter to the charter entity tor reconsideration.  Statt
must make the tindings that “the charter school: {1) meets the reguirements set out i Articie 36
of the Education Law, and all other apphcable faws, rules and regulations; {(2) will, dunng the
renewal period, operate m an educationaily and niscally sound manner; {3) s hkely, during the
renewal pertod, to mmprove student fearmng and achievement and materally turther the purposes
set out m subdivision 2 of Q2850 of Article 56 of the Education Law; and {4) dunng the renewal

pertod, will have a sipniticant educational benetit to the students expected to attend the proposed

ra4y
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charter school” These hindings can only be substantiated based upon the penodic reviews and
evatuations that are conducted by each charter entity, mcluding the State Education Department.
Priority 3: Number of High-Quality Charter Schools

Section 2852{Y) of Education Law, estabhished that “the total number ot charter ssued
pursuant to this article shall not exceed one hundred.” The statute turther stated that “a
conversion of an existing pubhic school to a charter school or the renewal or extension of a
charter shall not be counted toward the numerical himits estabhished by this subdivision.” The
first new charter schools were approved and ssued charters in 1999, and the one hundredth new
charter school was approved and ssued a charter m 2006, The number of charter schools
operation mereased at a sfow but steady rate over eight vears. This siow rate of charter school
growth and the legsiatively imposed cap on the number of new charter schools that couid be
established has ympacted the State’s abibity to expend s CSP grant m a timely tashion and
without stgnificant carryover.

The New York State Legisiature has provided a remedy to this situation by enacting
several amendments o Article 36 of Education Law that were contamned in the 2007-08 State
budget bl Specitically, “Part D-2 of Chapter 37 of the Laws of 20077 was enacted and i part
revises §2a56 (9) of the Education Law to expand “the total number of charters issued pursuant
to this article. . .not to exceed jonet two hundred.” The SEA and the charter entities were able to
proceed with the review and authorization of a number of applications that had been received in
anticipation of the cap revision. The SEA and charter entities presented new charter school
apphications to the BOR for action at is December 2007 and January 2008 meetings. The BOR

sued twenty-two new charters at s recent meetings. Theretore, 22 newly approved charter

schools will open for mstruction in September 2008, In addition, Objective 1 states that there

i1
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wiil be 10 new high guality charter schools created i the 2008-2009 school vear. The charter
entities have mdicated that a combmed total of 12 to 15 charter school apphications are
forthconung to the BOR tor action by March 2008, The State expects to receive several more
apphications in June 2008.

As previousty mdicated, all charter school apphcations must mciude a “descerniption of
student aclievement goals for the school’s education program and the chosen methods of
evaluating that students have attammed the skills and knowledge specitied tor those goals. Such
cducational program shall meet or exceed the student pertormance standards adopted by the
board of regents for other public schools™ as stated m $2851{2)(B). Evidence ot the guahity of
charter schools i New York State 18 strongly mdicated i the resuits on the State’s grade 4 and 8
ELA and Math assessments tor the most recent school vear 2006-07. On the State’s grade 4
ELA and Math assessments, 47 charter schools reported resuits m terms ot the percent of
students passig. Of these, 55 percent had more students passing than their district of focation in
ELA and 73 percent had more students passmyg than their district of location m Math., Twenty
six charter schools reported resuits, with 58 percent ot charter schools showing more students
passing that thewr disincet of focation i ELA and 60 percent i Math.  In the fast Annual CSP
Pertormance Report, only one school of the 96 charter schools m operation was wdentitied ag a
public school i need of improvement.

As mdicated m Priority #2, NYSED stait must find, on behalt of the BOR, that an
apphicant’s proposed charter schoot will operate m an educationally sound manner. Statt must
also tind that “the charter school: {1) meets the requrements set out i Article 56 of the
Education Law, and all other apphicable laws, rules and regulations: {(2) will, during the renewal

pertod, operate m an educationally and tiscally sound manmner; {3) 18 hkely, durnng the renewal
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period, to mmprove student learning and achievement and materially turther the purposes set out
m subdivision two of section twenty-eight hundred tifty of Article 56 ot the Education Law; and
{4) durnng the renewal period, will have a sigmficant educational benefit to the students expected
to attend the proposed charter school.”™

Additional evidence of the State’s high expectations tor the guality ot s charter schools
15 attested m the closures or dissolutions of several charter schools. Two ot the ongmal charter
schools that opened m 1999 voluntardy dissolved their charters. Another early charter school
had its charter revoked tor a combination of tactors, mcluding student achievement and school
governance.  Yet another charter school had s charter revoked betore the schoot opened
because of governance and hscal concerns, and st another charter school surrendered s
charter because it had not been able to open.  In these mstances, the SEA or the charter entity

was unabie to make the tindings that the school was educationally or tiscally sound.

Finatly, 47 charter schooels have been in operation long enough {(five vears) to apply tor
renewal; 31 of these charter schools obtammed a tull five-year charter renewal. The remaming
sixteen of the 47 obtamed a charter renewal tor less than a five-year charter tern.  Ondy six

charter schools tated to receive a charter renewal, and closed at the end ot thewr fitth vear ot
operation.  The close scrutiny of the charter schools that have apphied tor renewal, the tocus on
student achievement cutcomes, and the closure of somie of the charter schools all attest to the
BOR and the charter entities” keen interest in the guabity ot their charter schools.

Priority 4: One Authorized Public Chartering Agency Other than a Local Educational
Agency (LEA), or an Appeals Process

Articie 56 ot the New York State Education Law provides for tour charter entities, as

foHows: “A charter entity shall be: {a) The board ot education ot a school district ehgible tor an

apportionment of aid under subdivision twelve of section thirty-six hundred two of this chapter,

3
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provided that a board of education shall not approve an apphcation tor a school to be
operated outside the school distriet’s geographic boundanies and turther provided that m a ety
having a popuiation of one mutthon or more, the chancelior of any such city school district shall
be the charter entity  estabhished by this paragraph; (b) The board of trustees ot the state
university of New York; or {¢) The board of regents. ... 'The charter entity and the board ot

cuents shall be de

e

ﬂ
E.

ned to be the public agents authonzed to supervise and oversee the charter
school.” (2R3 a)b)e).

Charter authonzers inciude the Board of Regents, the Trustees of the State University of
New York and the Chancelior of the New York City Public Schools. In addition, any local board
of education may also act as a charter authorizer. To date, ondy the Buttalo City School
District’s Board of Education has acted as a charter authonizer.
Priority 8: High Degree of Autonomy

Once the BOR has awarded a charter, the new charter school accepts increased treedom
irom the traditional rules that pubiic schools must tollow m exchange tor mereased pertormance
based accountabiiity. A charter school 13 accountable tor meeting s measurable student
achievement goals or nisk non-renewal ot 13 charter.  This mmcereased avtonomy coupled with
mereased accountabity miuses all aspects of the oversight of charter schools, beginnimyg with a
rigorous appiication process that applicants must 2o through to receive a charter as well as to
niaintain its charter.

Charter schools in New York State are fiscally autonomous, according to statute. ©A
charter school shall be deemed an independent and autonomous public school” {2853 {1){¢) of
the Education Law). Further, “the board of trustees of the charter school shall have tmal

authority for pohicy and operational decisions of the school.”™ {($2833{(1)1) of the Educaton

4
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Law). In keeping with this authority, it 18 the trustees ot each charter school’s board that are
responstbie tor approving the school™s annual budget and for monitormg its finances.

An apphication tor a charter schoot shall mmclude “a proposed budget and tiscal plan tor
the school including evidence that the fiscal plan 15 sound and that sutticient startup tunds wiil be
avatiable to the charter school.” {(§2831(2)e) of the Education Law). Resources are allocated
the budeet at the direction and discretion ot the apphcant and upon approval will be adopted by
the charter school board of trustees. While each charter school has a high degree of autonomy
over the charter school’s budgets and expenditures, accountabiiity 18 also mamtained. “A charter
school shall be subject to the financial audits, the audit procedures, and the audit requirements
set forth in the charter and shall be subject to audits of the comptrolier as set torth mn section
thirty-three ot the general municipal faw. Such procedures and standards shall be consistent with

generally accepted accounting and audit standards. Independent fiscal audits shall be reguired at

feast once annually.” (§2854 (1){¢) of the Education Law).

Charter schools i New York State receive their own allocations of federal entitiement
funds directly trom the SEA. Charter schools recerve per student tunding trom the school
districts of resrdence of s enrolled students. The amount of per student tunding s calcuiated by
the NYSED tor each school district. In the event a school distriet tats to tuliiH ity timancial
obitgation, there 18 a procedure i place tor the State to deduct unpaid obligations from state aid
due to the district and renut those tunds to the apphicable charter school

The Charter Schools Institute of the State Unrversity of New York hag the authority to
issue one hundred ot the two hundred charters authornized by statute. The ssue of charter schoot
autonomy 18 so mmportant that the part of the Institute’s nussion 18 to “vigorously respect, detend

and advocate tor each charter schools independence and autonony.”

| ¢}
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2. APPLICATION REQUIREMENTS

Application Requirement (i):  The response fo this reguirement is addressed in Selection

Criferic (1),

Application Requirement (ii):  Fhe response 1o This reguirement s addressed in Selection

Criferic (i)

Application Requirement (iii):  The response fo fhis requirement is addressed in Selection

Criferic (1)

Application Requirement (iv): [The response fo This reguirement Is addressed in Selection

Criferic (i),

Application Requirement (v):  [fhe New York Staie Educaiion Depariment will not be

exfablishing o revolving loan fund.

Application Requirement (vi): Request for Waivers

I. Coordination with SUNY: The NYSED has been a recipient ot the tederal CSP Grant
simce 1999, Smce that tme, NYSED has sub-allocated up to 50 percent of the award to the
State’s other major charter authorizer, the Board of Trustees ot the State University of New
York ("SUNY BOT7 or "SUNY ™).

The conditions of this sharing of tunds, which has allowed the SUNY BOT to award
sub-grants and adnunster a sub-grant program, have been dehineated under a Memorandum
of Agreement (MOA), (Attachment A) between NYSED and the SUNY BOT. It will be
reviewed by NYSED and SUNY and revised accordingly to retiect activities beyvond July 31,
2008,

The Charter Schools Institute was created to assist the SUNY BOT i meeting it

responstbiities under the New York State Charter Schools Act of 1998, As a single purpose

| ]

PR/Award # UPB2ANS0011 2t



entity concerned solely with the authorization, monitoring and renewal of charter schools, the
[nstitute 3 umqguely suited to assist the NYSED i s admumstration of the grant progran.
The SUNY BOT and the SUNY Charter Schools Institute were recently featured m a new
Linited States Department of Education {USDOE)Y guide on high guabity charter authorizing,
Supporiing Charter School Excellence Through Cuality Authorizing. By partnermg with
SUNY, the NYSED 15 abie to feverage expertise on SUNY s statt and provide continuity i
oversight of charter schools authonzed by SUNY., whie ensurimg and mamtaming
appropriate overall program accountability.

[n reterence to the March 14, 2001 fetter irom John Fiegel, Director of Public School
Choice Programs, USDOLE approved an amendment to our CSP grant allowmg NYSED to
sub-alocate to SUNY up to halt of the CSP grant tunds, as outlined mn the attached MOA. Tt
was stated m that letter that a warver of the CSP statute was not necessary. A March 2, 2006
fetter trom Theresa E. Save, NYSED Deputy Commussioner for Operations and Management
Services, NYSED, to Dean Kem, Director, Charter Schools Program, USDOE, reterenced
that m the approved apphcation tor PR/Award Number UZ82ZA050007 the NYSED woulid
agamn sub-aliocate a portion of the grant to SUNY and based on the above-mentioned March
14, 2001 letter that a warver need not be sought tor such an arrangement. An Apnid 6, 2006
fetter from John Fiegel, Director, Parental Options and Intormaton, USDOLE stated that the
LSDOEs position had not changed since prior awards S282A990055 and S282A02003. The
fetter went on to state that USDOE approved NYSED s reguest to sub-allocate a portion of

-
Ll

s approved grant to the SUNY BOT
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To the extent, however, that the USDOLEs position has changed i this regard, we

hereby reguest such a warver, It the USDOE's positon has remamed the same, we reguest

LSDOE approval for NYSED to continue the sub-aliocation to the SUNY BOT.

It

Limitation on number of awards a charter school may receive: The NYSED respecttully
reguests that the Secretary provide a warver, tor the narrow circumstances described below,
irom the hnutation that a charter school may not recerve more than one grant for planning
and program design activities and one grant for mmtial implementation ot a charter school.
Phis warver 18 necessary tor the State to tully realize the potential of the successtul operation
of charter schools m the State and to help address the competitive preterence prionty tor
improving the acadenuce achievement ot secondary students who are at greatest nisk ot not
meeting challenging State acadenmic standards and not completing high school.

specitically, the NYSED reguests that it be atforded the opportunity to award planmng
and mmplementation tunds to muitipie “schools”™ operating under a sigle charter with the
conditions that the new “school” must be:

a. Likely to mprove student learmming and achievement and operate m an educationatly and
fiscally sound manner.

b, A distinet high school program designed to mmprove the acadenmuc achievement of
secondary school students that are at greatest risk of not meeting challenging State
acadenuc requirements and not completing high school.

¢, Comprised of a student population that 1 sigmticantly biended as evidenced by at least
30 percent of mconung cohort of gt grade students shouid be trom other than the existing

charter school.
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d. Ditfterent adnumstratively than the exasting schootl program. This may include but not be
hnuted to a ditterent: school feader, governance structure, or Management Company.
¢, Separate physical location irom the existing school program.

The New York State Charter Schools Act of 1998 {as amended) does not allow a
charter school to operate more than one school or house any grade at more than one site and
as a resuit, the "new school” distinction s predicated on the charter schoot’s high school
programt meeting the reguirements above. Charter Schools that already serve a iull
complement of high school grades {erades 9-12), will be meligible to apply tor these
supplemental charter schoot program tunds attorded under the warver.

The NYSED and SUNY propose to award sub-grants to ehigible apphicants for high
schoot projects that meet the eritenia estabhished above consistent with (s proposed sub-grant
progrant tor new charter schools. We propose that each eligible apphicant recerving tunds use
such tunds only to plan andior mplement a charter high school under s existing charter.
Additionally, we propose that an ehgible apphcant recerving a sub-grant may use the tunds
oy tor post-award planning and design of the high school educational program, which may
mciude retinement ot the desired educational resuits and ot the methods tor measunng
progress toward achieving those resuits; and professional development of teachers and other
statt who will work i the charter high school; and mitial implementation ot the charter high
school, which may mclude mtorming the community about the school; acquirig necessary
cguipment and educattonal matertals and supphies; acguinng or developing currnicuium
materials for the high school proeram; and other mitial operational costs that cannot be met

irom State or local sources.

14
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This warver reqguest 18 targeted at expanding opportunities for students at greatest
risk of academuce tatiure. Open enroliment high school options i Buttalo, New York City and
other parts of the state are simply madeguate to meet demand. There are many successtui
operators of charter schools i New York, For example, standouts include the Carl C. [cahn
Charter School m the Bronx ({recognized by the USDOLE ifor Closing the Gap), the

Knowledege 13 Power Program {KIPP) charter schools m New York City, Harlem Village

Academy Charter School {recoemized and visited by President Bush fast vear), the Syracuse
Academy ot Science Charter School {the #1 sconng pubhic school i the Syracuse ity
School District tor the 20035-06 and 2006-07 school vears on the 7t grade and the g grade
ELA exams {Enghsh language arts), and numerous others.

New York State s proud of its high standards tor eraduation and 1 working to
improve s graduation rates. Recently, New York State’s Comnussioner of Education,
Richard Mills said, “the statewide graduation rate has gone up ondy shghtly and s
unacceptably fow.” “"We need to act urgently now. There are some bright spots. Graduation
rates of African- American and Hispanic students have mcreased. New York City has gamed.
But we stiil have tar to go. Many school ieaders ['ve talked to are using etfective strategies

and  showmg gams. We must make thewr methods  commonplace.™  Apridb 2007:

hitp:/ S www. oms.nvsed. sovipress' Gradrates 2006reiease FINAL htm

Expanding the availabiity ot high guality pubbic high schools by providing incentive
to successtul charter school operators to tackie the high school challenge appears to be a

natural extension of the Comnussioner’s charge.
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Application Regquirement (vii):

§2853(4) ot the New York State Education Law provides, “Special education
programs and services shall be provided to students with a disability attending a charter school in
accordance with the mdividualized education program (IEP) recommended by the comnuttee or
subcomnuttee on spectal education ot the student’s school distnict of residence.  The charter
school may arrange to have such services provided by such school district of residence or by the

1y
-
.

charter schooi directly or by contract with another provider Thus, charter schools are not
considered to be LEAs tor the purpose of providing special education programs and services.

§2853{2) of the New York State Education Law provides, m part, “Oversight by a charter entity

and the board of regents shall be suthicient to ensure that the charter school 15 m compliance with

b

atl apphicabie laws, reguiations and charter provisions.”

[n order to ensure comphance with all aspects of the IDEA, mcluding but not hmted
to sections 613{a)d) and 613(e) D{B), all charter authorizers conduct annual tormal and
mtormal monitoring visits, as well as comprehensive monitorg, to visit classrooms, review
records, and mterview parents, teachers, adnunmstrators, and trustees, to ascertam comphance
with all charter provisions and applicable statute and regulation.  Any mstances ot non-
compliance are noted, and the school 15 required to take all necessary steps to ensure such
compliance.  The SED shares s findings with other authorizers when such monitoring 1
conducted with the other authorizers™ charter schools, and both agencies collaborate to deternune
the necessary next steps. At no tme, however, does the SED rehinguish its responsibility for
such oversight or for adnumstering consequences tor such non-comphance, mn accordance with

228535 of the New York State Education Law.

| 6
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3. SELECTION CRITERIA
Selection Criteria (1) Assisting educationally disadvantaged and other students
The purpose of the charter schools grant program {(CSP) m New York 1s consonant
with the purpose ot the New York State Charter Schools Act of 1998 to merease “learning
opportuntties for all students, with special emphasis on expanded learning expeniences tor
students who are at-tisk of acadenuc tarlure”™ (Q2850{2)h)).  Section 2832(¢) of Education Law,

as amended by thig Act, states: " reviewing apphications, the charter entity 18 encouraged to

o
st

ve preference to apphications that demonstrate the capability to provide comprehensive

i

fearning experiences to students identitied by the apphicants as at risk ot academic tailure.”

The mdicator that most charter school apphicants have used to project nsk of
acadenue tarlure 18 percentage ot students ehgibie tor free or reduced hunch. A recent study
noted that students mm New York City charter schools are, on average, posting higher sams in
reacdimg and mathematics than thewr counterparts m the city’s regular public schoois. The study
found that New York City charter school students m grades 3-8 samed about 12 percent i math
and 3.5 percent in Enghish fanguage arts each vear more than the companison group in the reguiar
public school. The study mcluded a random selection of students who won ottenes to attend
charter schools compared with students who did not win slots. More than 93 percent ot the
charter school students m the study came trom low-income tanmities versus 73 percent of the
resutar pubhic school students. {(Source: Hoxby, Caroline M. and Sonah Murarka. “New York
Cityv's Charter Schools Overall Report”™, Cambnidge, MA: New York City Charter Schools
Evaluation Project, June 200G7)

CSP ogrant tunds enable sub-grantees to mmprove educational opportunities tor ail

students, mcluding the educationally disadvantaged students.  Funds are used to purchase
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mstructional resources, provide protfessional development, and mplement business systems,
governance structures, and acadenuc accountabiity plans.

The SEA's CSP grant program objectives and activities mdicate New York State’s
mtent to continue to assist m educating all students, mcluding the educationally disadvantaged.
The SEA s CSP grant program objectives and activities are as tollows:

OBJECTIVE 1: To increase the number of new high guality charter schools, and, in
particular, quality secondary schools.

Activity 1: Authorizers will recommend tor charter approval only those schoois that have a high
iketthood of signiticantly mproving student achievement, especially for students at nisk of
acadenuc taiure.

Activity 2: The SEA and SUNY will add 10 points to the score of each sub-grant applicant that
successtully addresses the prionity of serving secondary school students.

Activity 3¢ For added tlexibility, apphcations tor CSP planmng, program design, and
mmpementation grants as well as the dissenunation grants, will be continuously accepted.
Activity 4: To emphasize high acadenuc expectations, the SEA will dissenunate NCLB
requirements and accountabihity information to charter schools.

Activity 81 Ag part ongomng oversight on each school’s progress m oimproving student
achievement, the SEA will review evidence i each school’s annual report regarding
achievement ot goals (absolute, comparative and growth measures).  The SEA will provide
technical assistance to charter schools.

Activity 6: Charter authonzers will conduct annual, monstoring and renewal visits to charter

schoods,
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Activity 7: The SEA will highlight the accomphishments of existing charter schools serving
secondary school students on the SEA's website and mclude hnks to the mmdividual schools’
websites,

Activity 8:  Authonizers will strongly encourage applicants mterested i estabhishing charter
schools serving secondary school students.

Activity 9: The SEA and SUNY will award sub-grants tor CSP planning, program design, and
mmplementation as wetl as dissenunation activities.

OBJECTIVE 2: To utilize Charter Schools Program (CSP) grant funding to improve
student outcomes.

Activity 1: Charter authonzers will conduct annual, monstoring and renewal visits to charter
schools.

Activity 2: Ag part of providing ongomyg oversight on ecach school’s progress i improving
student achievement, the SEA will review evidence m each school’s annual report regarding
achrevement of goals {absolute, comparative and growth measures). Technical assistance wil be
provided to charter schools.

Activity 3: The SEA will recommend charter school closure or non-renewal tor any charter
school dentiied as not being educationally sound.

Activity 4: The SEA and SUNY will award sub-grants tor CSP planning, program design, and

mpementation as well ag dissenunation activities.

and other assessments i erades where State assessments are not given.

14
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Activity 6: The apphication for planmng, program design, and/or implementation grants will
reguire the apphicant to desenbe ther plans to tram Board ot ‘Trustee members on the use of
student achievement data.

OBJECTIVE 3: Support charter schools to be fiscally responsible and stable for long-term
viability.

Activity 1: The SUNY Charter Schools Institute, which s authorized to award one-halt the
charters in New York State, will strongly encourage its apphicants to spend one year planning
and develomng strong fiscal policies and procedures betore opening the school.

Activity 2: The New York State Oftice of State Comptroller (OSC) will audit each charter
school m the State over a tve vear penod and conduct nisk-based audits thereatter. OSC will
review the mternal controis, hmancial practices and operations ot charter schools to help ensure
that there 1s adeguate protection agamst fraud, thett or professional nusconduct. These audits
help strengthen accountabifity by reviewmyg how pubiic resources are used, and can be used as a
tool m the development of mternal controds. The SEA will tollow-up on the audit and provide
technical assistance to the charter schools.

Activity 3: When recommending approval, renewal, or a revision to a charter, the SEA's Othice
of Audit Services will review the charter schoot tor fiscal soundness pursuant to §2832(2) ot the
New York State Charter Schools Act of 1998, The Ottice of Audit Services will also examne
the annual audits of each charter school.

Activity 4:  The apphication tor planning, program design, andéor implementation grants will
reguire the applicant to describe their plans to train Board of Trustee members on the use of
student achievement data. The Board of Trustees will be required to set aside mones tor mitial

training and retresher courses on thewr rodes, responsiiities, and scope of authority including

20
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iiscal oversight. Charter school sub-grant recipients will be reguired to report on the status of
trammyg provided.
Activity 8: The SUNY Charter Schools Institute provides annual tramming on the expectations of

fiscal accoutabiity tor charter schoods contamed m therr Financial Oversight Handbook.

OBJECTIVE 4: The SEA and SUNY Charter Schools Institute will distribute information
about charter schools, the chartering process, and best practices found in charter schools to
teachers, parents, communities and other public schools.

Activity 1: The SEA will dissenunate mformation n the SEA™s P-16 Newsletter, on the SEA’s
website, dedicating a specitic hnk to charter school miormation, and at Statt and Curricuium
Deveiopment Network (SCDN) and District Superimntendent (DS) meetings.

Activity 2: The SEA will create a “pocket guide” tor mtormation dissemuination to teachers,
parents, and the comnwnity that imcludes Freguently Asked Questions (FAQs), websites, core

mtormation about charter schools including grant opportunities and best practices.

Activity 3: Upon completion of each dissenunation grant project, the SEA will distnibute
mtormation on each such project to all charter schools, public school districts and BOCES
{Board ot Cooperative Educational  Services) via the SEA  website, andior Statewide
presentations.

Activity 4: Authonzers will promote and encourage school level dissenunation ot best practices

agional and natonal conterences.

[

at State, re
Activity 8: The SEA will dissenunate imformation about charter schools’ best practices to other
public schools. The SEA and SUNY Charter Schools Institute will miorm teachers, parents and
the community about the SEA’s charter school grant program through notices m the Sisde

Regisier, on the SEA's website (hitp/Ywww.emse.nvsed. covipse), on SUNY s Charter Schools
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[nstitute website (htip/ www.newvorkcharters.org), and mated to potential charter school grant
apphcants.  The SEA will have direct contact with charter school apphicants and through support

orgamizations such as the New York Charter Schools Assoctation (http /2 www nvesa.org) and the

New York City Center tor Charter School Excetience (http/Swww nvechartercenter.org). Duning

the 2008-2011 CSP grant period, the SEA and SUNY will dentity any necessary mtormation
that teachers, parents, and the community stidl need regarding the charter school grant program
and will design and distribute a pocket guide geared toward each of those audiences.

The SEA will dissenunate best or pronusing practices ot charter schools to each LEA
m the State by using the above-mentioned methods. Information trom the final reports of a
digsenunation sub-grantees will be dissenunated through presentations at conterences, regronal
coaiition meetmgs, Statt and Currrcuium Development Network (SCDN) meetings, and District

Supermtendent {DS) meetings. Articies will be published m the SEA's P-16 Newsletter.

Selection Criteria (ii): The degree of flexibility afforded by the SEA to charter schools

New York State Charter School faws are ranked among the strongest charter school laws
m the natton. New York State Charter School faw provides tor multiple authorizers ot charter
schools tor the purpose of application approval. They include the Board ot Regents, the Board
of ‘Trustees of the State University of New York (SUNY), the board of education of every pubiic
school district, and the Chancelior ot a city school district having a population of more than one
nuihion {§2851{3) of the Education Law). Charter school apphcants may apply to the authonzer
of their own choosing.

Charter schools i New York State are under the oversight of their avthonzers and the
Board of Regents but they are also attorded a substantial degree of autonomy. This autonomy 13

clearty estabhshed m statute:

T

PN
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“A charier school shall be deemed an independent and autonomous public school, excepi
ax otherwise provided in this arficle” (§2853(1) {(¢) ot the Education Law).

This autonomy meludes control over the establishment ot their educational programs,
budget, expenditures, dady operations and personnel. This autonomy also extends to the
exemption of charter schools irom other State laws and reguiations. Public charter schools in
New York State are subject to all aws, ruies and regulations atfecting health and safety, civil
m §2854{1)b) of the Education Law. Charter schools are also subject to New York's Open
Meetings Law and Freedom ot Information Law {(§2854{ 1) {&) of the Education Law) as well as
certam reguirements of the compuisory education faw (§2854(1) (b) ot the Education Law).
Charter schools otherwise have a bianket warver trom all State and focal rules, regulations, and
faws applicable to public or private schools, boards ot education, and school districts, meluding
those related to school personnel and students, except as specitically provided m the schooi’s
charter or 32834{ 1)Y{b) of the Education Law.

The adnunstrative relationship of the charter and the authorizer 1 detined m statute:

“The board of regents and charter entily shall oversee each school approved by such
entiy, and may Visii, examine into and inspect any charier school, including the records of such
school, under ity oversicht.  Oversicht by a charter entity and the board of regents shall be
sufficient io ensure thai the charter school is in compliance with all applicable Taws, regulaiions
aned charter provisions " {(§2853({2) ot the Education Law).

[n carrying out their oversight responsibihities, New York State’s charter authorizers

respect the tlexibility given to charter schools as they mmplement the State charter school faw.

[t
A
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The New York State authenzers allow charter schools to set goals in hne with their nussions and

operate autonomousty, while holding them to high standards of pertormance.

Selection Criteria (iii): The number of high-quality charter schools to be created

The SEA and the other charter authorizers grant new charters ondy to apphcants that
demonstrate the capacity to provide a high-guahity public school chowxee, and renew charters only
to those schools that have demonstrated sohid evidence of success.  Smee the NYS Charter
Schools Act of 1998, Article 36, the number of high-guality charter schools m operation and
cducating students grew steadily to one hundred m 2006 when the cap on the number of charter
schools was reached.

In 2007 the Governor lifted the cap on the number of charter schools in New York State
irom one hundred to two hundred, giving the SEA authonty to approve one hundred new charter
schools i the New York State. The SEA expects 22 new charter schools to open for mstruction
mn September 2008, and to create an additional 10 high guality charter schools m 2008-2009.

The SEA will continue to mamtam very high standards of accountability tor all new
apphicattons and renewal apphcations. Smee 1999, the SEA and the charter entitics demed
charter renewals of six charter schools due to poor acadenmuc performance and revoked the
charter of one charter school due to poor academic pertormance and hiscal nusmanagement.

With the State statute now allowing for 100 addittonal charter schools, the SEA and
charter entities will promote and dissenunate more mtormation about charter schools and how
charter schools are established. The SEA will use CSP grant tunds to promote the development
of charter schoots that serve the secondary or high school level, At least three new proposed

charter schools plan to serve secondary or high school level students.
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The SEA's othices work together to taciitate the mitegration ot Federal tunds and
proerams in ail public schools and charter schools. Intormation about Federal tunding
opportumties  and  allocations 1 available  on the  SEA's  webpage  at

s

hitp -/ www.emse. nysed. cov/deputy/Documents/ tundme-opport. htm. The SEA also has a

webpage dedicated to the all aspects of the NCLB Act, including program descriptions,

atlocations, upconung workshops, parent and comniunity mvolvement, and contact imformation

at: hittp /S www . emse. nvsed. cov/deputy/netb/netbhome. him.

The SEA's Ottice of Pubhic School Choice Programs (PSCP) 18 the primary contact tor
charter schools and ensures that charter schools are intformed of the all Federal tunds avaiabie to
them. Additionally, the SEA’s Oftice of Grants Finance provides all public schools and charter
schools with mformation about allocation amounts, fiscal guidelines, budgeting procedures and
forms, and  resources  associated  with the accessing the Federal grant proesrams  at

hitp:/"'www.oms.nysed. govicafe’.

The PSCP will conduct annual traiming tor new charter schools and personnel new to
operatmyg charter schools to ensure that they are aware ot the tuil array of the tederal tunds and
programs avatiabie to them.  Statt trom varwous SEA ottices will present imtormation and

provide technical assistance to new charter schoois at the tramning sessions.

Charter schools have apphied tor ehigible tederal tunds smcee the 2001-2002 school year.
o ensure that all new and signmiticantly expanding charter schools receive their commensurate
share of tederal tunds, the SEAs Oftice of Management Services (OMS) collects enroliment
data and other mtormation twice a yvear. In Aprd of each vear, OMS collects an estimate of the
number of students to be enrolled m a new charter school or i an expanding charter school and

uses these estimates to calculate prelimunary allocations of tederal tunds to these charter schools.
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[n the Fal, OMS collects enroliment miormation agam and the number of students ehigible tor
irce and reduced price lunch (FRPL) to calculate the tmal allocations of the NCLB tunds tor the
charter schoois. The SEA notifies them of their tederal tund allocations by mati, electronic mail,
and announcements on the SEA webpage.  The PSCP statt work with statt in other othices in the

SEA to ensure that charter schools receive accurate and timely allocations.

Selection Criteria (iv): Quality of the Management Plan

The SEA's Otftice of PSCP hag statt m its New York City ottice and s Albany
office. The Albany othtice 18 statted by a project director, report nanager, grants manager, one

data manager, a support stait person, and two lead reviewers. The grants manager and the report
nanager aiso act as fead reviewers and regional fraisons. The State 18 divided mto geographic
regions, each having one stait member acting as s regional hason responsibie tor providing
technical assistance and monttoring to charter schools m that geosraphic region and to be the
ead reviewer tor all mitial and renewal charter school apphcations within that region.. The New
York City ottice has one data stait member and tour regional hasons who also act as Jead
reviewers.  The project director oversees all of the activities relating to charter schools. The
report manager oversees the writing of the annual, guarterty, and tinal pertormance reports. The
grants manger oversees the day to day activittes with the grant program, including the
developing of the REPs, the review processes, and the tinancial oversight of the sub-grants. The
PSCP grants manager works closely with staft i the ottices ot Contracts Admumstration, Grants
Management, and Adnunstrative Support to manage the grants. The data manager works with
the data stait member m the New York City otfice and with two addittonal stait members in

Atbany, both working in the Ottice of Intormation and Reporting Services.

26
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Al staft i the Ottice of PSCP participate m annual comprehensive monitoring and
renewal visits to charter schools mcluding monitoring CSP sub-grants where apphicabie. They
aiso collect, track and report data pertinent to the CSP grant program.

SUNY s Charter School Institute (CSI) statt also develop and review REPs and
authorize and monitor charter schools. See Attachment A for the Memorandum of Agreement
{MOA) desentbing their activities.

Stait responsibibities associated with nulestones for major activities to  tulinl
objectives are mcluded m the management plan. The budget contams statt salaries, travel costs
for monitoring visits and attendance at mectings, sub-grant awards mcluding Dissenunation
Crant awards, and adnunistrative needs mciuding postage and supphes.

The obtectives and the maor activities are tound i Seiection Critena {1). Reterence

to those 18 recommended when reviewing the Management Plan tound i Tabie 1.
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Table 1: NYS 2008-2011 CSIP Project Management I'lan

Lead Person: PD = Project Director, GM = Grants Manager, RM = Reporting Manager, LR = Lead Reviewers, DS = Data

staff, CSI = SUNY Charter Schools Institute Staff

2008-2009 2009-2010 2010-2011
sl |2 (222 l=l1Z2lZ2l=|Z
S|z |S|S|s|2|s|E8|2 8|8
ACTIVITY MILESTONE LEAD |l | I [T || T ||| X |||
PERSON |2 |2 (S |E|E |2 |= |2 |=|=|=|=
z|l=|2|lelzs|=2|2|lge|g|=|2 |9
Objective 1: To increase the number of new high quality charter schools, and, in particular, quality secondary schools.
Review of applications for
Al
educational/fiscal soundness LR, CSI X | X X I X[ X[ X[ X[ X ] X[ X ] X ]| X
Al Recommend BOR issuance of a
Charter LR, CSI XTI X[ X[ X[ XX [ X ]| X ]| X[X]X]X
A2 RFP is revised to add 10 points
for priority to high school focus GM, CSI X
A3 Announcements of
RFPs™ availability GM, CSI XTI X[ X[ X[ XX [X ]| X ]| X|[X]X




L L00EWCEdN # PlEMYdd

GBC®

2008-2009 2009-2010 2010-2011
zlz|2|2g|g|s|S2|cs|e|=|=E =
€ | g|els|l=]lF|s|ls|=|F|c

ACTIVITY MILESTONE LEAD il 2 e - B D - - e e i
PERSON |Z (2 |2 |E|E |2 |=|2 |2 |2 |=|=
| = |2 |g|g|=|2|g|g|=|2|g
Provide website links to NCLB
Ad
and Accountability Info DS, CSI XTI X[ X[ X[ XX [ X ]| X ]| X[X]X] X
Ad Provide new charter schools
with info in introductory letter LR, CSI X| X | X[ X[ X[ X[ X[X]|X]|X]|X]|X
(soals in Annual Reports
AS
are reviewed LR, CSI X X | X X | X
A5 Technical assistance to CS LR, CSI X | X X | X X | X
As per Charter agreement,
A6
Conduct annual site visits LR, CSI X X X X X X
A6 3% YR Comprehensive
Monitoring Visits LR, CSI X | X X | X X | X
A6 4" YR Renewal Visits LR, CSI X | X X | X X | X
[dentify charter schools’
A7 PD, CSI X X X
accomplishments
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2008-2009 2009-2010 2010-2011
=z |28 |2|2g|s|2|s|es|=|=2]|7
€|zl |s|lx|sls|=|F|c

ACTIVITY MILESTONE LEAD il =2 B - B D - e D e i
PERSON |[Z |2 S |E|E |28 |2 |2 |2 |=|=2|=
z = |2|g|g|=|S|g|g|=|2|g
Highlight info on PSCP website
A7 PD, DS X | X X | X X | X
Add to the mnitial application a
A8
notice about secondary school
priority D, CSI X
A9 Release grant RFPs GM, CSI X
A9 Train reviewers, including peer
Reviewers (M, CSI X | X X X
A9 Award grants GM, CSI X | X[ X[ X[ X ] X[ X ] X | X | X
A9 Monitor, review continuation
GM, CSI, LR,
applications and final reports DS, RM XA | X X[ X[ X[ X[ X ] X ]| X ]| X[ X
Objective 2: To utilize Charter Schools Program (CSP) grant funding to improve student outcomes.
Al Same information found in Objective 1: A6
A2 Same information found 1n Objective 1: A
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2008-2009 2009-2010 2010-2011
=g |2 |2|2|cs|2|s|s|=|2]|=
€|zl |s|lx|sls|=|F|c

ACTIVITY MILESTONE LEAD il =2 B - B D - e D e i
PERSON |Z (2 |2 |E|E |2 |=|2 |2 |2 |=|=
z = |2|g|g|=|S|g|g|=|2|g
Review of initial and renewal
A3
apps for educational soundness LR, CSI X[ X[ X X[ X[ X[ X[ X]X]X]| X[ X
A3 Recommend closure or non-
renewal 1f necessary PD, LR, CSI X | X X[ X[ X[ X[ X ]| X ] X[ X ] X ]| X
Ad Same information found in Objective 1: A9
AS Review state assessment results | PD, LR, CSI X X X X X X
A5 Review other assessment info
in annual reports, renewal
PD, LR, CSI,
applications DS, RM X X | X X | X X
A6 RFP requires plans for BOT
training on use of student
achievement data OM, CSI X
A6 Review quality of plans GM, CSI X[ X[ X | X[ X[ X[ X[ X ]| X]| X | X
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2008-20:09 2009-2010 2010-2011
xla|Z2 |2 |2|E(=2lE|l2|=z|=2|E
€|zl |s|lx|sls|=|F|c

ACTIVITY MILESTONE LEAD il =2 B - B D - e D e i
PERSON |[Z |2 S |E|E |28 |2 |2 |2 |=|=2|=
z = |2|g|g|=|S|g|g|=|2|g
Objective 3: Support charter schools to be fiscally responsible and stable for long-term viability.
Al Provide info to applicants on a
planning year CSI X | X[ X | X [X [X [X X | X | X | X X
A2 OSC audits go to PSCP staft PD, CSI X | X | X [X [X [X X
A2 Staff reviews audits PD,LR,CSI | X | X [ X | X | X [X [X X
A2 TA provided to charter schools LR, CSI X | X | X | X [X |X [|X X | X [X | X X
A3 Annual audits submitted by CS PD X | X X | X X | X
A3 OSA provides reviews of audits | PD, LR, CSI X X X | X X | X
A3 TA provided to charter schools LR, CSI X | X X | X X | X
A3 Fiscal review of applications LR, CSI X | X | X | X [X |X [|X X | X [X | X X
A4 Same info found in Objective 2: A6 for the use of student achievement data

Laa
g
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2008-20:09 2009-2010 2010-2011
xla|Z2 |2 |2|E(=2lE|l2|=z|=2|E
€|zl |s|lx|sls|=|F|c

ACTIVITY MILESTONE LEAD il =2 B - B D - e D e i
PERSON |Z (2 |2 |E|E |2 |=|2 |2 |2 |=|=
z = |2|g|g|=|S|g|g|=|2|g
A4 REDPs require BOT training GM, CSI X[ X[ X | X[ X[ X[ X[ X ]| X]| X ]| X
A4 Review training reports LR, CSI X[ X | X | X[ X ]| X | X | X | X X | X
A5 Annual training for fiscal
Accountability CSI X X X
Objective 4: The SEA and SUNY will distribute information about charter schools, the chartering process, and best
practices found in charter schools to teachers, parents, communities and other public schools.
Al Establish a system to regularly
communicate awareness and PD, CSI
best practices X
Al Disseminate information PD, CSI X[ X X[ X[ X[ X[ X | X[ X | X
A2 Identity info for audiences PD, CSI X
A2 Design and distribute guide PD, CSI X | X
(sather info from Dissemination
A3
Grant Project final report GM, RM, DS§ X | X

L
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2008-2009 2009-2010 2010-2011
=z |28 |2|2g|s|2|s|es|=|=2]|7
€|zl |s|lx|sls|=|F|c

ACTIVITY MILESTONE LEAD - | = Y S| T|% | X f i i | =
PERSON |Z (2 |2 |E|E |2 |=|2 |2 |2 |=|=
z = |2|g|g|=|S|g|g|=|2|g
A3 Place info on website DS X X
A3 CS and SEA present best
Practices LR, PD X | X
Ad Provide information on
conferences to Dissemination
M, CSI
Grant Awardees X | X | X | X
Ad Work with CS to make
Presentations GM, CSI LR X | X | X | X
AS [dentification of charter
schools™ best practices PD, CSI, DS X | X X[ X X[ X[ X[ X[ XXX | X
AS Disseminate information DS, CSI X[ X X[ X[ X[ X[ XXX | X




The NYSED and SUNY make the public aware of sub-grant tunds to ehgibie
apphcants through New York State’s legally required notitication process, mvolving the hiling of
a Notice of Avatlabihty with the New York Department of State.  'The sub-grants for planning
and mmplementation are awarded using a competitive RFP {Reqguest tor Proposal) process. SED
and SUNY stait work collaboratively on the development ot the RFP but each publish an REFP
separately and make them avalabie electronically on thewr websites. Charter school apphcants
having SUNY as their authorizer may apply to SUNY s CSI for sub-grant funds. Charter school
apphcants having the Board ot Regents (BOR), NYC Chancellor, or the Buttaio Board of
Education {BOE) as their authorizer may apply to SED tor sub-grants.  Those apphicants not
BOR authorized must obtamn mitial approval trom their authorizer (INY O Chancetlor or Buttalo
BOE).

AH apphcants must mclude m their proposals a prescribed set of mtormation
meluding a cover page, assurance documents, budget, budget narrative, and project narrative.
‘The project narrative must mclude the descriptions tound i §3203(3) of No Child Lett Behind
Act of 2001, The pomt values associated with those desceniptions and the budget are imdicated in
the RFP. A copy of the rubrie that will be used tor scoring the proposal i also provided to the
appiicant at the same time the RFP 15 provided. The apphcant then knows exactly how many
points are assoctated with each response.

The rubric murors the sections and questions asked m the RFP. [t 18 used by the
SEA and SUNY to determune the guality ot the apphcations. The fevel ot detatl and response to
cach section 18 reviewed., Trammyg g provided to all statt and peer reviewers who review and

score the proposals. Discussions of acceptable and reasonabie responses occur during the
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trasming.  Clarthication of the guestons asked 15 provided. The SEA and SUNY then provide
contimuous technical assistance to ail reviewers throughout the review process.

Pursuant to §5204 {¢) of the No Child Leit Behind Act of 2001, each proposal s
reviewed and scored by a nunmum of two reviewers, mcluding a peer reviewer. Ehgible peer
reviewers m New York State are charter school tacuity, adnumstrators, and board of trustee
members.  Recruitment of peer reviewers mvolves mvitations and/or notices to charter school
admunistrators and boards of trustees.  Once recrusted, peer reviewers attend a one-day traimng
sesston m Albany, New York and then penodic sessions also i Albany at which reviewers will
cotlaborate on the reviews ot sub-grant proposals.  Peer reviewers receive Apphcation
Reviewers' Guidehnes which imclude general miormation about the process, an assurance to be
signed {regarding contidentiality, any existing conthot ot mterest, and a reviewer's impartiahity
assurance), a process evaluation, and travel reimbursement paperwork imstructions.

Scores from the peer reviewers and the charter entity stait will be averaged, and
scores that meet the passing standard of a score of 75 will result i sub-grants. [t a proposal has
resuited m two scores with a twenty or greater pomnt ditterence, a third reviewer will then review
and score the proposal. Al three scores will then be averaged to get a tinal score.

Apphcants recerving sub-grants will be notihied that thewr proposals have been
accepted and will be miormed of the amounts of theiwr awards.,  As necessary, budgets will be
adiusted and approved. A rolling apphication process will be used. Our review process takes
approximately 30 days to deternune whether a proposal s approvabie.

Lipon approval, sub-grant recipents are responsibile tor writing final yvear-end reports

atter yvear each of recerving CSP grant tunds, participating in momtormg activities, and working

with lead reviewers trom PSCP and CSI stafi throughout the award period.
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[t s anticipated that m additton to the 22 recently approved charter schools,
approximately ten {10) new charter schools will apply tor planming and implementation grants
cach vear ot the three year CSP grant period, thus awarding approximately a total of 532 such sub-
grant awards durnmng the three yvear CSP erant pertod. The awards will be made atter the ssuance
of the charter. According to statute, schools that subnut an apphication to estabhsh a charter
school prior to July st must recerve approval/disapproval by December 31st of that vear. Sub-
grant awards can then be made to apphicants ssued a charter.

Contimuation awards tor charter schools that apphied for a 36 month grant would be
made upon the review of thewr continuation apphcation which imcludes a Project Progress
Narrative covermyg the previous yvear and the upconung yvear’s activities, and a Budeet Narrative
for the upcoming vear. In addition, monttoring resuits ot the previous vears™ use ot tunds will be
reviewed. The same process s completed for vear three of the grant.

The SEA and SUNY plans to ofter pre-charter planning grant awards to those
apphicants developing an application {such as teachers or community members, In New York
State, tor-protit entities and not-for proiit agencies or their emplovees are not ehigible to apply.)
who recerved a passing score and reguested a warver m their CSP apphication. In some
mstances, an applicant has subnutted an apphication i June and will not have a charter issued
untt the foliowing January. Depending on the iterest shown by apphcants and the scores they
recerved, the SEA and SUNY will grant pre-charter planning grants during the three year grant

award period.
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Selection Criteria (v): Dissemination Activities

New York State s proposing to use CSP ogrant tunds to support dissenunation
activities. It s anticipated that supporting such activities will create a network ot high guality
charter schools by begmmng to establish a network ot charter schoot statt who can share thewr
msight and accomphishments.

The apphlicants must meet all of the ehigibibity eritenta found m IJ2043(H{6XA) of
the No Child Lett Behind Act of 2001, New York State 18 defining that as having been open for
mstruction at least three consecutive years. The apphicant must then demonstrate overall success
by showing substantial progress m mmproving student acadenue achievement, a high fevel of
parent satistaction, and the necessary management and leadership abihity.  In meeting this
cligibibity eritenta, New York State will constder whether or not a charter school has a corrective
action plan, 1 on probation, 8 on a hst as bemg turthest from State standards, 15 i complance
with all apphicable laws and regsulations and all charter provisions, how s performance
compares with the district ot focation, how it has mmproved m meeting i#s stated acadenuc goals
and parent surveys or other measures of parent satistaction.

The RFP for dissenunation grants states that the project activities, as outhned in
352041 6)(B) of the No Child Lett Behind Act of 2001, should be aligned with the New York
State fearning standards, supported by research, and show documented results. Steps to mclude
tratming and technical assistance must be wdentitied. Applicants selecting to develop assessments
or matertals must mclude validation study resuits to show evidence of “successtul practices.”
Applicants selecting to assist imdividuals with developing partnerships must have practices that
have led to documented resuits and represent a product or service that can be shared with the

partner school or schools.
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Apphicants will be reguired to demonstrate how their dissenunation activities would
result momereased student pertormance, whether the merease would be directly or mdirectly
refated to grant activities, and how the etftects ot thewr activities nught be recoenized and
measured. By reguirmg apphcants to address this guestion in the proposal stage, the SEA plans
for them to fook closely at the proposed activities and mtends to use CSP erant tunds tor projects
that are bkely to resuit i mereases m student achievement.

From the onset, the SEA wil attempt to increase the hkebhood that the
dissenunation activities will improve student achievement by asking the apphcant to address the
following m s narrative: gualitative and quantitative mforniation to support the need tor the
project, the vahidation study or documented results to show necessary evidence of success, the
alienment with the New York State fearning standards and the moditication tor learners ot all
abilittes (including ELL and bibingual education fearners) and a description of the evaluation
component ot the project.

The steps taken by the SEA to award tunds to ehgible apphcants begin with the
NYSED and SUNY making the public aware of sub-grant funds to ehgible applicants through
New York State’s fegally required notibication process, mvoelving the tiling of a Notice ot
Avatabibity with the New York Department of State. 'The sub-grants for digssenunation activities
are awarded usimg a competitive RFP {Reqguest for Proposal) process. SED and SUNY statt
work collaboratively on the development of the RFP but each publish an RFP separately and
nake them avasdable clectromcally on their websites., Charter schoot applicants having SUNY as
thewr authorizer must apply to SUNY s OS5I tor sub-grant funds. Charter school apphcants
having the Board of Regents (BOR), NY O Chancelior, or the Buttale Board ot Education {BOE)

as thewr authorizer must apply to SED for sub-erants.  Grant apphicants that apply to SED for
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funds and who have an authorizer other than the Board of Regents must alse obtamn mmtial
approval irom thewr avthonzer {1.¢., the Chancelior of the New York City Public Schools, the
Butialo City School District’s Board of Education, or other local board of education, as
appropriate).

AH apphcants must mclude m their proposals a presceribed set of miformation
meluding a cover page, assurance documents, budget, budget narrative, and project narrative.
The apphcant must meet the gquabityving experiences found m §32043(DH{6)XA) of the No Child
Lett Behind Act of 2001, There are no pomts associated with these expenences. The charter
school must have been mn operation tor at least three consecutive vears, show the required
evidence of student achievement, parent satistaction, and management and leadership.

[t the charter school has met those guabitying expenences, it will then be scored on
the content of s proposal.  Point values are associated with the budget and project narrative
sections of the proposal. The pomnt values are idicated mm the RFP. The project narrative
describes the actrvities allowed under {3204(H{6){B) of the No Child Lett Behind Act ot 2001,

A copy of the rubric that will be used tor scormg the proposal 1s also provided to the
apphicant at the same time the RFP 15 provided. The apphcant then knows exactly how many
points are associated with each response.

The rubric murors the sections and questions asked mn the RFP. [t 18 used by the
SEA and SUNY to deternune the guality ot the apphcations. The fevel ot detail and response to
cach section 18 reviewed. Trammg s provided to all statt and peer reviewers who review and
score the proposals.  Discussions of acceptabie and reasonabie responses occur during the
tra;mng.  Clantication of the guestions asked 18 provided. The SEA and SUNY then provide

continuous technical assistance to all reviewers throughout the review process.

4}
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Pursuant to §5204 {¢) of the No Child Leit Behind Act of 2001, each proposal s
reviewed and scored by a nunmum of two reviewers, mcluding a peer reviewer. Ehgible peer
reviewers m New York State are charter school tacuity, adnumstrators, and board of trustee
members.  Recruitment of peer reviewers mvolves mvitations and/or notices to charter school
admunistrators and boards of trustees.  Once recrusted, peer reviewers attend a one-day traimng
sesston mn Albany, New York and then penodic sessions also i Albany at which reviewers will
cotlaborate on the reviews ot sub-grant proposals.  Peer reviewers receive Apphcation
Reviewers' Guidehnes which imclude general miormation about the process, an assurance to be
sipned {regarding confidentiabity, any existing contlict of mterest, and a reviewer’'s impartiabity
assurance), a process evaluation, and travel reimbursement paperwork imstructions.

Scores from the peer reviewers and the charter entity stait will be averaged, and
scores that meet the passing standard of a score of 75 will result i sub-grants. [t a proposal has
resuited m two scores with a twenty or greater pomnt ditterence, a third reviewer will then review
and score the proposal. Al three scores will then be averaged to get a tinal score.

Apphcants recerving sub-grants will be notihied that thewr proposals have been
accepted and will be miormed of the amounts of thewr awards.  As necessary, budgets will be
adpusted and approved. The review process takes approximately 30 days to determune whether a
proposal s approvabie.

Lipon approval, sub-grant recipents are responsibile tor writing final yvear-end reports
atter vear each of recerving CSP grant funds, participating i monttoring activities, and working
with fead reviewers trom the Oftice of Public School Chotce Programs and CS1 stait throughout

the award pertod. Following the dissenunation award period, the charter school will work m

comjunction with s charter entity and the SEA to make presentations as discussed m Selection
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Criterta 1), and to provide the necessary miormation to be dissenunated to other pubhic schools
m New York State.

[t 1 antcipated that approxsimately two {2) charter schools will be awarded
digsenunation grants each vear ot the three vear CSP grant pertod, thus awarding approximatedy
a total of six {6) such sub-grant awards during the three yvear CSP orant period.

Contimuation awards tor those same charter schools that will enter mto vear 2 of the
dissenunation grant would be made on the basig of the subnussion of a continuation apphication
which provides a Project Progress Narrative covermnyg the previous yvear and the upconmung vear’s
activities, as well as a Project Budget Narrative tor the upcoming vear. Results from reviews of
such mtormation and from monitoning of the previous years’ use ot funds contribute to the
decision to continue tunding tor yvear two.

Selection Criteria (vi): Evaluation

Linder New York State Fiance Law, all State government agencies are reguired to
procure contracts tor commaodities, services, and technology through a competitive bidding
process. Lntd that competitive bidding process s complete, the State Education Agency {(SEA)
15 unabile to wdentity an mdividual or orgamzational entity to assist in the planning, design,
development, and mmplementation ot the SEA’s evaluation plan for the proposed €SP grant
project. However, to prepare tor the competitive bidding process and to develop the evaluation
pilan tor the proposed CSP oerant project, SEA statt communicated with several CSP Project
Directors m other states about the development ot their respective evaluation plans. The
mtormation these CSP Directors shared at the December 2007 USDOLE CSP Directors’
Conterence and via telephone atter the meeting has proved mvaluabie. Intormation gleaned trom

these mdividuals was used to strengthen the New York State CSP project objectives and the
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refated performance measures, develop the evaluation plan and to prepare the Reguest tor
Proposal {REFP) necessary to dentity and procure a consuitant evaluator tor the SEAs CSP
project.  Sinuiarly, conversations with Dr. Jonathan Plucker of the Center tor Evaluation and
Education and Pohicy at the CSP Directors” Conterence m Washington, D.C. m December and
more recently by telephone were extremely helptui,. While this proposed evaluation plan will not
identity  a specific evaluator, o does contamn a description ot the project objectives, the
performance measures, and types of guahtative and gualitative mstruments needed to etfectively
monitor the progress of each the stated outcomes.

The SEA mtends to select a program evaluator through the competitive bidding
process. The SEA seeks a well seasoned evaluator who meets the tollowing munimum critera:

o A Ph.D.in educational research and evaluation;

o Lxperience assisting State agencies m the planming, development, and
mmpementation of project or progranm evaluation plans;

e Specific working experience with State level proeram statt m the
retinement of project objectives, performance measurements, and data
cotlection mstruments and evaluation methods;

e Demonstrated success mmplementing the Losic Model andior other
Management Frameworks; and

o [anuharity with charter schools

the SEA currently has m place two methods tor collecting guantitative data.
Specitically with regard to the evaluation of student academic achievement data, the State
Fducatton Department’s Oftice of Information and Reporting has the primary responsibibity of

cotlecting this data from «f/ public schools, including charier schools, and preparing an annual
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sents, the Governor and the State Legisiature.  The report contains

L

report to the Board of Re
current and trend analysis data on student achievement i reading, writing, mathematics, science,
and vocational courses; graduation, college attendance and employment rates tor all public
schools. The Office of Information and Reporting will continue to have primary responsibility
for cotlecting and analyzing student achievement data specitic to charter schools tor the Office of
PSCP.

[n addition, §2857(3) of the Education Law requires the BOR to report annually to
the Governor, the Temporary President ot the Senate, and the Speaker of the Assembiy
spectiically on the status of charter schoois i New York State. On behalt ot the BOR, the
Ottice of PSCP collects and analyzes charter school specitic data tor preparation of this annual
report. Fhe annual report must contam the tollowmyg mtormation:

o The number, distribution, and a briet description of new charter schools estabhished
durmg the preceding year:

o The NYSED'S assessment of the current and projected programmatic and fiscal impact ot
charter schools on the debivery of services by school districts;

o The acadenuc progress of students attending charter schools, as  measured  agamst
comparabie public and nonpublic schools with simsar student population charactenstics
wherever practicabie;

o A st of all actions taken by a charter entity on charter applications and the rationale tor
the renewal orrevocation ot any charters; and

o The good taith ettorts of the charter schools to attract and retamn students with special
needs {SWD) and students with hinuted Enghish proticiency (LEP); and

e Any other mtormation regarding charter schools that the BOR deems necessary.

44
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Fach charter schoot 1s required to subnut an annual report to the Office of PSCP
which corresponds to the data outhned above but specitic to the mdividual charter school by
August 1% of each year, and in November of each vear from the SUNY authorized charter
schools. The Ofhice of PSCP compiles and analyzes the data, and prepares a draft report ior
mternal review by March of each year; sends the annual report to the BOR tor final approval in
May ot cach year; and, it no further action 18 required, the annual report 18 sent to the Govemor
and the Legisiature m June ot each vear.
monior the SEA's progress toward meeting the CSP project objectives and to mtform changes to
the activities proposed.  Progress toward the overall project objective of mimproving student
achievement m New York State Education Department charter schools will ultimately provide

mtormation about what stratesies are successtul and should be replicated and encouraged.

it

[n Tabile 2, the NYSED describes tour OSSP Project Obiectives, as well as the related
performance measures and evaluation activities tor each of the objectives. The NYSED will
subnut a report annually on the performance of New York State’s CSP project objectives and

activities to USDOE via the required CSP Annual Pertformance Report {ED524B).
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Table 2: New York State Education Department

NYS 2008-2011 CSP Project Evaluation Plan

Project Objective (1): To Increase the number of new hish quality charter schools, and in particular, quality secondary schools.

Performance Measure (1A4): The State will create ten (10) new high guality charter schools cach vear of the grant.

Benchmarks

Data Collection

Methods/Instruments

Analysis/Reporting

By the July 1® statutory deadline of
cach vear, authorizers will know the
number of new charter school
applications submitted for Regents
consideration at their December
meeting.

Track the number of new charter
school applications submitted;

Excel database

Summary of each new
application submitted containing
an analysis of the findings
necessary to recommend the
Regents approve this high
quality charter school.

By October 15", staff will have
completed a rigorous review of all
new charter school applications
based on project criteria and
priorities, and conducted interviews
with all applicants.

Track panel reviewers’ concerns
and applicants’ responses to
those concerns

Application Review Panel
Matrix/Recommendation

By October 31, staff will have
recommended that the Regents
approve 10 high quality charter
schools at their December meeting.

Track the required findings
(including education and fiscal
soundness) necessary to
recommend authorizer and/or
final Regents approval.

Applicant Interview
Protocols

By December 31%, the Regents will
1ssue 1nitial charters to 10 new high
quality charter schools annually

Track final number of schools
chartered at the end of each
grant period.

Regents [tem: Summary
of Charter School
Application and
Recommendation

Regents approved Final
Paginated Charter

[n January of each year, the
authorizers will announce the
availability of CS8P Sub-grants and
priorities on secondary schools.

Track the number of grant
applications submitted in each
grant period, identifying those
by priority.

Peer Review Scoring
Rubric

Peer Reviewers Completed
Scoring Rubric

46




L L00EWCEdN # PlEMYdd

Ly

Each year, authorizers will select
and train at least 3 teams of 3 peer
reviewers to anonymously review
and score C8P sub- grantee
applications

Track the questions submitted
by the public to a dedicated
email address and post responses
on website to assist charter
developers.

Excel database for
tracking sub grantee
applications

Project Director analysis of
applications reviewed and
outcome

Performance Measure (1B): The State will award a planning/implementation grant to at least 90% of successful high school applicants
that apply for funds in each year of the grant period.

The grant scoring rubric will be
developed with a ten point

advantage for high school programs.

Track the peer review scoring
rubrics and input

Quantitative and qualitative data
into database.

CAFE System to monitor
expenditures

Conduct a quarterly analysis of
spending levels and grant
disbursement

Track the final number of
charter schools awarded funds at
the end of each grant period.

Site Visit Fiscal and
Program Monitoring
Protocols

Performance Measure [(C): Ninety-five percent (95%) of all charter schools will make Annual Yearly Progress (AYP) and be identified

as a “Charter school in Good Standing " in each year of the grant period.

Benchmarks Data Collection Methods/Instrnments Analysis/Reporting

By September 5" of each year, the Track the status of charter Basic Education Data Accountability Overview Report
State will release a preview of the schools™ academic progress in System (BEDS) Data

Accountability Overview Report re: | meeting 1ts overall academic Collection Form

elementary-middle and the
secondary charter schools.

goals 1dentified in its charter

By November of each year, the State
will release the School Improvement

lists and the Final School Report
Cards.

Site Visit Fiscal and
Program Monitoring
Protocols

Annual Report on the

Status of Charter Schools to the
Regents, Governor, and State

Legislature
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Performance Measure (2A4): Sixty percent (60%) of all charter school students in grades 3-8 and high school will meet or exceed state
academic standards on the State ELA assessment each year of the grant period (GPRA).

Benchmarks Data Collection Methods/Instruments Analysis/Reporting

By August 1® of each year, the The Department’s Office of Basic Education Data School Report Cards identifying
charter schools submit their Annual | Information and Reporting System (BEDS) AYP determinations and
Reports indicating how well the Services collects all student accountability status

charter school has met 1ts approved | assessment data, conducts the Annual Report Data

zoals, and specifically indicating analysis, and prepares the Collection Form Annual Report on the

student performance on internal and
State assessments.

By September 5™ of each year, the
State will release a preview of
Accountability Overview Report re:
elementary-middle and secondary
level charter schools.

Student Report Cards.

Track the status of charter
schools™ academic progress in
meeting their overall academic
goals 1dentified in their charters.

Annual Reports Submitted by
Charter Schools

Site Visit Fiscal and
Program Monitoring
Protocols

Formal and Informal
Staft Site Visit Reports

Status of Charter Schools to the
Regents, Governor, and State
Legislature

Performance Measure (2B): Sixty percent (60%) of all charter school students in grades 3-8 and high schoal will meet or exceed state
academic standards on the State Math assessment each vear of the grant period (GPRA).

Benchmarks Data Collection Methods/Instruments Analysis/Reporting

By August 1* of each year, the The Department’s Office of Basic Education Data School Report Cards identifying
charter schools submit their Annual | Information and Reporting System (BEDS) AY P determinations and
Reports indicating how well the Services collects all student accountability status

charter school has met its approved | assessment data, conducts the

goals, and specifically indicating analysis, and prepares the

student performance on internal and | Student Report Cards.

State assessments.

By September 5" of each year, the Track the status of charter Annual Report Data Annual Report on the

State will release a preview of schools™ academic progress in Collection Form Status of Charter Schools to the

Accountability Overview Report,
1.e., Report Card Preview) with
2007-08 school accountability status
at elementary-middle level and at
the secondary level

meeting 1ts overall academic
goals 1dentified in 1ts charter

Site Visit Fiscal and
Program Monitoring
Protocols

Regents, Governor, and State
Legislature
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Annual Reports Submitted by
Charter Schools

Formal and Informal
Staft Site Visit Reports

Performance Measure (2C): The percentage of students who meet or exceed state academic standards in ELA will increase by 2% in

cach vear of the grant period.

Benchmarks Data Collection Methods/Instruments Analysis/Reporting

By August 1* of each year, the The Department’s Office of Basic Education Data Charter School and District-level
charter schools submit their Annual | Information and Report Services | System (BEDS) School Report Cards identifying
Reports indicating how well the collects all student assessment AYDP determinations and

charter school has met 1ts approved | data, conducts the analysis, and | Annual Report Data accountability status

goals, and specifically indicating prepares the Student Report Collection Form

student performance on internal and | Cards.
State assessments.

By September 5™ of each year, the
State will release a preview of
Accountability Overview Report.

Annual Report on the Status of
Charter Schools to the Regents,
Governor, and State Legislature

Performance Measure (2D): The percentage of students who meet or exceed state academic standards in Math will increase by 2% in

cach year of the grant period.

Benchmarks Data Collection Methods/Instruments Analysis/Reporting

By August 1* of each The Department’s Office of Information and | Basic Education Data Charter School and District-
year, the charter schools | Report Services collects all student System (BEDS) level School Report Cards
submit their Annual assessment data, conducts the analysis, and identifying AYP determinations
Reports indicating how | prepares the Student Report Cards. Annual Report Data and accountability status

well the charter school Collection Form

has met 1ts goals and
performed on the State
assessments.

By September 5 of
cach vear, the State will
release a preview of
Accountability
Overview Report

Annual Report on the

Status of Charter Schools to the
Regents, Governor, and State
Legislature
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Performance Measure (2E): In each vear of the grant period, seventy-five percent (73%) of charter schools will have a greater
percentage of students who meet or exceed state academic standards on the State ELA assessments than the district in which the charter

school is located,

Benchmarks Data Collection Methods/Instruments Analysis/Reporting

By September 5" of The Department’s Office of Information and | Basic Education Data Charter School and District-
each year, the State will | Report Services collects all student System (BEDS) level School Report Cards
release a preview of the | assessment data, conducts the analysis, and identifying AYP determinations
Accountability prepares the Student Report Cards. Annual Report Data and accountability status
Overview Report Collection Form

Site Visit Fiscal and
Program Monitoring
Protocols

Annual Report on the
Status of Charter Schools to the

Regents, Governor, and State
Legislature

Performance Measure (2F): In each vear of the grant period, seventv-five percent (73%) of charter schools will have a greater
percentage of students who meet or exceed state academic standards on the State Math assessments than the district in which the

charter school is located.

Benchmarks Data Collection Methods/Instruments Analysis/Reporting

By September 5" of The Department’s Office of Information and | Basic Education Data Charter School and District-
each year, the State will | Report Services collects all student System (BEDS) level School Report Cards
release a preview of the | assessment data, conducts the analysis, and identifying AYP determinations
Accountability prepares the Student Report Cards. Annual Report Data and accountability status
Overview Report Collection Form

Site Visit Fiscal and
Program Monitoring
Protocols

Annual Report on the

Status of Charter Schools to the
Regents, Governor, and State
Legislature

Performance Measure (2G): In vears two and three of the grant period, the percentage of charter school students graduating will

increase by 3% annually.
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Benchmarks Data Collection Methods/Instruments Analysis/Reporting

By August 1* of each The Department’s Office of Information and | Basic Education Data Charter School and District-
yvear, the charter schools | Report Services collects all student System (BEDS) level School Report Cards
submit their Annual assessment data, conducts the analysis, and identifying AYP determinations
Reports indicating how | prepares the Student Report Cards. Annual Report Data and accountability status

well the charter school Collection Form

has met 1ts goals and
performed on the State
assessments.

Site Visit Fiscal and
Program Monitoring
Protocols

Annual Report on the
Status of Charter Schools to

the Regents, Governor, and
State Legislature

By September 51 of
each vear, the State will
release a preview of
Accountability

Overview Repurt

“Perfﬁrmame MEH‘E‘MF’E r’j'A) OHE hﬂﬂdf‘ﬁ?ﬁf perc E:Hr ( 300/ ) r;rf ﬁmded Lharrer SC hﬂﬂff HIH parrzupare In Br}ﬂrd r;rf Trusiee devefr}pmenr”

and raining focused on their roles, responsibilities, and scope of authority in vear one of the grant period.

Benchmarks

Data Collection

Methods/Instruments

Analysis/Reporting

Authorizer approval of
board members

Track demographic BOT data (1.e., pre-
approval questionnaire, dates of membership,
length of terms, positions held, expertise,
ete.)

Excel database

Prospective BOT member
Approval Questionnaire

Descriptive Report of
development and training for
charter School BOTS and
identification of best practices
and future training needs

Authorizer approval of
BOT Training
consultant(s)

Track the training dates and content of
training

BOT minutes

Pre- and Post- BOT
SUrveys assessing quantity
and quality of training.

Report Analyzing the impact of
charter school training for
existing BOT members

Annual Charter School
Submission of Project
Progress Narrative and
Budget Narrative

Track BOT attendance at board development
and training

Site Visit Fiscal and
Program Monitoring
Protocols
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Final Project Charter
School Submission of
Project Progress and
Budget Narrative

Charter School Project
Progress and Budget
Narrative

Final Project Progress and
Budget Narrative

Performance Measure (3B): In years two and three of the grant period, one hundred percent (100%) of new Board of Trustee members
will participate in the same Board development and training focused on their roles, responsibilities, and scope of atithovity.

Benchmarks

Data Collection

Methods/Instruments

Analysis/Reporting

Authorizer approval of
new board members

Track new board member nhominations and
approvals from the BOT minutes which are
required to be submitted to the authorizer

Excel database

BOT minutes

Descriptive Report of
development and training for
new charter School BOTS and
identification of best practices
and future training needs

Authorizer approval of
BOT Training
consultant(s)

Track demographic BOT data (1.e., length of

term, positions held, etc.)

Pre- and Post- BOT
SUrveys assessing quantity
and quality of training.

Report Analyzing the Impact of
new charter school BOT
training at end of grant period.

Annual Charter School

Track the training dates and content of

Site Visit Fiscal and

Submission of Project training Program Monitoring
Progress Narrative and Protocols

Budget Narrative

Final Project Charter Track BOT attendance at board development | Charter School Project

School Submission of
Project Progress and
Budget Narrative

training

Progress and Budget
Narrative

Final Project Progress and
Budget Narrative

Performance Measure (3C): In vears two and three of the grant period, 100% of all Board of Trustee members will participate in
refresher courses and/or updaie Sessions.

Benchmarks

Data Collection

Methods/Instruments

Analysis/Reporting
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Authorizer approval of
BOT Training
consultant{s) and
curriculum

Track the refresher course training dates and
content/focus

Excel database
BOT minutes

BOT surveys of training
and future training needs

Descriptive Report of
development and training for
charter School BOTS perhaps
and identification of best
practices and future training
needs

Annual Charter School
Submission of Project
Progress Narrative and

Authorizer Site Visit Fiscal
and Program Monitoring

Protocols

Report analyzing the impact of
charter school BOT training at
end of grant period

Budget Narrative
Charter School Project
Progress and Budget
Narrative

Final Project Charter Track BOT attendance at board development | Final Project Progress and

School Submission of and training Budget Narrative

Project Progress and
Budget Narrative

Performance Measure (3D): One hundred percent (100%) of CSP funds awarded to charter schools will be accounted for on the final
performance report at the end of the grant period.

Benchmarks

Data Collection

Methods/Instruments

Analysis/Reporting

Annual Charter school
submission of Project
Progress Fiscal
Narratives

Track charter school grant expenditures on
CAFE System

Excel Spreadsheet
Authorizer Site Visit Fiscal
and Program Monitoring
Protocols

Office of Grants Management
and Office of Audit Services
Review

Annual Charter School
Report and Financial
Audit {August)

Charter School Project Progress and Budget
Narrative

CAFE System to monitor
expenditures

CSP Annual Performance
Report

End of Grant Project
Progress Fiscal
Narratives

Final Project Progress and Budget Narrative

Site Visit Fiscal and
Program Monitoring
Protocols
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Performance Measurve (3E): None (0%) of the newly funded chavter schools will be closed or receive a non-renewal due to fiscal

instability.

The State has a contract
with SchoolWorks, an
educational consulting
agroup, to conduct
comprehensive
monitoring renewal visits
of each charter school 1n
the third year of its
existing charter and to
train SEA staff to
participate in the review

Tracking of staff comments and concerns
(as staff from every Department office and
Title program participate in these
comprehensive reviews)

SchoolWorks Comprehensive Monitoring
Report

Tracking of comments back from charter
schools responding to staff concerns based
on comprehensive review

Comprehensive
Monitoring Renewal
Matrix

Title Program Matrix
Site Visit Fiscal and
Program Monitoring

Protocols

Comprehensive Review

SchoolWorks Comprehensive
Monitoring Report (for each
Charter School)

Title Program Staff Summary
Review Reports

Annual Report on the
Status of Charter Schools to

the Regents, Governor, and
State Legislature

Inten 1ew Pmtnwh

Perfnrmam e Memure (4A) IH ) JCAVS m 7. and rhree f}f rhe gmnr permd rhe HHH’?bEF" f}f dzﬁemmarmn grant awards made will be af least

two each vear.

Benchmarks

Data Collection

Methods/Instruments

Analysis/Reporting

The State will award 6
dissemination grants
during the grant period.

Track the number of grant applications
submitted in each grant period, identifying
secondary charter schools initiatives.

Peer Reviewers
Completed Scoring Rubric

Project Director analysis of
applications reviewed and
outcome

Sub-Grantee annual
project performance
report

Track the questions submitted by the public
to a dedicated email address and post
responses on website to assist all developers

Excel database for
tracking application,
priorities, and sub-grantee
data

Final Compilation of Annual
Performance Reports
emphasis on qualitative
feedback regarding the impact
of these projects on the
educational practices of the
recipient schools or teachers
following project conclusion.
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Sub Grantee final project
performance report

Track the peer review scoring rubrics and
input quantitative and qualitative data into
database.

CAFE System to monitor
expenditures

Track the final number of charter schools
awarded funds at the end of each grant
period.

Track the number of grants awarded.

Site Visit Fiscal and
Program Monitoring
Protocols

Annual surveys of
recipient schools, or

teachers
Performance Measure (4B): By the end of the grant period, fen articles will be written by the SEA highlighting charter school best
practices.
Benchmarks Data Collection Methods/Instruments | Analysis/Reporting

[n the second and third
yvear of the grant period,
the SEA will highlight
charter school best
practices in the SED
Newsletter.

Sub-Grantee annual
project performance
report

Sub-Grantee final project
performance report

Qualitative feedback regarding the impact of

these projects on the educational practices of the

recipient schools or teachers following project
conclusion.

Surveys of recipient
schools or teachers
regarding the impact
of the dissemination
projects.

Compilation of dissemination
data from all sub-grantees
describing the dissemination
efforts and 1impact on recipients.

Sub Grantee annual
project performance
report

Sub Grantee final
project performance
report

Highlight best practices on the
State Education Department’s
web page.

Annual Report on the Status of
Charter Schools to the Regents,
Governor, and State Legislature
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Performance Measure (4C): By vear two of the grant period, 100% of New York State public schools and BOCES will have been
provided a capy of the charter schools ™ ouide.

Benchmarks

Data Collection

Methods/Instruments

Analysis/Reporting

The State will prepare a
draft guide about charter
schools in October 2009

with a special emphasis
on secondary schools.

The guide will address: charter school
requirements in terms of how charter schools are
created, governed, and financed; curriculum and
instruction; discipline; education of special
populations; admissions/enrollment; and student
achievement data; etc. Common questions over
the years from parents, community, and teachers
will be addressed throughout guide.

Excel database for
tracking questions to
address

Survey instruments
from parents and
communities

The Department will publish a
oguide focused on basic charter
school questions. The guide
will include a survey soliciting
information about the impact of
the guide with an emphasis on
secondary schools.

The SEA will send draft
guide to stakeholders--
various school
communities and parent
aroups for readability
and content in November
2009.

Site Visit Fiscal and
Monitoring Visits

Comprehensive
Monitoring Visit
Feedback from Parent,
Teacher, or
Community

The SEA will approve
final approval in May
2010

The SEA will print the
gulde and disseminate
guide 1n July 2010.
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ATTACHMENT A: Memorandum Of Agreement

MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT by and between the New York State Education
Department and the State University of New York

WITNESSETH

WHEREAS, the New York State Education Department {(SED) applhied tor and recerved tederal
funds tfrom the United States Department of Education {USDOE) to achieve the objectives
described n SED's apphcation subnutted March 14, 2005 and approved by USDOE i August
2005 as Award Number U2Z82A030007;

WHEREAS, one of the objectives contained m the apphcation 18 a collaboration between SED
and the State Umiversity of New York {SUNY) to coordinate charter school activities;

WHEREAS, SED and SUNY desire to work cooperatively to achieve the coordimation of charter
school activities;

WHEREAS, SED will make avatablie to SUNY a portion of #g allocation of tunds tfrom USDOLE
for this purpose.

NOW, THEREFORE, i order to define thewr respective roles and responsibibities i the
admunistration of the tederal tfunds desceribed herein, the parties agree as tollows:

L. SED shall provide SUNY with tederal grant tunds as detatied i Appendix A, by sub

atlocation through normatl State procedures, as approved by the Othice of the State
Comptrotler, upon execution of this agreement.

bt

Consistent with apphicable federal laws and reguiations, the tiscal admumustration and
disbursement of these funds shall be made by SUNY. SUNY will provide information
regarding all disbursements to SED i oa tormat to be determuned by SED (see
Appendix ().

Lad

SUNY shall implement a structure tor coordinating charter school program ettorts in
the State and conduct refated activities mn accordance with the budget and work plan,
attached as Appendix A and Appendix B, SUNY may conduct all or a portion of the
activities set torth m the budget and work plan through the Research Foundation of
the State of New York.

4. On or betore May 15, 2006, SUNY shall provide to SED a written report
documenting the progress made m achieving the objectives desceribed i the approved
work plan. The tormat shall be prescenibed by SED. SED shall be responsible for
preparing and subnutting all required State and tederal reports mn comection with the
tederal erant avthonty described i paragraph 1.

[
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b,

9.

During the perntod this MOA 18 mn ettect, SUNY shall retam possession of any
cguipment purchased trom funds made avaiablie to SUNY pursuant to this
agreement.  Upon ternunation ot this agreement, SUNY may reguest i writing the
contmued use of such equipment when tiling s hinal programmatic report. SED
shall not unreasenably withhold #ts consent for continued use of such eguipment.
SUNY shall return to SED any equipment tor which continued use 15 not sought or
dispose of such equipment i accordance with SED mstructions.

[n the event that tunds become unavatiable, SED shall termunate this agreement by
notityimg SUNY m writing immediately and the MOA shall termunate upon the later
of receipt of such written noetitication or the date of unavatability of tederal funds.
SED shall be obhigated to tund SUNY only tor the allowable expenditures made and
permissible obhgations mcurred by SUNY untd such time as written notice of
ternunation 8 recetved by SUNY from SED or untid such time as tederal tunds
become unavaiiabie, whichever is later.

Al records refated to SUNY pertormance under this agreement shall be preserved
and made avadable to officials, mcluding but not hnuted to auditors emploved or
retamed by SED, the Division of the Budget, the Oftice ot the State Comptrodier,
their authorized representatives, and  appropriate  oificials  trom  the tederal
government for a period of six years aiter the timal use of tunds provided under this
agreement.

The term of this agreement shall be deemed to have commenced on August 1, 2005
and shall terminate on July 31, 2008 subject to amnnual review and revision ot the
budget and work plan attached as Appendix A and Appendix B.

Any tunds not obhigated by SUNY prior to the ternunation of this agreement shall be
returned by SUNY to SED through normal State procedures.

10. This agreement may be reviewed pertodically, and may be amended i writing with

the consent of all parties hereto.

The toregoing s accepted and agreed to by

FR/Award # LE282A080011

Date Theresa Savo

Deputy Comnussioner tor Operations and Management
SETVICES
New York State Education Department

CDate Daniel Sheppard

Associate Vice Chancellor tor
Finance and Business
State University of New York

taa

=)



Appendix A: MOA Budget

Budget
Memorandum of Agreement
Public Charter Schools Program
August 1, 2008 through July 31, 2008

Lip to 30 percent of the tunds for services and expenses shall be sub-allocated to the State
Lmiversity of New York (SUNY) related to its conduct and participation in the tederal Public
Charter Schools grant program authorized by ESEA Title V, Part B, Charter Schools Programs,
as amended by the No Child Lett Behind Act ot 2001,

This imncludes:

Lip to 2.5 percent of the total budget for adnunistrative expenses associated with the tederal
charter school grants prograny:

e Lipte 3 percent of the total budget tor dissenunation subgrants {or contracts) to
cligibie apphicants to dissenunate best practices.

o Lipto 30 percent of the total budget, minus amounts reserved for administrative
expenses and dissemination subgrants (or contracts), tor planmng and
implementation subgrants {or contracts) to eligible appiicants to plan and implement
charter schools m accordance with the tederal charter school grants program.
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Appendix B: MOA Work Plan

CHARTER SCHOOLS PLANNING AND TMPLEMENTATION PROGRAM
August 1, 2008 through July 31, 2008

Work Plan

The Board of Trustees of the State University of New York {SUNY) will collaborate with
the State Education Department {(SED) to award charter school plannmg and implementation
grants to eligible recipients under the award of the tederal Public Charter Schools Program in the
State, and will conduct related activities i accordance with the following work plan.

GOAL 1: By 10/14/05 THE STATE EDUCATION DEPARTMENT (SED) SHALL
DEVELOP THE PROCESSES AND PROCEDURES TO BE USED FOR THE
ADMINISTRATION OF THE GRANT, IN COLLABORATION WITH THE BOARD OF
TRUSTEES OF THE STATE UNIVERSITY OF NEW YORK {(SUNY).

Objective 1.1: Agreement shall be reached regarding processes and procedures.
ACTHIVITIES:

I, Representatives trom SUNY and SED shall meet to review the Reguest tor Proposals {REFP)
as developed by SED.

I

Sinudar review and award procedures will be developed by SUNY conssstent with the tederal
program. “Smtar’ s defined as meaning:

2.a. the tormat tor the RFP shall be determuned by SED, m consultation with SUNY. Any
deviations in the tormat subseqguently desired by SUNY will require the prior consent of
SED:

2.b. the miormation requested mn the REP shall be determuned by SED, in consuitation with
SUNY. Any deviations m the intormation reqguested by the RFP as subseqguently desired by
SUNY will require the prior consent of SED;

2.¢. the review and rating procedure tor each apphcation shall be deternuned by SED, in
cotfaboration with SUNY.

1. Objective 1.2: SUNY will develop 2 plan and a proposed administrative budget for the
implementation and management of that portion of the grant that is sub-allocated to it,

ACTIVITIES:

I, SUNY shall collaborate with SED to develop its plan tor implementation and oversight of the
sub-alocation consistent with tederal guidehmes, mcluding plans for the use of tunds
provided tor adnunstration. Such plan must be approved by SED and shall mclude, but not
be himited to:

L.a.a descerption of all proposed adnumstrative costs tor each year of the grant award;

-

o
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1.b. a description of all sub-grant review and award procedures, mciuding person{s)
responsibie tor such activities;

L.eoa tmehne tor the on-site monttorimg of all PCSP sub-awards; and

L.d. any other intormation required by SED.

2. A montorng protocol shall be developed by SUNY and presented to SED tor s approval.

ke

2. Objective 1.3: The RFPs will be disseminated to all appropriate parties.

ACTIVITIES:
I, SUNY and SED shall put theirr REPs up on thewr respective web sies.
SUNY and SED shall mail their REPs to all of their respective current charter school
apphicants, approved charter schools, and mterested others.
3. SED shall provide a copy of its REP to the Chancetlor of the New York City Schools and to
the New York State School Boards Association.

I

GOAL 20 SUNY AND SED SHALL COMMENCE REVIEW PROCEDURES

Objective 2.1: All applications received prior to January 1, 2006 from eligible applicants
shall be reviewed and rated by SUNY and SED.

ACTIVITIES:
I, The review ot apphcations shall commence within ten (10) days of receiving apphcations.
2. Apphcants shall be intormed of their award status m writing within ten (10) days of such

deternunation bemng made.
Objective 2.2: Review of apphications and awarding ot grants shall continue on an annual basss.

ACTIVITIES:
1. All applications shall be reviewed and award determinations made.
2. Applicants will be informed in writing of their award status within ten (10) days of such

determination being made.
3. Applicants shall be informed that all PCSP funds must be committed by 5:00 p.m. on

July 31, 2008.

GOAL 3: BY AUGUST 1, 2006, ALL REQUIRED INFORMATION SHALL BE SUBMITTED
TO SED FROM SUNY AS AN END-OF-YEAR REPORT.

Objective 3.1 An end-of-yvear fiscal and programmatic report shall be subnutted.
&
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ACTIVITIES:

1. SUNY shall sebmit all required information regarding expenditures and activities to
SED. Such reports shall be in a format prescribed by SED (see Appendix ). Copies of
each approved application (including the budget) and related correspondence
regarding all subgrant awards must be provided as a part of the report.

2. Grant awards and administrative costs shall be separate and itemized.

3. The end-of-vear report will be due to SED by August 1, 2006, and on each subsequent
August 1 immediately following the end of each grant vear.

4. SED shall prepare and submit all required end-of-yvear reports for the United States
Department of Education,

Objective 3,20 Monmitoring and oversight reports shall be subnutted.

ACTIVITIES:

1. SUENY and SED shall conduct monitoring and oversight of each grant that it awards.
SUNY shall provide SED with reports of such monitoring and oversight, regarding the
use of funds by the applicants.

3. Nothing in this MOA shall prohibit SED from also conducting such monitoring of
PCSP grants awarded by SUNY.
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Appendix C: MOA End-QOf-Year Report

END-OF-YEAR REPORT DATA ELEMENTS
For the Grant Period of
August 1, 2008 Through July 31, 2008.

Directions:

Grants
For each grant award made to ehgible apphcants under the Public Charter School

;
Program {PCSP), please provide the tollowmyg mtormation:

name of charter school/other eligible apphcant that recerved the award;

- the type of grant award made {i.e., planmng only, implementation oy, planning and
mplenentation, digsenunation);

- the total grant award period {may be muiti-year);

- the total amount of the award:; and

- the amount of the award broken out by grant year of the duration ot the grant period.

See attached tabie as an exampie.

For each grant award made, please provide a copy of the approved operating budget and
budget narrative tor the grant yvear bemyg reported {analogous to SED's FS-10), as well as
coptes of all refated correspondence {e.g., award fetters).

Administration

The report must also mclude all adminstrative costs meurred by the Trustees of the State
University of New York and the Charter Schools [nstitute. These must be enuzed as
foHows:

Total Direct Costs

- personal services, meiuding protfessional and non-protessional salarnies;

- non-personal services, mcluding supphies, equipment, purchased services
mciuding consultants” fees, travel costs; and

- irmnge benetits.

Total Indirect Costs

- adnunsstrative overhead (itenmized)

3

FR/Award # LE282A080011 af



ATTACHMENT B: PROJECT DIRECTOR’S RESUME

DARLENE M. MENGEL, Ph.D.

PROFESSIONAL EMPLOYMENT HISTORY

Supervisor of Educational Programs 4/6/00 — present
New York State Education Department

Mawor Responsibilities:

b

i

e

i

L.

oversight and coordination of all day-to-day aspects of the Public Schools
Choice Program oftice.

supervision of protessional and support statt

development of proposed pohicy

the development of guidelmes and provision of technical assistance refating to
charter schools

review of charter school apphications

momtoring and oversight of estabhished charter schools

management ot the tederal Public Charter Schoot Program grant

nanagement of the State Magnet Schools grant

nanagenent of the State’s portion of the State Stimuius Fund

. preparation of reports and other documents tor the Governor, the Board of

Resents, the Commussioner of Education, the New York State Legisiature,
and others
coordimation ot ettorts within the Department refative to charter schools

12, coordmation of ettorts with other charter entities

Associate in School EImprovement 12/12/96 —4/5/00
New York State Education Department

FR/Award # LE282A080011

Maior Responsibilities:

2

Lrd

oversight and coordination of all day-to-day aspects of the charter school
program

the development of guidehnes and provision of technical assistance refating to
charter schools

the development of guidelmes and provision of technical assistance refating to
shared decision-making

provide mtormation and assistance to parents, schools, BOCLES, and

4
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Darlene M. Mengel, Ph.D. (page 2)

mterested others regarding education faw, rules, and regulations

5. provide miormation and technweal assistance resarding the vanous tacets ot
school retorm ettorts in New York State
Early Intervention Program Specialist 6396 - 12/11796

New York State Department of Health
Bureau ot Child and Adolescent Health

Mawor Responsihilities:

2

L

-1

6.

..D{r_"'t

the development of pohicy, guidelines, and/or regulations relating to mteragency
refations, reimbursement pohicies, pohey guidance documents, and  service
guideimes

to provide support to vaneus Advisory Councils {e.g., Early Intervention
Coordinating Counct, Interagency Comnuttee)

to conduct evaluations of various aspects of the Farly Intervention Program
assst with the coordination, development, and dissenunation ot Part H
applications across New York State

to assist with the development and nmunagement of the Part H budget for New
York State

to prepare the Pertormance Report and other program reports

to work on special projects as reguested

to provide guidance and mput to other Units m the Department, as reguested

Associate in Educational Planning and Evaluation
New York State BEducation Department LIRS - 671296

FR/Award # LE282A080011

Mawor Regponsibihities:

2

LA e fad

managed a statewide program of Adult Centers tor Comprehensive Education
and Support Services (ACCESS)

developed and provided trammmg and techmeal assistance to school districts,
BOCES, parent groups, board of education, and mterested others regarding a
wide variety of school retormy mitiatives {e.g., restructuring K-12, assessment,
shared decision-niaking)

progrant development, mplementation and evaluation

grants managenent and review

conducted high school re-registration reviews

responded to ssues and concerns relating to educational faw, regulation, and/or
policy as ramsed by schoot districts, BOCES, parents, and other regarding prek-
12 education

1§}
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Darlene M. Mengel, Ph.D (page 3)

Elementary Principal THIST - T1/8/88
Brittonkill Centrat School
Troy, New York

Mawor Regponsibihities:

I, datly supervision and adnumstration of the buidding, programs, students, and
personnet

2. budgeting, scheduling, program development
3. statt and student supervision
4. mteracting with the community
Assistant Superintendent TG - T1/8/8S

Brittonkili Central Schood
Troy, New York

Mawor Responsibilities:

I, Charperson of the Comnutiee on Special Education

2. Charperson of the Special Education Department {(stait hirng, supervision, and
evatuation; program deveiopment and evaluation)

3. development and management of the Gitteds Talented Education Program

4. management of the Compensatory Education Program

5. district-wide evaluation {mcludmg the Comprehensive Assessment

6. Report)

7. erant-writing and management
8. hason with commumty services and agencies

9. mteracting with the community

Itinerant Specialist TALIRS - 6730086
Rensselaer-Columbia-Greene BOCES
Castleton, New York

Major Responsibilities:
I.oacted as Special Services Coordinator tor Brittonk:t Central School tour days
per week (see above)
2. asssted a BOCES Coordinator of Handicapped Education one day per

| ]
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Darlene M. Mengel, Ph.D. (page 4)

week with scheduimge of tinerant services, program development, and program
NONHOTINY

Director of Special Education /1784 - 6/30/85
Schoharie Central School
Schohane, New York

Major Responsibiities:
I, Charrperson of the Commutiee on the Handicapped

2. Charperson of the Special Education department {including  statt hirmg,
supervision, and evaluation; program development and evaluation)
3. student discipline
4. budgeting and scheduling
5. hason with parents, the community, and other services/agencies
School Psychologist DI1/82 - 6730084

South Glens Falls Centrat School
South Giens Falis, New York

Major Responsibiities:
I, conduct psychoeducational evaluations with students
2. consuit with parents, teachers, district statt, and other personnel
3. appomnted to the Comnutiee on the Handicapped

[tinerant School Psychologist 91779 - 630482
Albany-Schoharie-Schenectady BOCES
Albany, New York

Major Responsibiities:
I, conduct psychoeducational evaluations with students m tour districts
2. consult with parents, teachers, district statt, and other personnel
3. chawrperson of three Comnuttees on the Handicapped

PR/Award # UPB2ANS0011 2t



Darlene M. Mengel, Ph.D. (page 5)
EDUCATIONAL HISTORY

Ph.D. in Educational Administration December 1995
State University of New York at Albany

(. A8, in Educational Administration May 1984
State University of New York at Albany

C.AS. in School Psychology May 1979
State University of New York at Albany

ML.S. in Educational Psyehology August 1978
State Uimiversity of New York at Albany

B.S. in Psyvchology May 1975
State Uiversity College at Geneseo

CERTIFICATIONS HELD

School District Adnunistrator - permanent
School Psychotogist - permanent

DISSERTATION
A Comparison of Novice and Experienced School Board Members’ Reasons for

Seeking Office and Their Beliefs Abowr Their Roles, Responsibifities, and Scope of
Authority in New York State.

PAPERS PRESENTED
How Much Do School Boord Members Know Abowr Their Roles, Responsibilities, and

Scope of Authority in New York Stare?  Paper presented at the annual meetmyg ot the
Northeast Educational Research Assocation, October 25-27, 1995, EHenville, New York

PR/Award # UPB2ANS0011 et



Dariene M. Mengel, Ph.D. (page 6)

REFERENCES

D)6
(“\Jg ?IE-II]}EH . Viola

Executive Director

Ottice of School Improvement and Community Services
New York State Education Department

475 EBA

Albany, New York 12234

518-474-4817

Mas. Jean €. Stevens

Associate Comnussioner

Ottice of Instructional Support and Development
New York State Education Department

873 EBA

Albany, New York 12234

S518-474-5915

Other references avatable tron
The University at Albany
Career Devetopment Center

1400 Washington Avenue

Aldbany, New York 122272

518-442-5515
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ATTACHMENT C: REPORT MANAGER’S RESUME

VICKIE A. SMITH-MOYO, MSW

EDUCATION

1982-1983 Svracuse University Svracuse, NY
»  Master of Social Work—Vhitney M. Young Scholar

1978-1932 Svracuse University Svracuse, NY
" Bachelor of Social Work

2007- present  Concord Law School {Kaplan University) Calitornia
" Fivst Year Law Studet in JD Program

PROFESSIONAL EXPERIENCE

FR/Award # LE282A080011

2005-present  NYS Education Department Albany, NY
Associare in the Office of Public School Choice Prograims

Liason tor charter schools and magnet schools m the Capital Reglon and
Long Island responsible tor providing technical assistance. Interact with other
SED offices to ensure charter schools have the information and resources
related to all aspects of school operations.

Review charter school applications, proposed charters, proposed changes to
exasting charters, and renewal applications. Review and approve magnet
school applications.

Conduct site visits to all Regents-authorized charter schools at least twice

annually and at least once vearly to all non-Regents authorized charter
schools.

Participate in the formal comprehensive monitoring of all charter schools as
required, and act as lead reviewer tor charter schools 1n assigned area,

Act as one ot two ottice liaisons responsible tor interacting with USDOE to
prepare the grant application, the annual and tinal pertormance reports, and
attend required USDOE conterences related the federal Charter School
Project Grant Program.

et
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2003-2005 NYS Education Department Albanv, NY

Assocrats in Bilingual Education

»  Communicate State Laws, Commussioner’s Regulations and Federal NCLB
Title TII guidelines regarding limited Englsh Proficient students to school
districts, public schools, charter schools, non-public schools, teachers and
Jrarents

»  Review and Approve Comprehensive State Plans and NCLE Title ITT Funding
Applications

» Design datacollection and monitoring instruments

»  Conduct monitoring visits

» Conduct literature reviews for scientifically based swdies and programs
regarding the education of limited English proficient students

»  Trepare dataand develop State and tederal reports

2000-2002 College of St. Rose Albanv, NY

Adjunct Facultv-School of Social Work

»  Taught undergraduate course on child abuse and maltreatnent

»  Mantain aclass of 30 students majoring m soctal work and other majors

» TIncorporate avariety of teaching approaches tor ditticult subject marter

1995-2003 NYS Education Department Albanv, NY
Assocrats in Ressarch and Evaluation

»  Develop policy research plans and designs

» Design datacollection instruments

»  Tran & support tield statt to conduct on-site mterviews and document review
=  Conduct literature searches and reviews

»  Analyze data and develop reports

1990-1995 NYS Education Department Albanv, NY
Assocrats im Intovcultural Relarions and Multicultural Education

»  Tovestugated civil rights/ discrimination complaints from school communities
»  Prepared reports ot findings and recommendations

»  Provided training and support to schools on how to address underlving ssues
mvolving mtercultural relatons

= Monitored small mcentive school grants tor the development of programs to
tacilitate improved relations in 1dentitied school communities

1988-1990  NYS Education Department Albanv, NY
Assistant in Eguity and Accsss Programs-Office of Highsr Education
»  Reviewed contracts/budgets of colleges/universities receiving grants to
mcrease minority student parucipation m higher education

»  Monitored written program plans and conducted annuval visits to program sites
»  Organized bidders conterence/ tramimg seeking to partucipate m nitiatrve

| 6
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» TProvided ongoing technical support to grant approved schools

1986-1988 Nutrition Consortium of NYS Albanv, NY

Assocrats Divector

»  Organized and developed 9 sites across the state to incremse community
parucipaton in tederal food programs (WIC, tood stamps, school lunch]

1984-1986 Food Research & Action Center Washington, D.C.

Marernal and Child Health Specualist

»  Collected marernal and child health {1e, intant mortality and low
birthweight) statstics trom the states

» Lobbied Congress and tederal program offices for increased tunding

»  Developed and supported a natonal advocacy network associated with the
oI gaizatlon

1983-1984 Svracuse University Syracuse, NY

Counszlor Tutor Coordinator in Offics of Supportive Seyvics & Resaarch

=  Counselor to HEOP and other opportunity program students focused on
range of needs {academic, tmancial, tamily, ew.]

*  Coordmated tutoring services for opportunity program students

»  Developed and implemented academic skills workshops tor students

COMMUNITY INVOLVEMEINT

*  Board Member and Volunteer Clinic Coordinator, The Legal Project, 2000 to present

»  Orgamzer/Spokesperson, Capital Region Justice tor Dialio Comnuttee, December 1999 to
March 2000

»  Founder, Former President, and Current Board Member, In Our Own Voices, 1997-2003

»  Advisory Board Member, Community Foundation of the Capital Region’s Lesbian and Gay
Community Funding Partnership, 1996-1998

»  Board Member, Kitchen Table: ¥Women of Color Press, 1995-1997

»  Board Member, Emplovee Ownership Project. 1994-1996

»  Secretary and Board Member, Our Brothers' Keepers Foundanon, 1992-1994

*  Board President and Board Member, Holding Our Own: A Fund for Women, 1987-1997

»  Capital Dstrict Coalition Agamst Apartheid and Racism, 1988 to 1991

*  Board Member, City ot Albany Community Police Relations Board, 1988-1990

ANCARDS

*  Holding Our Own: A Fund tor Women, Tribute tor 10 Years of Service, Board President, 1997
= Soctal Justce Center, Peace and Justice Awrard, 1997

" New York State Education Department Minority Fellow, 1995

»  Natonal Organizavon tor Women {Albany, NY Chapter}, Making Waves Award, 1995

» VWK Kellogg Natonal Fellowship Candidate, 1995 | 1800 applicants: 1 ot 20 in tinal interviews
» J.C. Penney Gold Rule Recognition Award, 1993

PR/Award # UPB2ANS0011 et



»  Founder’s Day Speaker, Nauonal Assocration of Negro Business and Professional Women's Clubs,
Inc., (Staunton, VA Chapterj, 19853
»  Ousstanding Young Women of America Award, 1983

PR/Award # UPB2ANS0011 ety



ATTACHMENT D: GRANTS MANAGER’S RESUME

BARBARA JEAN MOSCINSKI

EXPERIENCES:
" NYS EDUCATION DEPARTMENT, Albany, NY (6/06-Current)

® Associate in Education Improvement Services, Public School Choice
Programs (11/07-Current)

v'Liaison to Charter Schools in the Rochester and Syracuse areas

v Provide technical assistance to charter schools

v Review and approve funding applications for charter schools

V’Enterpret Article b6, in consultation with Office of Counsel

*/Participate ih comprehensive monitoring and site visits for charter schools
V/Manage state and federal grant activities

® Assistant in Education improvement Services, Public School Choice
Programs (6/06-11/07)
¥ Liaison to Charter Schools in the Rochester and Syracuse areas
v’ Provide technical assistance to charter schools
v’ Review and approve funding applications for charter schools
V’Enterpret Article 56, in consuliation with Office of Counsel
(Participate i comprehensive monitoring and site visits for charter schools
v’ Review VMagnet School grants

B KELLY SERVICES INC.,, Albany, NY {(4/05-6/06: Part-time)

® Senior Reader, Measured Progress Regional Assessment Office at
Rensselaer Technology Park

v’ Read and evaluated responses to non-mulitple choice questions in
Reading, Mathematics, Writing and Science (grades 3 ~11)

v Assigned scores to responses according to rubrics
v Set read behinds and reviewed embedded questions set for the readers

v’ Coached readers on adjacent and discrepant responses
v Completed reports on reader rates and other required information
v’ Provided input for the improvement of the scoring process

B OCM BOCES, Syracuse, NY (9/97-10/04)

¢ Educational Consultant, Student Support Services Center (1/04-10/04)

v' Wrote and Managed the development of the drafts of Creating Tobacco-
Free Healthy Schools: Tips for Success

14
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¢ Educatlonal Consultant, Mid-State Coordinated School Health Network
(3/00-6/03)
v Designed, Created, and Managed the CSHN Resource Room, including a

Microsoft ACCESS database of over 1600 eniries

v Co-Developed and Wrote the Health Careers resource guide
v Developed and Wrote A Middle-School Resource Guide for an Alcohol and

Brug-Free Life

v Developed and Wrote An Elementary Resource Guide for a Tobacco-Free

Life

o Educational Consultant, Regional School Support Center (10/02-2/03)
v Wrote an 84-page booklet highlighting quality picture books correlating

to specific skills and topics in ELA K-12, for use by Syracuse CSD teachers

v Wrote a 50-page booklet highlighting quality picture books correlating to

the seven key ideas in Mathematics K-12, for use by Syracuse CSD
teachers

¢ Educational Consultant, Special Programs (Spring/Summer 2000)
v' Co-Wrote the Drug-Free Communities Support Program Grant awarded to

OCM BOCES for the period during 10/1/00-9/30/03, and funded by the
Office of National Drug Control Policy and the Office of Juvenile Justice

and Delinquency Prevention

¢ Coordinator, Goals 2000: Shared Decision Making (9/97-6/99)

v

NENEN

SNEN

Coordinated the development and delivery of statewide workshops,
including meetings with regional shared decision making liaisons to offer
the workshops on curriculum, assessment, and the standards, especially
in ELA and MST

Developed and Wrote an interactive CD-ROM for SDM teams to become
adept at using a variety of research-based quahty problem-solving
strategies; and to remforce the teams’ mvolvement in issues related to
raising standards

Developed the agenda and Co-Wrote the script for a teleconference
focusing on the biennial review of CR100.11, and improving student
achievement.

Chatred and Coordinated the statewide advisory committee’s activities
Reviewed the NYSED website for SDM and Recommended updates
Coordinated the development, production, and distribution of SDM
resource materials, mcluding revising the SOM Resource Manual
Developed the concept for 3 newsletters and Coordinated therr
production

Developed the concept for the statewide conference and Organized the
event

Monitored the budget and Wrote necessary reports

Acted as a liaison with NYSED representatives regarding grant activities

20
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v Developed a Power Point presentation highlighting avaitable SDM
resources

B CONTACT COMMUNITY SERVICES, INC., Syracuss, NY (8/01-1/02)

® Educational Consuliant
v Reviewed existing PPYD (Partners for Positive Youth Development)
resource room procedures, Recommended revisions, Created the new
structure, and Organized the resources

v Co-Wrote a Baldwinsville CSD grant to obtain safe and drug-free schools’
monies

B AMERICAN LUNG ASSOCIATION, Syracuss, NY (4/01-12/01)

* Educational Consultant
v Developed and Wrote the draft A Tobacco Cessation Guide for Health and

Human Service Professionals for clinicians in Onondaga County

B CAPITAL REGION BOCES, Albany, NY (Summer 2001)

e Educational Consultant, Capital Region Coordinated Schogl Health Network
v Developed and Wrote a preliminary listing of drug prevention and school
safety programs; and a preliminary listing of resources to be used as a
reference for drug prevention and school safety activities, both in order to
begin implementation of the Principles of Effectiveness consistent with
the Safe and Drug-Free Schools Program

B NYS EDUCATION DEPARTMENT, Albany, NY (1/87-4/95)

o Assistant in Education Improvement Services, Mid-State School Support
Services Team (1/954/95H)

v Managed and Coordinated staff development, parent involvement, and
technology mtegration projects and activities for the SED Mid-State team
and the Syracuse C5D

v' Delivered presentations on technology integration in the classroom

v' Participated in regional pfanning activities

o Assistant in Education iImprovement Services, Syracuse Field Services Team
(11/92-1/95)
v" Chaired the team’s staff development, and technology integration
subcommittees
Co-Coordinated regional activities for three SED field services teams
Reviewed grants and proposals
Managed technology mtegration, parent involvement, and staff
development activities
v Participated in Syracuse CSD’s site-based planning for technology use in
schools
v Managed the team’s procedural and clerical operations

SNENEN
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v Acted as a member of the Elementary, Middle, Secondary & Continuing
Education Technology Cabinet

v" Acted as a Haison to the Syracuse CSD's Research, Evaluation &
Technology Office, Staff Development Office, and Parent Involvement

Office

e Assistant in Educational Planning and Evaluation, Bureau of Technology
Applications (11/88-11/92)

v Managed the Youth At-Risk Electronic Clearinghouse, including delivering
regional training workshops on e-mail, computer-based conferencing, and
database search and retrieval; developing a traning package; conducting
monthly meetings; dehlvermg presentations; developing the database and
conferencing content; and writing articles for the bureau’s newsletter
Reviewed school proposals focusing on technology mitiatives
VManaged the Secondary School 1995 Partnership (a Data General, SED,
BOCES, and selected secondary schools’ multimedia and international
communications pilot), including conducting meetings; coordmating
classroom technology integration efforts with school personnel;
developing the mternational component; developing evaluation
components; and recommending classroom project ideas
v Managed the Compact for Learning technology focus group activities
v Co-Managed the development and distribution of SED’'s Computers in

Schooling manual
v" Previewed and Recommended software for a software preview guide

RN

e Elementary, Secondary, Continuing Education Specialist, Division for Program
Development (1/87-11/88)

v" Coordinated the development of the original manuscript and field test
editions of the Design and Brawing for Production sylabus, including
conducting meetings for pilot teachers, SED staff, and the design team;
and developing the evaluation instruments for the ptot

v Managed the development, implementation, and evaluation of the
statewide Staff and Curriculum Development Network, including
designing a template for a training manual; organizing meetings for the
executtve commitiee and regional reps; developing procedures for
curriculum and content bureaus to folow for training the regional reps;
and participating in the executive commitiee meetings

B HELPLINE DENTAL OFFICE SERVICES, Woodland Hills, CA (Fall 1986)

o Systems Training Consultant, East Coast
v'  Delivered management software training sessions to dental and support

staff
v" Provided customer support

B COMPU*TECH EDUCATIONAL SERVICES, Pasadena, CA (8/84-5/86)
e Training Coordinator/Teacher: Grades 3-8, Adulis

PR/Award # UPB2ANS0011 =W



v" Chaired the Curriculum Evaluation Committee, including writing a report
oh the teachers’ concerns and recommendations

Coordinated the Apple Software Evaluation Project

Acted as a member of the Teacher Competency, Teacher Manual
Revision, and Early Childhood Program Commitiees

Coordinated and Delivered monthly staff training sessions

interviewed, Trained, Observed, Evaluated and Supervised teachers
Organized nationwide teacher development efforts

Taught BASIC programmimng, LOGO, and word processing

RN

'SENENEN

B WATERFORD-HALFMOON UFSD, Waterford, NY (9/83-6/84)

o Chapter | Assistant Reading Teacher: Grades 1-6

Developed, Implemented, and Evaluated mstructional programs
incorporated Computer Assisted Instruction tn mdividual reading lessons
Taught BASIC programming as an Adult Education course (Spring 1984)
Provided remedial reading lessons to individuals and groups

Assisted with the evaluation and testing of individuals

Tested kindergarten students incoming to the district

NENENENENEN

B EAGLE HILL 5CHOOL, Harawick, MA (Summer 1983)

o Teacher: Learning Disabled Students: Ages 8-16
v Administered and Interpreted standardized tests

v Wrote IEPs and summary reports
v' Taught Writing Skills, Reading and Language Arts

B ST. JUDE'S SCHOOL, Wynantskill, NY (9/81-6/82)
e Teacher: Grade 4

B ALL SAINTS’ SCHOQL, Buffalo, NY (9/80-6/81)
e Teacher: Grade 3

Continuing Education Units:

o 1/27/99 - HTML, Level | - 6 hours

o //07/98 —~ Microsoft PowerPoint 97 /Windows - 5 hours

o 5/22/98 - Windows 9b, Level | -5 hours

o 6/15/93 - The Americans with Disabilities Act: “lt's the Law” - 3 hours

4/11/89 - Parenting & Parent Education, Changing Families, Critical Concerns
and Bullding Strengths - 1 credit

o 2/03/84 - the Child with Learning Disabilities: Medical, Psychological, and
Fducational Aspects - 1 credit

CERTIFICATION:

FR/Award # LE282A080011

e §/01/83 - NYS Permanent Teaching Certificate: Grades N-6
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EDUCATION:
B HARVARD UNIVERSITY, Cambridge, MA (9/82-6/83)

o Fdi.M.: Human Development
v Coursework in Reading, Child Development, and Interactive Technology
v" Phi Delta Kappa - Harvard Chapter

B DAEMEN COLLEGE, Amherst, NY (9/76-12/79)

e B.S:: Elementary Education N-6 (Elementary Education/Reading)
v Summa Cum Laude, Kappa Delta Pi, Gamma Epsilon Sigma

PR/Award # UPB2ANS0011 23



ATTACHMENT E: SUNY’ s CSIE VICE PRESIDENT FOR SCHOOL FISCAL
ACCOUNTABILITY'S RESUME

WILLIAM J. LAKE

Senior manager of natonally recognized charter school authorizer with

PROFILE . Lo +
expertence m sues related to school start-up, operations and renevwal.
Strong tinance background and entrepreneurial spirit. Solid team building
and leadership skills. Gustanding analytical skills, strong writer, clear
communicator and ettective presenter.

EXPERIENCE

Vice President for School Fiscal Accountability

2006 to present Charter Schools Instutute ot the
State University of New York

Overall responsibility for creating and mantanmg the Insutute’s
strategic plan—and tactical implementarion of that plan—as to charter
schools” tiscal performance and tinancial controls. Directs the
Institute’s monitoring of and assistance to schools as well & assistung
the Institute m determining appropriate policies and procedures in
regards to charter schools and administration of state and tederal grant
Programs,

Developed a Fiseal Accomntability Handbook that lavs out the
expectations related to tmancial accountability and to ftamiliarize
charter schools authorized by the State University Trustees with the
purposes, procedures, and products of 1ts tinancial oversight processes,

Established and implemented tederal grant monitoring procedures and
revised state grant procedures to increase transparency, target tunding
and improve ethiciency in administration,

Responsible for tfiscal review of applications, assessment of fiscal
soundness of schools on an ongoing basis, but especially when
program changes are proposed and at renewal. Writes renewal report
sections concerning tiscal benchmarks and tuture fiscal and tacility
plans,

Director of School Fiscal and Regulatory Accountability

20032006 Charter Schools Institute of the
State University of New York

Responsible tor overseemng the tiscal and regulatory aftairs ot charter
schools authorized by the State University of New York. Developed a
Rafervence Guide for Audits of Charter Schools aimed at school leaders

[
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and board members that 15 updated annually.

Setup svstem to track and analyvze quarterlr and annual fiscal
information including budgets. Provided fiscal review and analysis of
new and renewal charter applicauons. Wrote renewal report sections
concerning tiscal soundness and tuture fiscal and tacility plans.

Associate Auditor

19962003 Ottice of Audit Services
New York State Education Department

Developed a database to track the receipt of annual audit reports,
including tederal Single Audits, and designed and mplemented a
review protocol tor such reporwts. Established review checklist to
determine compliance with reporting standards {GASB-34),

Served a auditor-m-charge ot tiancial related audits of local educanon
agencies, mcluding tederal and stvate grant recipients. Led audits of
Building, Transportation, and Emplovment Preparation Educaton
Ard. Assessed mterna controls, mcluding controls and procedures
related to procurement and information technology.

Senior Aucditor

19901994 Ottice of Aundit Services
MNew York State Education D eprartiment

Conducted tmancial related andits ot local education agencies,

Transportation Audit Specialist

19331990 Ottice of Audit Services
MNew York State De prarunent ot Trans portation

Conducted aundits of municipalities and tor-protit companies that
contracted with the Deparument.

Accountant

19861938 Ashmere Manor Nursing Home
Hinsdale, Massachusetts

Responsible tor all accounting and budgeting activities, helping to ensure

i_lltE‘l‘ll::-]l CO1l tl‘D].S were i_llll_"}lﬁ‘lll E‘lltf‘d 'Elllf]. €111} 10}*" Ll bf‘ll E‘ﬂt
MAlAgein €11t.
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SMALL BUSINESS
EXPERIENCE

EDUCATION

CERTIFICATION

MEMBEERESHIPS
AND
AFFILTATIOINS

PRESENTATIOINS

FR/Award # LE282A080011

Partner

19962000 Hobtop Partmers
Pittstield, Massachusetts

Cotounder and operator of a small appare business. Primary

responsibilities were hnancial management and reporting, logistics
related to show participation and tax return preparation.

Siena College, Loudonville, TNY
B.B.A., Accounting 1985, Passed CPA Exam, Fall 2001

Certifled Government Financial Manager

Advisory Board Member, National Association of Charter School
Authorizers, Charter Authorizer Standards and Evaluation Project 2007

Member, Association of Government Accountants {AGA)

Consuitant {State Representativel to the New York State Society of
Certified Public Accourtants Public School Committee {2002 to present)
Contributor, Reference Manual for Audits of Schoof Districts

Peear reviewer for the Federal Department of Education
Charter Schools Program, State BEducation Agerncy Grants, 2007
Voluntary School Choice Programs, 2007

Helping Charter Schools Build Fiscal Capacity, National Association of
Charter School Authorizers Annual Conference, planned October 2007

Breaking Up Is Hard To Do {School Closure), National Association of
Charter School Authorizers Annual Conference, planned October 2007

Charter Schools Issues and Qutlook, Nelson A, Rockefeller Institute of
Government, March 2007

Nuts and Boits of School Closure, National Association of Charter School
Authorizers Annual Conference, October 2006

Getting Your Financial Reports Right, New York State Charter School
Association Annyal Conference, March 20006

Vaking a Compelling Case, Grant Writing from an Authorizers
Perspective, New York State Charter School Association Annual
Conference, March 2006

Taking Care of Business, BEvaluating Financial Performance, Nationa
Association of Charter School Authorizers, October 2005

e20



Budget Narrative

Budget Narrative

Attachment i
Title: Pages: Uploaded File: 2217-Mandatory_Final_USDOE_Budgel_Narrative.pdf
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