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2008 Summary Performance | Combined Performance & Demographics

% Proficient

Math Reading
All Friends Schools 71.12% 71.08%
State of MN 62.03% 70.70%

2008 Student Enrollment 3,282

Demographics All Friends State of
Schools Minnesota
Economic 26% 32%

% Receiving Free or Reduced Lunch

Language 11% 8%
% English Language Learners

Special Education 10% 13%
% Receiving Special Education Services

Racial 34% 24%
% Students of Color




2008 Summary Performance | Academic Achievement Measures

Friends of Ascension evaluates three measures of academic achievement:
Absolute Proficiency,
Comparative Proficiency, and
Growth

Absolute Proficiency

Expecting proficiency for each student, Friends of Ascension evaluates the percentage of
students meeting or exceeding state standards on the state tests (MCA-II).

Students are tested in grades 3-8 & 10 for Reading, grades 3-8 & 11 for Math, and grades
5, 8 and High School for Science.

Comparative Proficiency

Expecting each charter school to fulfill its statutory obligation to improve student
performance, Friends of Ascension evaluates how well the charter school performs
compared to a nearby district school that the charter school students would otherwise
likely attend.

Growth

Expecting growth for each student, Friends of Ascension evaluates the growth each student
achieved on the state and other assessments.

Because all schools take the state tests, for comparison purposes, only the growth results
from the state tests are reflected in this material. The Minnesota Department of Ascension
calculates each student’s growth on the state tests from one year to the next and identifies
the growth as one of three categories: low, less than one year’s growth; medium, one year’s
growth; and high, more than one year’s growth.

Results for each academic achievement-category follow.



2008 Summary Performance | Absolute Proficiency

The percentage of students meeting or exceeding state standards in each Friends of
Ascension charter school is:

State of MN
School % Proficient

% for Grades Grades
Reading Proficient Administered Administered *
1. Nova Classical Academy 94 71 3-8
2. Eagle Ridge Academy 91 68 6-8,10
3. Yinghua Academy 89 76 34
4. St. Croix Preparatory Academy 86 70 3-8,10
5. Beacon Academy 83 75 3-5
6. Seven Hills Classical Academy 80 75 3-5
7. Paideia Academy 79 72 3-7
8. Beacon Preparatory School 67 67 6-7
9. BioScience Academy 64 68 4,6-8
10. Stride Academy 62 72 3-7
11. Cygnus Academy 60 67 6-8
12.  Minneapolis Academy 44 68 5-8
13. Ascension Academy 29 71 10
14. New Millennium Academy 29 71 3-8
15. Long Tieng Academy 20 71 10
Math
1. Nova Classical Academy 91 67 3-8
2. Yinghua Academy 83 77 3-4
3. Eagle Ridge Academy 82 54 6-8,11
4. St. Croix Preparatory Academy 81 67 3-8
5. Beacon Academy 78 73 3-5
6. Seven Hills Classical Academy 78 73 3-5
7. Beacon Preparatory School 69 65 6-7
8. Paideia Academy 68 69 3-7
9. New Millennium Academy 63 67 3-8
10. Stride Academy 62 69 3-7
11. BioScience Academy 57 64 4,6-8
12. Cygnus Academy 51 61 6-8
13.  Minneapolis Academy 43 63 5-8
14. Ascension Academy 4 34 11
15 Long Tieng Academy: Insufficient number of students tested to report.

*Reading tested in grades 3-8, 10
Math tested in grades 3-8, 11



2008 Summary Performance | Comparative Proficiency

Comparative Proficiency is calculated by dividing the percent proficient in the charter
school by the percent proficient in the comparison district school (for the same grades
offered by the charter school). For example, 79% proficiency in the charter school and 85%
proficiency in a comparison district school results in Comparative Proficiency of 93%.

The comparative proficiency of each Friends of Ascension charter school is:

Comparative Performance Index

READING MATH
Comparative Comparative
Performance Index Performance Index

New Millennium Academy 1.36 [ New Millennium Academy 1.44
Prestige Academy 1.31 Minneapolis Academy 1.38
Minneapolis Academy 1.15 Stride Academy 1.15
Stride Academy 1.13 St Croix Preparatory 1.12
Nova Classical Academy 1.09 Eagle Ridge Academy 1.06
Paideia Academy 1.09 | Nova Classical Academy 1.05
St Croix Preparatory 1.04 Paideia Academy 1.02
Beacon Academy 1.02 Seven Hills Classical 0.95
Eagle Ridge Academy 1.00 Beacon Academy 0.92
Yinghua Academy 0.96 Yinghua Academy 0.90
Seven Hills Classical 0.94 Beacon Prep School 0.86
BioScience Academy 0.94 | BioScience Academy 0.85
Long Tieng Academy 0.89 Cygnus Academy 0.75
Beacon Prep School 0.87 Prestige Academy 0.28
Cygnus Academy 0.83 Long Tieng: Insufficient # students tested to report

All comparison district schools are selected based on most comparable demographics and
are open admission schools, with the exception of Nova Classical Academy, for which a
selective-admission district magnet school is compared.

The comparison district school (and district in which the school is located) for each charter school is: Sunset Hill Elementary
(Wayzata) — Beacon Academy; Wayzata East Middle (Wayzata) — Beacon Preparatory School; Bel-Air Elementary, grades 4-5
& Edgewood Middle, grades 6-8, (Mounds View) — BioScience Academy; Sandburg Middle (Anoka) — Cygnus Academy;
Valley V iew Middle, grades 6-8 & Edina Senior H igh (Edina) — Eagle Ridge Academy; Longfellow Elementary, grade 5, &
Folwell Middle School, grades 6-8, (Minneapolis) — Minneapolis Academy; Hmong International Academy (Minneapolis) —
New Millennium Academy; Capitol Hill Magnet (St. Paul) — N ova Classical Academy; Greenleaf Elementary, grades 3-5, & V
alley Middle, grades 6-7, (Rosemount-Apple V alley) — Paideia Academy; Ridgeview Elementary (Bloomington) — Seven Hills
Classical Academy; Stonebridge Elementary, Stillwater Junior High, Stillwater Senior H igh (Stillwater) — S t. Croix Preparatory
Academy; Madison Elementary & North Junior High (St. C loud) --"Stride Academy; L’etoile du Nord French Immersion (St.
Paul) — Yinghua Academy.



2008 Summary Performance | Growth

Friends of Ascension evaluates Adequate Growth, Low Growth, and High Growth
performance in each of its charter schools.

Adequate Growth Index

Friends of Ascension evaluates whether its schools are achieving “adequate growth”.
Friends of Ascension calculates the Adequate Growth Index for each school by adding the
% of students who scored proficient on the 2008 MCA-II and who achieved medium or
high growth from 2007 to 2008 to the % of students who did not score proficient on the
2008 MCA-II but who achieved high growth from 2007 to 2008. The sum of the these
three growth categories (proficient high growth + proficient medium growth +
nonproficient high growth) are identified because they are most likely to lead to continued
proficiency, for the already proficient student, and increased proficiency, for the
nonproficient student.

The Adequate Growth Index for each Friends of Ascension charter school is:

Percentage of Students Achieving Adequate Growth

READING MATH
% Adequate Growth % Adequate

Growth
Eagle Ridge Academy 80 Yinghua Academy 90
Nova Classical Academy 78 Nova Classical Academy 83
Yinghua Academy 73 Eagle Ridge Academy 76
Beacon Academy 70 St Croix Preparatory 75
Paideia Academy 66 Seven Hills Classical 70
St Croix Preparatory 66 Beacon Prep School 62
BioScience Academy 61 BioScience Academy 58
Minneapolis Academy 57 Beacon Academy 57
Beacon Prep School 55 Paideia Academy 57
Seven Hills Classical 55 Stride Academy 55
Stride Academy 49 Cygnus Academy 49
Cygnus Academy 44 Minneapolis Academy 48
New Millennium 37 New Millennium 46

Note: MCA reading is administered in hi§h school only in 10™ grade, and last administered in 8% grade; similarly MCA math
is administered in high school only in 11" grade, and last administered in 8™ grade. Consequently, high school performance
results for Prestige Academy & Long Tieng Academy are not provided.



2008 Summary Performance | Growth

Low Growth Performance

Inasmuch as students achieving low growth generally will not advance and will likely not
meet state standards in the future, Friends of Ascension evaluates the percentage of
students achieving low growth. The low growth performance in each Friends of Ascension
charter school is:

Percentage of Students Achieving Low Growth

READING % MATH %
Low Growth Low Growth
Eagle Ridge Academy 19 Yinghua Academy 10
Nova Classical Academy 22 Nova Classical Academy 12
Beacon Academy 25 St Croix Preparatory 18
Minneapolis Academy 25 Eagle Ridge Academy 20
Paideia Academy 26 Seven Hills Classical 20
Yinghua Academy 27 BioScience Academy 25
Beacon Prep School 29 New Millennium 25
BioScience Academy 29 Beacon Prep School 29
New Millennium 29 Minneapolis Academy 29
St Croix Preparatory 29 Stride Academy 29
Seven Hills Classical 33 Beacon Academy 32
Stride Academy 35 Paideia Academy 34
Cygnus Academy 36 Cygnus Academy 34
High Growth Performance

Because students achieving high growth are likely to continue to achieve proficiency and
advance, Friends of Ascension evaluates the percentage of students achieving high growth.
The high growth performance in each Friends of Ascension charter school is:

Percentage of Students Achieving High Growth

READING Y% MATH %
High Growth High Growth
Nova Classical Academy 41 Seven Hills Classical 42
Eagle Ridge Academy 31 Nova Classical Academy 41
BioScience Academy 30 BioScience Academy 40
Minneapolis Academy 29 Yinghua Academy 40
Paideia Academy 29 Minneapolis Academy 39
St. Croix Preparatory 29 Beacon Prep School 35
Seven Hills Classical 28 Fagle Ridge Academy 34
Yinghua Academy 27 New Millennium 31
Beacon Academy 25 St. Croix Preparatory 30
New Millennium 24 Beacon Academy 29
Beacon Prep School 22 Paideia Academy 29
Cygnus Academy 22 Stride Academy 27
Stride Academy 20 Cygnus Academy 19




ADEQUATE 2 =
— PROGY'FESSSL-Y(AYP) g g
o [*S
Beacon Academy Yes 83 102
Beacon Preparator-;;;h_oo! b Yes 67 87
BioScie-ri;:;.hEiamy Yes 94
Cygnus Academ\; . Yes
mE;x.gle Ridge Academy L Yes
Long Tieng Ac;ti_o;my No
Minneapolis Academy - —“;e; -
New Millennium Academy NE | No ;
;ova Classical Academy : Yes
Paide_ia Academy o No
._Ahs;:ension Academy N N? I
&Seven Hills Classical Academy Yes
St Jx Preparatory Academy | Yes
Stride Academy - No
Yinghua Academy B Yes

ADEQUATE YEARLY PROGRESS (AYP): A means of measuring, through standards and assessments, the achievement of No Child Left Behind’s goal. AYP is measured for nine
categories: All Students, Native American, Asian-Pacific Islander, Hispanic, Black not of Hispanic origin, White not of Hispanic origin, Limited English Proficiency. Special Educa-
tior, and Free & Reduced Priced Meals, (Long lteng did not meet AYP for Ali Students; New Milleninium did not meet AYP in Reading for All Students, Asian, Pacific istander. Lim-
ited English Proficiency: Paideia did not meet AYP for Free & Reduced Priced! Meals; Ascension did ot meet AYP for All Students: Stide did not meet AYP for Special Education..)

ABSOLUTE PROFICIENCY %: This measures how well the students are doing on the state tests. It is the total % of students that are proficient {meeting or excesding state stan-
dards) on the 2008 MCA-II. Students are tested on the MCA-Ilin grades 3-8 & 10 for Reading, and in grades 3-8 & 11 for Math.

COMPARATIVE PROFICIENCY %: This measures how well the charter school performed relative to ancther local district school, selected based on comparable demographics, for
the same grades offered by the charter school. The Comparative Proficiency % is calculated by dividing the % proficienicy in the charter school (the Absolute Proficiency %) by the
“% proficiency in the comparison local district school. For example, 79% proficiency in the charter school divided by 85% proficiency in the local district school resuits in Compara-
tive Proficiency of 93%.

GROWTH %: This measures the academic g 1 vth of individual students from one year to the next. The Minnesota Department of Education calculates each student’s growth and
identifies it a- ne ¢ three categories: high, medium, and low growth. The Growth Performaiice % is calculated by adding the % of studeits who scored proficient on the MCA-Il in
2008 and who achieved medium or high grov:th from 2007 to 2008 to the % of students who did riot score proficient on the 2008 MCA-Il but who achieved high growth from 2007
to 2008. The sum of these three growth categories (proficient-high growth + proficient-medium growth + nonproficient-high growth) are identified because they are most likely to
lead to continued proficiency, for the already proficient student, and increase proficiency, for the nonproficient student. The State of Minnesota Growth Performance % (all Min-
nesota public school students) is: 62% Reading; 5% Math.
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5 g & ol
Beacon Academy 2008 & 2009 27 No 112,703
—Beacor; "Preparatory School ] 135,024 No
BinSciance;cademy ” [] 2008 & 2009 381,189 No
Cyg;:us Academy - - 70,068 No
_ Eagle Ridge Academy i 2008 379,904 No
_Long Tieng Academy e 11,024
) Minneapolis Acaue“my | 2008 & 2009 215,268
New Millennium Academy i 764,374
Nova Classical Academy ] 214472
Paldei;ﬁcademy —2009 ” 825,765
Ascension Ademy 11,683
Seven Hilis Classical Academy | 2008 & 2009 121,139
ét. Croix Preparatory Academy :_!_0_0_9-—_ | 319,457
Stride Academy . 2009 446,831
Yinghua Academy 2008 & 2009 349,763

FINANCE AWARD: The Minnesota Department of Education (MDE) recognizes public schoots that exhibit sound fiscal health and financial management policies and procedures.
MDE'’s Schoel Finance Award is based on compliance with state statutes on a number of finance issues and other means of demonstrating fiscal heaith.

FUND BALANCE: The Fund Balance is the monetary reserves of the schoo!l and is an indicator of a school's ability to weather unexpected expenses. The Total $ is the Fund Balance
as of June 30, 2008. The Total $ as % of Total FYO8 Expenditures is the percentage of annual expenditures the school has in reserve. If this percentage is negative by 2.5% or
more, the school is in Statutory Operating Debt. The FY08 Total Revenue Minus Total Expendlmres indicates whether the school spent less/more funds than it received in the
fiscal year and whether it added or took from s reserve to meet FYO8 Expenses.



2008 Summary Performance | Cost Index

Friends of Ascension compares the pupil cost in the charter school with the pupil cost in the traditional
district in which the charter school is located (with the exception of Eagle Ridge Academy which has
identified a nearby district as its comparison district); this is called the “Cost Index”. The Cost Index is
calculated by dividing the charter school per pupil cost by the traditional district per pupil cost. For exam-
ple, a charter school per pupil cost of $8563 compared with a traditional district cost of $9622 results in
cost index of 0.89, or 89% of district cost.

Friends of Ascension recognizes that numerous factors affect per pupil cost, including enrollment, years
in operations, and programs offered. The Cost Index is simply one tool Friends of Ascension utilizes in
evaluating charter school performance.

2008 Cost Index

Yinghua Academy 0.6213

Nova Classical Academy 0.6968

New Millennium Academy 0.7317

Minneapolis Academy 0.7442

Paideia Academy 0.8130 These schools have a

Stride Academy 0.8621 lower per pupil cost

Seven Hills Classical 0.8757 |  less than the traditional

St Croix Prep Academy 0.8924 Sk

Eagle Ridge Academy 0.9234

Beacon Academy 09780 | _ _ _ _ _ _

Ascension Academy 1.1127

BioScience Academy 1.1610

Cygnus Academy 1.1757

Beacon Prep School 1.2652

Long Tieng Academy 2.1286
The 2008 per pupil cost for each Friends of Ascension charter school and the traditional district is:

Charter School Traditional District
School Per Student Cost | # Students District | Per Student Cost # Students

Long Tieng Academy $27.851 39 Minneapolis $13.084 37.578
Ascension Academy 14.559 87 Minneapolis 13.084 37,578
Beacon Prep School 12,355 67 Wayzata 9,765 10,076
BioScience Academy 11,544 113 | Mounds View 9,943 10,196
Cygnus Academy 11,327 96 Anoka 9,634 40,574
Minneapolis Academy 9,737 131 Minneapolis 13.084 37,578
New Millennium Acad 9.574 383 Minneapolis 13,084 37,578
Beacon Academy 9,550 257 Wayzata 9,765 10,076
Nova Classical Academy 8.699 357 St. Paul 12,484 41.459
Seven Hills Classical 8,345 278 Bloomington 9.530 10.591
Eagle Ridge Academy 8,771 286 Edina 9,499 7,778
Stride Academy 8,561 265 St. Cloud 9,930 9,678
Paideia Acadey 7,962 334 | Rosemount/AV 9,793 27.839
Yinghua Academy 7,756 149 St. Paul 12,484 41,459
St Croix Prep Academy 7.640 444 Stillwater 8.561 8.983

Source: 2008 Consolidated Financial Statements published by the Minnesota Department of Education.



2008 Summary Performance | Taxpayer Value Index

Recognizing that public tax dollars finance public charter schools, Friends of Ascension measures the
financial return on the taxpayer investment.

The Value Index, or Taxpayer Value Index, is calculated by dividing the average of the Comparative
Performance Indices (how well the charter school is performing compared with a traditional district
school with comparable demographics) by the Cost Index (the per pupil cost in the charter school divided
by the per pupil cost in the traditional district). For example, a charter school with a Comparative
Performance Index of 1.06 (106% of district performance) and a Cost Index of 0.89 (89% of district cost)
results in a Taxpayer Value Index of 1.19. — the taxpayer receives a $1.19 return for every $1.00 spent in
the charter school.

The 2008 Taxpayer Value Indices for each Friends of Ascension charter school is:

2008 Taxpayer Value Index
New Millennium Academy 1.91
Minneapolis Academy 1.70
Nova Classical Academy 1.54
Yinghua Academy 1.50 These schools are
Stride Academy 1.32 taxpayer values!
Paideia Academy 1.30
St. Croix Preparatory 1.21
Eagle Ridge Academy 1.12
Seven Hills Classical .08 | o ___.
Beacon Academy 0.99 -
BioScience Academy 0.80
Ascension Academy 0.72
Cygnus Academy 0.71
Beacon Preparatory 0.68

Long Tieng Academy: N/A — test pools insufficient

2007 Taxpayer Value Indices were:

2007 Taxpayer Value Index
New Millennium Academy 2.38
Nova Classical Academy 1.56
Yinghua Academy 1.35
St. Croix Preparatory 1.33
Stride Academy 1.27
Minneapolis Academy 1.19
Eagle Ridge Academy 1.18
Beacon Academy 1.14
Paideia Academy 1.08
Seven Hills Classical 1.02
BioScience Academy 0.88
Ascension Academy - 0.81
Cygnus Academy 0.70
Beacon Preparatory 0.57
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2008 Individual Charter School Performance | Ascension Academy
1704 Dupont Avenue N., Minneapolis, MN 55411

Reading
100 2008 Taxpayer Value Index: 0.72
2007 Taxpayer Value Index: 0.81
80 -
E Reading Performance Index
8 ol 2006 | 2007 | 2008
® Grade | Index | Index | Index
ct | 10 0 1.66 1.31
- |
g 40 - |
@ Math Performance Index
a 2006 | 2007 | 2008
20 1 Grade | Index | Index | Index
11 11.43 0 0.28
0
Year 2006 2007 2008 Cost Index
Grade g 10 10 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008
2.22 1.04 1.03 1.11
2008 Demographics
Comparison
Ascension School:
- North Sr.
Economic
Math % Receiving Free or 75% 80%
Reduced Lunch
100 ‘ Language
% English Language 4% 19%
‘ Learners
Special Education
— 80 % Receiving Special 13% 25%
c Education Services
8 e 97% 96%
= 60 % Students of Color ° °
2
o.
5 40 +—=al 32 34 £ o | &
[£] e e =" - .g o o "g
@ T 26 AYP Results 2| £| 5| §| 8
& B — . AR I IRIAE
20 - Ben_—— _18 (all students) * S| = § | £
Ll 13 | % | s
3 4 ;—5 .
0 —
0 < - : | AscensionAcademy | 93 | v [ N | ¥ | N
Year 2006 2007 2008
Grade Reading/Math Performance Index:
11 11 11 charter school percent proficient
Tested comparison district school percent proficient
e Cost Index: hant hool t per pupil
— gcn?::rli:gnAchﬁgoTyNorth sr. Highl oenee <:o(;n§ar(iesrosnC disotrig?(szost penEJ plupil
——o— Comparison District: Minneapolis Value Index: average of performance indices
= «® = « VIN State Avg. costindex
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2008 Individual Charter School Performance | Ascension Academy

‘ MCA-Il Reading Results
Percent of Students Proficient in Each Grade by Year

100%

| S 80%
©
s 60%
T 40% -
%
(1)
& 0%
10
O 2006 27%
2007 | 30%
H 2008 29%
| Grade

MCA-Il Math Results
Percent of Students Proficient in Each Grade by Year

100%
€ 80%
S
5 60% |
& 40% -
S
S 20% -
[
A =
11
02006 37%
W 2007 | 0%
2008 | 4%

Grade

14



Reading MCA-II
Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level by Year

100% > 7 3

80% -

60% -

Percent

40% -

20% -

0%

q?é’

A
)
P
10
Grade & Year

|& Does Not Meet O Partially Meets B Meets O Exceeds

Math MCA-II
Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level by Year

100% =— - z
| A |
80% -
= 60% |
8
T
[}
o 40% |

20% -

0%

‘$é°

s §
v v

11

Grade & Year

Does Not Meet O Partially Meets M Meets O Exceeds |




Reading
100
2 N 89 g ||
80 | |78 . ?a “uﬁ |
- Rl A 4 R - s
€
9
o
= 60
e
o
& 40
o
]
o
20
0
Year 2006 2007 2008 ‘
Grades 34 3.5 35
Math
100
gge®0 &7 8
_% \B?——ch — 85
g - L5 |
£ L | o |
&= 60 | - —
: |
o
b — |
E 40 .
o
5
20
0 T
Year 2006 2007 2008
Grades 5, 3.5 3.5 ‘

| E===Beacon Academy ———

—ae— Comparison School: Sunset Hill
—a#—— Comparison District: Wayzata
- -® - - MN State Avg.

9060 Zanzibar Lane N., Maple Grove, MN 55311

2008 Taxpayer Value Index: 0.99
2007 Taxpayer Value Index: 1.14
Reading Performance Index
2006 | 2007 | 2008
Grade | Index | Index | Index
3 0.91 1.11 0.95
4 1.02 1.16 1.15
5| 089 | 0.97
All 0.98 1.02 1.02
Math Performance Index
2006 | 2007 | 2008
Grade | Index | Index | Index
3 1.07 0.91 1.04
4 0.95 0.98 0.93
5 0.79 0.80
All 0.99 0.89 0.92
Cost Index
2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008
1.03 0.82 | 0.84 | 0.98
2008 Demographics
Comparison
Beacon School:
| Sunset Hill
Economic
% Receiving Free or 14% 26%
Reduced Lunch
Language
% English Language 0% 5%
Learners
Special Education
% Receiving Special 8% 8%
| Education Services
Racial 5 5
% Students of Color [ S
2
AYP Results 2 s5|€E| 8|2
(all students) ey S |i= Shpe
o o s b=
] < | &
(-]
-
Beacon Academy 258 | Y | Y Y Y

Reading/Math Performance Index:

charter school percent proficient

comparisan district school percent proficient

Cost Index: charter school cost per pupil
comparison district cost per pupil
Value Index: average of performance indices

cost index



2008 Individual Charter School Performance | Beacon Academy

| |
MCA-Il Reading Results
Percent of Students Proficient in Each Grade by Year |

100%
B 80% |
C® 60% |
S 40% |
g 20%
| a
| 0%
4 5
‘02006 | 90% |
W2007 | ] 85% | 77%
2008 | | 90% | 78% | I
Grade
| |
MCA-Il Math Results
Percent of Students Proficient in Each Grade by Year
| |
| 100%
. 80%
c
2
% 60% - |
L |
S 40%-
@
\e
8 20% -
0% ~ -
3 4 |
T = |
02006 | 96% | 83% |
‘-2007! 81% | 82% _ 64% | |

|H 2008 | 95% 76% _ 64%
Ggade




2008 Individual Charter School Performance | Beacon Academy

Reading MCA-II

Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level by Year |

100%
‘ 80% '
49 47
57 57 88
o 68
74
- 60%
=
‘ 8
&
a. 40% | 31
i 23 1
s 2 || 3 |
20% | |l 38 "' U 2 |
10 9
13 Ul __5 7 9
‘ 0% 4 . | B A A = :
& & & & S & &
| v &P A ¢ &P
3 4 5 ‘
Grade & Year
B Does Not Meet O Partially Meets 8 Meets O Exceeds |
—
Math MCA-II
Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level by Year
| 100%
2 |
80% e 28 i
52 51 51 | g5 |
= 60% -
@ 38
: _,, =
o 40% 4 “ ! i
2|y
‘ e 4“4 20 || 2
20% | .
‘ 17 10|12
o s AN
S & S & & S & & |
F TS FF5FS SN
3 4 5 |

Grade & Year

'@ Does Not Meet O Partially Meets B Meets O Exceeds




FY2007-2008 MCA Growth

Reading

60

Percent

0 |
Low Medium High
! Growth |
| Math
60

i3
(1)
()
3
(]
[
20 +
|
|
0
Low Medium High '
Growth
e——e Beacon e - - MN State Awerage

19



8600 Bloomington Ave. S., Bloomington, MN 55425

2008 Taxpayer Value Index: 0.68
2007 Taxpayer Value Index: 0.57

Reading Performance Index

2007 | 2008

Grade | Index | Index
6 1.01 0.87

7 0.83

All 1.01 0.87

Math Performance Index

2007 | 2008

Grade | Index | Index

6 0.85 0.89

7 0.74

All 0.85 0.86

Cost Index

2007 | 2008
162 | 1.27

2008 Demographics

Comparison
Beacon Prep School:
Wayzata East
Economic
% Receiving Free or 14% 20%
Reduced Lunch
Language
% English Language 1% 6%
Learners
Special Education
% Receiving Special 18% 10%
Education Services
Racial 5 5
% Students of Color s 0
2
s s
2| o g8
AYP Results 2| s | €| 8| &
(all students) ey S| = S| L
5| |5
3 <la
-
Beacon Preparatory | 72 Y Y | NA | Y

Reading
100
LA 8
80 - S8R0,
- 78
g [ &7
s 3 A
& 601 | |
o
o
S 40-
o
)
a
20
0 i —_—
Year 2007 2008
Grad
rade(s) 6 6.7
I
Math
100
86 - _~85
. 80 e )
5 70
C - e
&= 60 o3 o
e |
a
S 40
4
a
20
0
Year 2007 2008
Grade(s) 6 6-7
Tested

R Beacon Prep

——e— Comparison School: Wayzata East
—=o— Comparison District: Wayzata

- -® - - MN State Avg.

Reading/Math Performance Index:
charter school percent proficient
' comparison district school percent proficient

: Cost Index: charter school cost per pupil
= comparison district cost per pupil
Value Index: average of performance indices

cost index

20



2008 Individual Charter School Performance | Beacon Preparatory School

MCA-Il Reading Resulits
Percent of Students Proficient in Each Grade by Year

100%
80% —
=
(]
S 60% -
3
Q.
e 40% |
@
L
S 20% - |
0%
7
— — |
| W 2007 | 80% | |
@ 2008 70% 62%

Grade

MCA-Il Math Results
Percent of Students Proficient in Each Grade by Year

100%

80%

60% -

40%

20%

Percent Proficient

0%

2007
2008




2008 Individual Charter School Performance | Beacon Preparatory School

Reading MCA-II
Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level by Year
| 100%
24 || 26
' 80% - - 34 |
] 47
: o
= 60% - 21 i
S . |
< 0% | 23 0 |
4 ] 25
) 2 * 28
20%
° 21 28 ‘
0% 787wz
A, o a~ o
) () S &
! '9 f? e S
| | 6 - \
| Grade & Year

2 Does Not Meet O Partially Meets B Meets O Exceeds |

Math MCA-II
Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level by Year
100% i
o 1 16 1| 15
30 32 —
80% -
| s o ¢
= 60% | || 47
g 30 32
&
[« 40% - A 36 | 12 33
20%
0%

Grade & Year

;- Does Not Meet III_PartiaIIy Meets_ E Meets O Exceeds




FY2007-2008 MCA Growth

Reading

‘ 60
|

s

8

]

o

0
Low Medium High
Growth
Math ‘
60 ‘
g, - S
40 + - = N
- -5 S -8 35
= 29 -~ =
g — 31
2 7
20 +
|
0
Low Medium High
Growth

[e——= Beacon Prep o - - MN State Awerage |

23




2008 Individual Charter School Performance | BioScience Academy

400 - 10th Street S., New Brighton, MN 55112
| 2008 Taxpayer Value Index: 0.80

Reading
2007 Taxpayer Value Index: 0.88
100 ‘ Reading Performance Index
2006 | 2007 | 2008
Grade | Index | Index | Index
80 ‘ 4 0.26 1.03
- 5 0.96 0.54 *
2 6 1.02 | 1.07 | 0.99
S 60 - 7 113 | 1.21 | 0.83
2 8 1.01 | 0.99
a Al [ 1.04 | 094 | 0.94
§ 40
o Math Performance Index
&a 2006 | 2007 | 2008
Grade | Index | Index | Index
20 1 4 0.13 | 0.87
5 0.96 0.57 *
| 6 | 093 [ 074 | 0.97
0 - - 7 1.10 | 1.17 | 0.76
Year 2006 2007 2008 8 0.90 0.95
All 0.95 0.81 0.85
Grades 5.7 48 4-8 *Insufficient number of students tested
Cost Index
| 2006 | 2007 | 2008
1.00 0.99 1.16
Math | 2008 Demographics
| s e Comparison Schools:
100 BioScience | pe(air | Edgewood Middle
Economic
% Receiving Free or 50% 36% 38%
80 - Reduced Lunch
W75 Language
k] - % English Language 9% 8% 4%
_g Learners
= Speciai Education
§ &Y % Receiving Special 16% 10% 14%
a Education Services
- Racial o 5 o
§ 40 + % Students of Color G 2 e
&
o
<
20 1 — 5| o 8| §
AYP Results 2l s| €| 8|4
i (all students) iy S| = £ ]
0 — : , s o g E
°
Year 2006 2007 2008 =
BioScience 115 Y Y Y Y
Grades 57 48 4-8
| mmm— BioScience . Reading/Math Performance Index:
——@— Comparison Schools 2006 & 2007: Hayes & Fridley Middle charter school percent proficient
——a——Comparison Schools 2008: Bel-Air & Edgewood Middle comparison district school percent proficient
——o—— Comparison Districts: Fridley & Moundsview | Cost Index: charter school cost per pupil
— o= = MN State Awg. # comparison district cost per pupil
Value Index: average of performance indices

24 cost index



2008 Individual Charter School Performance | BioScience Academy

MCA-Il Reading Results
Percent of Students Proficient in Each Grade by Year

| 100%
£ 80% -
8
[*]
‘ ué 60%
t 40%
g
5 20% - |
& |
0%
4 s | e | 1 | s
02006 | . 66% 69% | 64% |
| m2007| 20% | 35% | 5% | 70% | 53% |
m2008|  73% | | 64% | 59% | 68% |
Grade |
MCA-Il Math Resulits
Percent of Students Proficient in Each Grade by Year |
|
100% |
£ 80% ‘
8
'“3 60% |
S a0%
g |
5 20%
| o
| 0%
5 | 6 7 8
02006 4% 2% | 5% |
m2007  10% | 29% 44% 55% | 43% |
| | | |
m2008  73% | 61% | 53% 53%

25



2008 Individual Charter School Performance | BioScience Academy

Reading MCA-II
‘ Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level by Year
100%
20 18 23
' 28 28
| 80% s s ¥ . E—
| 10 || 48 |
e 60% _,_-, | —1 25 |l a [ W
| g .
& a0% ——— |
23 |
|
' 20%
|
0% |
S & & S & & & & S & &
TESF £F8F F5F §F55
| 4 | 5 | 6 | 7 ! 8 |
Grade & Year |
Does Not Meet O Partially Meets @ Meets O Exceeds . |
Math MCA-II ‘
Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level by Year
100% — 7
10 i 13 5
10 || 27 29 27 || 27 28 || 24 24
80% ] ]
w ‘
=  60% - 25 ~ 2| 2 i |
c
B .
& 40% L
’ 28 2|l qq | 1
20%
0%
| $ & 8
| S & &
4 5 6 | 7

Grade & Year

I Does Not Meet O Partially Meets & Meets O Exceegl

26




2008 Individual Charter School Performance | BioScience Academy

FY2007-2008 MCA Growth

Reading

Percent

Low Medium High
Growth

Math

60

Percent

Low Medium High
‘ Growth
|;—o BioScience e - -8 MN State Awerage

At "
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2008 Individual Charter School Performance | Cygnus Academy

440 Pierce Street, Anoka, MN 55303

2008 Taxpayer Value Index:  0.71

Reading
100 ‘ 2007 Taxpayer Value Index:  0.70
Reading Performance Index
80 - 2007 | 2008
» Grade | Index | Index
= il 6 1.11 0.66
& ¥ e ———— 7 | 1.09 | 1.00
L 60 C = 8 0.71 | 0.81
° All 0.97 0.83
o
® 40 Math Performance Index
B | 2007 | 2008
o Grade | Index | Index
6 0.95 0.56
20 7 | 0.97 | 099
8 0.82 0.65
All 0.91 0.75
0
Year 2007 2008 Cost Index
L 6-8 6-8 2007 | 2008
AL 1.13 | 1.18
2008 Demographics
= Comparison
| Cygnus School:
Math Fred Moore
Economic
100 % Receiving Free or 23% 33%
Reduced Lunch
Language
80 - % English Language 0% 9%
- Learners
E J Special Education
| ‘S % Receiving Special 9% 14%
s 60 - S8 Education Services
et Racial o o,
& % Students of Color G A
E 40 _
[ 2
o é o § -§
20 - ' AYP Results 2|l 5| €| 8| 2
(all students) * S| = S 2
| g5
0 . 2 =
Year 2007 2008 I Cygnus Academy 99 Y Y Y %
Grades 6-8 6-8
s Reading/Math Performance Index:
. S charter school percent proficient
‘ = gygnus. Acacsleﬂ-'y et comparison district school percent proficient
—&— Comparison School: Fr ore L . ;
‘ —&—— Comparison District: Anoka-Hennepin B G momaty
| = -®--NMN State Avg.
= r—— — Value Index: average of performance indices
cost index

28



Percent Proficient

MCA-Il Reading Results
Percent of Students Proficient in Each Grade by Year

100%

80% -

60% -

40%

20% -

0%

m2007 | 70%

@2008 |

50%

| 48%
59%

Percent Proficient

MCA-Il Math Results
Percent of Students Proficient in Each Grade by Year

100%

80% -

60% -

40% -

20% -

0% -

'W2007 |
02008 |

60%
43%

- 63% |
63%
Grade

29



2008 Individual Charter School Performance | Cygnus Academy

Reading MCA-II
Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level by Year

100%
29 ' 2% || 26
o/
L0 48 47
- 24
= 60% 21 33
]
£ 34
40% | 28 » 26 28
26
20% -
0 21 28
0% 7 7 |:-'.' 77
A & A & A -
L) S S S
¥ & ¥y & v &
|
6 7 8
Grade & Year

Does Not Meet O Partially Meets W Meets O Exceeds |

Math MCA-II
Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level by Year
|
100%
4
i 16 ' 16
30
80% - P
g = _ 4 || 2
| 2
o 60% 47
o 4
i f
3 4% | 38 sl e
£ 10 e
a3 . |l ™
| 20%
0%

A ® A ® A
S & S S S S
¥ & ¥ & ¥ &
| 6 7 8
Grade 8.; Year

Does Not Meet O Partially Meets B Meets O Exceeds |

29



2008 Individual Charter School Performance | Cygnus Academy

FY2007-2008 MCA Growth

Reading

60

Low Medium High
Growth

Math
60 |

31

Percent

| 19|

Low Medium High
Growth

+— Cygnus » - -o MN State Average

31



Reading
100
91_91
80
! G 68 .l..... . -064
S 60 Bl -
e
[« W
S 40 -
o
[-}]
o
20 -
0
‘ Year 2006 2007 2008
Grades g 19 6-8, 10 6-8, 10
Math
100
. 801
c
8
Q
&= 60
o
o
E 40
1
e
20 -
0
Year 2006 2007 2008
Grades g 4 6-8, 11 6-8, 11

[ Eagle Ridge

—=&— Comparison Schools Valley View & Edina Sr.

——&—— Comparison District: Edina
--®--MNState Ag. .

32

7255 Flying Cloud Drive, Eden Prairie, MN 55344

2008 Taxpayer Value Index:
2007 Taxpayer Value Index:

Reading Performance Index

2006 | 2007 | 2008
Grade | Index | Index | Index
6 1.05 0.93 1.00

7 0.96 1.08 0.97

8 0.96 0.97 1.04
10 1.06 1.01 1.02
All 1.01 1.01 1.00

Math Performance Index

1.12
1.18

2006 | 2007 | 2008
Grade | Index | Index | Index
6 1.08 0.94 1.04
7 0.96 1.07 0.96
8 0.94 0.85 1.10
11 0.85 0.71
All 1.00 1.00 1.06
Cost Index
2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008
1.19 | 1.01 0.85 | 0.92
2008 Demographics
Eagle Comparison Schools:
Ridge Valley View | Edina Sr.
Economic
% Receiving Free or 0% 8% 8%
Reduced Lunch
Language
% English Language 0% 2% 3%
Learners
Speciai Education
% Receiving Special 5% 9% 9%
|_Education Services
Racial 0 5 5
% Students of Color 15% 13% Uz
2
g o 8| 8
AYP Results 2|l 5| €| 8| &
(all students) 2% S| = 1 [
5 ¢ 2| F
ﬁ l
Eagle Ridge 291 Y Y Y Y

Reading/Math Performance Index:

charter school percent proficient

comparison district school percent proficient

Cost Index:

pupil

Value Index:

average of performance indices

cost index



2008 Individual Charter School Performance | Eagle Ridge Academy

MCA-Il Reading Resulits
Percent of Students Proficient in Each Grade by Year

100%
£ 80% - —
8
(%]
-oé 60% -
S a0%
| §
g 20% - >
‘ g
0%
6 | | 8
o2008] 9% | 84% | 8% |
W 2007 | 85% _ 96% _' 86% |
@2008 | 88% | 88% 94%
Grade
‘ MCA-Il Math Results
Percent of Students Proficient in Each Grade by Year
100%
£ 80% -
3 |
g 60% | :
T 40% | ‘
c
8 o
S 20% -
& |
0%
6 | 7 | 8 11 |
o2006  87% | T9% | T1% |
N 2007 85% | 90% | 73% | 55%
2008 90% 82% 89% 47%
Grade-
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Percent

Percent

100%

80%

60% -

40%

20%

0%

100%

80%

60%

40%

20%

0%

Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level by Year

Reading MCA-II

Grade & Year

| Does Not Meet O Partially Meets @ Meets O Exceeds |

34

] 46 5 | o |l ¥
59
62 62 o
74
1 39
42 41
27 . 33
31 39 33
1 - 14 28
9 14 18
s |l t 8 % 11 || 12
1| o — 1 |\7a7 2l 6 5
S & & S & & S & & S & &
& & 9 & & 9 & &P & & F
! 6 7 8 10
Grade & Year
@ Does Not Meet O Partially Meets @ Meets O Exceeds |
Math MCA-II
Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level by Year
ks 15 || 16 20 || 18
39 3 a3
- a4 || 40 4
32
35
| 56
s 57
52
49 | a1 | s0 8 || # oF 15 || 26
24 || 21
14
. 16
|7 2 7| - AT
S & & & & & & & &
§ & § & 8§ ® &P
6 7 8




2008 Individual Charter School Performance | Eagle Ridge Academy

FY2007-2008 MCA Growth

Reading

60

Percent

Low Medium High
Growth

| Math
60

Percent

| Low Medium High
Growth |

+«—— Eagle Ridge e - -» MN State Average ]
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Reading
100
80 -
- 1
s J
% 60 -
[
a
T 40
§ a9
o 2
20 - 20 e
0
Year 2008
Grade 10

I |ong Tieng
‘—O—Comparison School: North Sr.

Comparison District: Minneapolis
|- -® - - MN State Awg.

1718 Washington Avenue N., Minneapolis, MN 55411

2008 Taxpayer Value Index: NA

Reading Performance Index

2008
Grade | Index
10 0.89

Math Performance Index

2008
Grade | Index
11 *
*“Insufficient number of students tested
Cost Index
2008
Index
213
2008 Demographics
Comparison
'fﬁ',"g School:
9 North Sr.
Economic
% Receiving Free or 83% 80%
Reduced Lunch
Language
% English Language 88% 19%
Learners
Special Education
% Receiving Special 15% 25%
Education Services
Racial o o
% Students of Color Ul e
&
s (=
| 2 8|8
AYP Results 2|l s| €| 8| 8
(all students) * ol = £ | 8
s | = £ | E
g < | &
o
=
Long Tieng 41 | Y | N|NA|N

Reading/Math Performance Index:
charter school percent proficient
comparison district school percent proficient

Cost Index: charter school cost per pupil
comparison district cost per pupil
Value Index: average of performance indices
cost index

36



Percent

100%

80%

60%

40%

20% -

0%

Reading MCA-II
Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level by Year

10

Grade & Year

Does Not Meet O Partially Meets M Meets @ Exceeds |
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2008 Individual Charter School Performance | Minneapolis Academy

5011 - 31st Avenue S., Minneapolis, MN 55417

Reading 2008 Taxpayer Value Index: 1.70
100 2007 Taxpayer Value Index: 1.19
Reading Performance Index
2006 | 2007 | 2008
80 72 Grade | Index | Index | Index
= o..... 67 68 5 127 | 1.00 | 1.36
2 B iy ¢ 6 1.18 | 1.08 | 0.89
& 60 7 0.60 | 2.27 | 0.98
E 530 48 8 146 | 1.49
- T8 —— _/Jé_ Al | 105 [ 147 | 1.15
§ 40 a7 =
;.'.: 3 ‘ﬁJ'/ 38 Math Performance Index
o ' 2006 | 2007 | 2008
20 - Grade | Index | Index | Index
o) 1.66 0.40 1.92
6 1.77 | 052 | 1.46
0 — 7 0.76 | 1.29 | 0.58
Year 2006 2007 2008 AT [oer i
Grades 5-7 5-8 5-8 Cost Index

‘ 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008
| 137 | 095 | 0.96 | 0.74

——— 2008 Demographics
- . Comparison Schools:
Math Minneapolis | ' fellow | Folwell
Economic
100 % Receiving Free or 81% 83% 83%
Reduced Lunch
Language
80 - % English Language 34% 37% 28%
w Learners
5 62 Special Education
s = o e o % Receiving Special 13% 12% 24%
& 60 g e—na== Education Services
£ | Racial 75% 88% 87%
a ::5 43445 % Students of Color
£ ) j— -
c = S =
8 “ sze-""'" 4 ‘ 2 3
o I /._\ 5.‘ -§ -] § 2
* 20 27 : 4 AYP Results 21 5|8 8|2
(all students) g el = gl L
| C €| &
o <la
0 [ ]
‘ Year 2006 2007 2008 Minneapolis 124 | Y | Y | ¥ | Y
| Grades

5-7 5-8 5-8 Reading/Math Performance Index:

charter school percent proficient

comparison aistnet school p

=1 Minneapolis Academ][_ e -

—=e— Comparison Schools: Folwell & Longfellow ' A R e

~—s— Comparison District: Minneapolis |

- -® -+ MN State Avg, Value Index: average of performance indices

cost index
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2008 Individual Charter School Performance | Minneapolis Academy

MCA-ll Reading Results ‘
Percent of Students Proficient in Each Grade by Year

| 100%

t  80% -

9

a‘é.’ 60%

T 40% -

8
| 5 20% |

o
| 0%

5 6 |
‘ m2006  52%  40% | 20% |
'W2007 42% . 46% _ 51% _ 41% |
| m2008 | 50% | 41% | 35% 53% |
Grade
|
MCA-Il Math Results

‘ Percent of Students Proficient in Each Grade by Year
I 100%
‘ £ 80%
| % 60% T

T 40% |

=

]

g 20% - |

o I

0% —
5 | ||
‘ 02006 | 4%
| W 2007 | 20% 31%
|H2008 | 67% 43%




100%

Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level by Year

Reading MCA-II

16 ([T - 3 L | R 15
19 17 1
| = 13
80% - £ % 27
. || %@ Lo 26
33 | | 30 -
- 60% - : |
£
:
26 30
& 4% - 25
20%
0%
5 | 6 | 7
Grade & Year
| Does Not Meet O Partially Meets @ Meets O Exceeds |
Math MCA-II
Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level by Year
100%
T 4 1 |2 10 || 44 8 |l 10
— e 19 _
—1 7 || . _
80% EEJ : g d o 24 it ) 23
35 ' a3
35 L *®
€ 60%
%
o 40%
20%
0%

:é?

$
v

Grade & Year

c?aoa

@ Does Not Meet O Partially Meets B Meets O Exceeds |
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2008 Individual Charter School Performance | Minneapolis Academy

FY2007-2008 MCA Growth

‘ Reading

80

Percent

Low Medium High
Growth

Math
60

Percent

0 :
Low Medium High ‘
Growth |
+=——= Minneapolis Academy e—= - Comparison School: Folwell Middle

=——= Comparison School: Longfeliow
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2008 Individual Charter School Performance | New Millennium Academy
1203 Bryant Avenue N., Minneapolis, MN 55411
2008 Taxpayer Value Index: 1.91

Reading
2007 Taxpayer Value index: 2.38
100 Reading Performance Index
2006 | 2007 | 2008
Grade | Index | Index | Index
| 78 3 0.78 1.10 1.43
80 L 73 = 4 1.15 | 0.94 | 0.97
"q;':,' Rl ) 5 0.89 0.81 1.16
4 6 2.50 1.02
Q
& 60 e 7 3.59
E 49 8 0.71
e All 0.89 1.16 1.36
s 40 37 ‘
o 3 29 Math Performance Index
D | 2006 | 2007 | 2008
o
N \ 23 BT ‘ Grade | Index | Index | Index
20 21 3 153 | 2.79 *
4 2.27 1.41 *
0 _ 5 1.04 3.63 *
' 6 2.71 2.33
Year 2006 2007 2008 7 143
8 0.90
‘ Grades  , . 36 3-8 Al | 157 | 2.36 | 1.44
*Comparison school had insufficient number
of students tested
— Cost Index
— 2006 | 2007 | 2008
Math 0.96 | 0.74 | 0.73
‘ 100 2008 Demographics
Comparison
New
: - School:
Millennium Hmong Int'l
80 Economic
b= 69 69 67 % Receiving Free or 54% 93%
2 oo et *6s Reduced Lunch
2 60 — Language
o o4 50 % English Language 65% 81%
o 48 52 —— g Learners
& 45 it /.441 | Special Education
| 3 40 i L % Receiving Special 8% 4%
5 | / | Education Services
208 Racial ) 9
| ” \-L-a.a’ % Students of Color U 100%
| | :
| £ o] |38
| 0 - L — AYP Results 2| 5| 8| 8| &
® [ Q
Year 2006 2007 2008 oo 1 =1 &% £| 2
Grades o =
‘ Tested &I &89 &9 — -
VT ; New Millennium 376 | N N Y Y
——@— Comparison School 2006 & 2007: Jordan Park Reading/Math Pefforf*;i':ritz rln::iﬁ | oercent oroficient
. 9 01 per:
‘ —a—gompar!son g?':?ol 2&98: Hmolrlg Int comparison district sghool peprcent proficient
— : apolis
—— —— M(:\lmsptaartl:o:\g.lsinc nneap | Cost Index: charter school cost per pupil

comparison district cost per pupil

Value Index: average of performance indices
42 cost index




2008 Individual Charter School Performance | New Millennium Academy

Percent of Students Proficient in Each Grade by Year

MCA-Il Reading Results

100%
£ 80%
K
Q
‘..6, 60% -
 40% - |
§ |
2 m I Fﬂ_lj | [
o
3 4 | 5 : 6 : 7 8
02006 41% 2% | 26% | |
m2007  26% 21% 2% | 25% | |
m2008  39% 26% 35% 15% 33% 19% | |
Grade
_ |
MCA-Il Math Results |
Percent of Students Proficient in Each Grade by Year ‘
|
100% |
£ 80%
8
Q
5 60%
L a0% |
c
8 0, |
S 20%
= |
0%
B I 5 i 6 7 I 8 —=|
02006  56% 52% | 26% |
m2007 | 58% 53% 50% | 56% !
m2008 |  92% 71% 40% 72% 55% |  56%

Grade
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100%

Reading MCA-II

Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level by Year

80% 26 =y
| BE B 25
| § 60% - -
&
& a0%-
20%
| 0% |
& e &S &S
| SFF 8 §64
3 4 5 6 | 7
| Grade & Year
B Does Not Meet 0 Partially Meets @ Meets O Exceeds
Math MCA-II
‘ Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level by Year
= Bl
80% - wl®
-  60% - e
£ |
: i ) |
a. 40% i i
20%
0%

Grade & Year

(Does Not Meet O Partially Meets @ Meets & Exceeds |
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2008 Individual Charter School Performance | New Millennium Academy

FY2007-2008 MCA Growth

Reading '

60

§ y 32
@
o

‘ 24

120

0 |
Low Medium High
Growth
Math

60 ‘
[
|
|

Percent

Low Medium High

Growth
o——ao New Millennium o ponﬁ’parison School: Hmong Int'l

o - - MN State Awerage
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2008 Individual Charter School Performance | Nova Classical Academy

1668 Montreal Avenue, St. Paul, MN 55116
2008 Taxpayer Value Index: 1.54

Reading 2007 Taxpayer Value Index: 1.56
100 Reading Performance Index
92 95 94 2006 | 2007 | 2008
S | Grade | Index | Index | Index
5 i 3 1.07 | 1.01 | 1.03
1 73 o | 4 1.10 1.08 | 0.99
g BN e 5 [ 094 | 1.07 | 101
.g | 6 1.04 1.02 1.07
b 60 I b 7 1.07 | 1.23 1.11
s . SN . 8 | 108 | 1.05 | 1.27
= All 1.06 1.09 | 1.09
& 40
o Math Performance Index
8 2006 | 2007 | 2008
20 - |1 Grade | Index | Index | Index
| 3 0.94 | 090 | 0.88
4 1.00 | 0.90 | 0.96
5 0.98 | 0.88 1.03
0 ' 6 1.05 | 0.92 | 1.04
| Year 2006 2007 2008 | 7 1.07 1.03 1.01
8 0.93 | 0.95 1.37
| Grades .o 3-8 3-8 Al | 1.01 | 0.94 | 1.05
Cost Index
— 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008
069 | 067 | 065 | 0.70
| 2008 Demographics
Comparison
Math Nova School:
Capitol Hill
o 2 1 i 15% 26%
—= % Receiving Free or 5% %
8;,‘85 86 ® g Reduced Lunch
| 80 - | ; = Language
c % English Language 0% 17%
_§ 3‘ ____,-.‘.7 Learners
0o 60 ?' - " Special Education
s | % Receiving Special 8% 7%
x SR —————— | _Education Services
9:. Ik ! —1.1_ ’-%1 Racial 12% 41%
‘ S 40 - 87 | % Students of Color ° 0
o
) | 2 c
& 20 g o 8|8
AYP Results 2l s|s| 8|2
(all students) 3 8| = £ g
0 5| ° g g
Year 2006 2007 2008 £
Grades ‘ Nova 36| Y |y | v |y
3-8 3-8 3-8 ‘ Reading/Math Performar_we_ Index:
[ Nova _ BRE . o
~—e&— Comparison School: Capitol Hill Magnet o etes e
| | =~ Comparison District: St. Paul o e
- -® - - MN State Avg. | Value index: average of performance indices
- cost index
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MCA-Il Reading Results
Percent of Students Proficient in Each Grade by Year

100% = — |
€ 80% - | - o |
.g : |
= ] I
5 60% |
T 40% | -

[=
-~ | |
5 20% -
m |
0% - . = —
8 | 4 | 5 | 6 | 7 | 8
02006 96% | 100% | 88% | 9%% | 77% | 94% |
‘W2007| 98% 2% | 100% 92% 97% 86% |
- | | { | |
|m2008|  98% 2% | 8% | 98% 89% 100% | |
Grade |
MCA-Il Math Results
Percent of Students Proficient in Each Grade by Year
100%
E  80% ;, -
' |
:.3 60% - : -
2 40%
5 |
o i =
‘ S 20% | | |
1 4
0% = . i
‘ _ 3 B 6 | 7 | 8
82006 | 88% ‘ 2% | 8% | %% | 73% | 78%
W 2007 | 88% 79% | 83% | 84% | 95% | 81%
| 88% | 92% 87% 93% | 86% 100%

‘ 2008
Grade
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Reading MCA-II
Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level by Year

100%
80% | a“ 36
e 61
67 || o7 || &4 L [ 65 |( 67
| 77 76
= 60% {79 |f 5o 79 79 84 -
:
=i 4
& 0% - - -
= N 33|67 || ¢
20% i 28
e 33
17 || 21 = —
13 — 8 9
. 9
0% T?’“ v 4 g J 4
© A & e A © A D
S & 8 S & & & & S
P ¥ P YL &S
3 4 } 5
Grade & Year
'@ Does Not Meet O Partially Meets @ Meets O Exceeds |
Math MCA-II
Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level by Year
100%
26 23 g2
33 a3
80% - - 43 39 A& 43 L ——
58 o 54 =Tl 56
67 €3 % 74
= 60% - el = ) =
B -Riy.
|46 i 61 — 48
o 40% - 114 a4 i
38 — || 49 29 50
29 g | 50 e i | 29
20% - i ' ' 3
? 10 13 — %' = : 7 12 .
0% > | & 2 ww %7 K - .7
i I
© A & © A & l & A & | o A ° A
F&& £86 F&8 88 £86
3 4 5 6 7 8
Grade & Year

= Does Not Meet O Partially Meets & Meets O Exceecﬁ
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2008 Individual Charter School Performance | Nova Classical Academy

FY2007-2008 MCA Growth

Reading |
60 -

Percent

Low Medium High
Growth

Math
‘ 60

Percent

Low Medium High
Growth

—— Nova & - - MN State Awerage
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2008 Individual Charter School Performance | Paideia Academy

7200 - 147th Street W., Apple Valley, MN 55124
| 2008 Taxpayer Value Index: 1.30

I Reading 2007 Taxpayer Value Index: 1.08
100 Reading Performance Index
2006 | 2007 | 2008
Grade | Index | Index | Index
Tl 3 072 | 096 | 1.07
- 4 0.79 0.87 1.00
q=, 5 0.88 0.87
T 6 0.97 1.14
w 607 7 111
I Al [ 075 | 098 | 1.09
k=
8 40 - Math Performance Index
S 2006 | 2007 | 2008
a Grade | Index | Index | Index
20 3 0.62 0.92 0.98
4 0.87 0.74 0.81
B 0.57 0.79
0 T 6 0.87 1.01
Year 2006 2007 2008 i 1.18
All 0.74 0.82 1.02
Grades
34 3-6 3-7 Cost Index
2006 | 2007 | 2008
L | 0.89 [ 0.83 | 0.81
2008 Demographics
e Comparison Schools:
Math HIEED Greenleaf | Valley Jr.
100 Economic
% Receiving Free or 12% 16% 24%
Reduced Lunch
Language
80 — % English Language 1% 7% 6%
b & o Learners
@ -%ﬁ- Special Education
o f % Receiving Special 14% 12% 15%
S 60 - . Education Services
a eI 18% 23% 28%
- % Students of Color ° ° °
S 40
° 2
& § 8| §
k-] =] =
20 AYP Results 2 5|8 |8
(all students) £ S| = ]
5| ¢ g5
0 T 1 }2 o
Year 2006 2007 2008 Paideia 339 | v N v Y
| Grades 3-4 3-6 3-7 Reading/Math Performance Index
| charter school percent proficient
! ) comparison district school percent proficient
=1 Paideia . .
—&— Comparison Schools: Greenleaf &Valley Jr. costinae co(r::s;t:sc?: Z?SLZ?ELZ? ;)gru Eﬂpn
—&—— Comparison District: Rosemount-Apple Valley
- -® - - MN State Avg. Vaiue index: average of performance indices
= cost index
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2008 Individual Charter School Performance | Paideia Academy

MCA-Il Reading Results
‘ Percent of Students Proficient in Each Grade by Year

100% '
|
E 80%
S 60% - - ‘
T 40% - |
=4 |
g 20% -
o
0% — T T :
| 3 4 5 6 7 I
| T T
| |00 2006 | 66% ‘ 72% _ . | _
W 2007 | 86% . 71% , 76% . 61% ! N
m2008  96% 80% | 74% 74% | 69% | |
Grade
MCA-Il Math Results
Percent of Students Proficient in Each Grade by Year
100% |
| T 80% |
| % 60% |
T a0% |
| E 20% 1—
0% - !
| 3 4 5 6 7
02006 54% ; 69% __ ‘
‘l2007_ 80% | 62% _ 47% _ 52% _ ‘ |
m2008  86% 68% 65% 57% 59%

Grade
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Reading MCA-II

Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level by Year

100%
29
33 34
80% | 38 | 3
a7 4 | o 44
59
w  60% | —
: ¥
a 40% - 18 :l m' 38 30
27 |
20% 17 26 ‘
i 7
S & & S & & S & &
¥ & & v & & S & & |
|
4 6 7
Grade & Year
| Does Not Meet [ Partially Meets B Meets O Exceeds
Math MCA-II
Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level by Year
100% 3
13 14
3 2| 24 | o7 23 e 21
80% |
- 60% - : e 1 = == 38
c A E
8 &1 48 41
[t 71'
[}
a 40% |
21
20% 2
2
0% %
& & &
L
| \ 4 r \ 6 | 7

Does Not Meet [ Partially Meets @ Meets O Exceeds |

, Grade & Year
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2008 Individual Charter School Performance | Paideia Academy

FY2007-2008 MCA Growth

Reading

80

Percent

Low Medium
Growth

| - Math

High

Percent

Low Medium
Growth

High

e——e Paideia o — - MN State Awerage
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2008 Individual Charter School Performance | Seven Hills Classical Academy

8600 Bloomington Avenue S., Bloomington, MN 55425

| .
Reading ‘ 2008 Taxpayer Value Index: 1.08

| 2007 Taxpayer Value Index: 1.02
1
00 | Reading Performance Index
2007 2008
| 80 Grade | Index | Index
3 1.08 0.97
::;:; 4 0.91 0.88
S ‘ 5 0.85 0.97
s 601 Al | 097 | 096
& |
= Math Performance Index
g 40 - i - 2007 | 2008
5 Grade | Index | Index
a 3 0.79 1.05
20 - 4 1.10 1.08
| 5 0.86 1.19
All 0.92 0.96
0 :
Year 2007 2008 Cost Index
2007 | 2008
Grades 0.88
| Tested 35 35
2008 Demographics
— Comparison
Seven
o School:
i Ridgeview
Economic
Math % Receiving Free or 19% 19%
Reduced Lunch
100 Language
% English Language 0% 2%
Learners
80 | Special Education
- % Receiving Special 10% 16%
ch Education Services
'S SR Racial o, o,
5.2. 60 : ' | % Students of Color U8 e
N |
b
§ 40 2 g
‘ 3 [ 8| o
o o -
= 5 < = s ®
g AYP Results 2l 5| % 8| &
20 | (all students) x| S| = 5 %’
| ¢ < |8
2
0 ' Seven Hills %7 vy |l vyl v |y
Year 2007 2008
Grades 3-5 3-5 Reading/Math Performance Index:
Tested | charter school percent proficient
- comparison district school percent proficient
=01 Seven Hills . ‘ Cost Index: charter school cost per pupil
~—a— Comparison School: Rldgeview comparison district cost per pupil
oyl Comsparison District: Bloomington ‘ L
- -® - - N State Avg. . Value Index: average of performance indices

cost index
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Percent Proficient

MCA-Il Reading Results

Percent of Students Proficient in Each Grade by Year

100%

80% |

60% -

40% -

20% -

0%

B 2007
\@2008

Percent Proficient

MCA-Il Math Results

Percent of Students Proficient in Each Grade by Year

100%

80% |-

60%

40% -

20% -

0%

m2007 |
@2008

78%
78%

Grade

 54%
58%
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2008 Individual Charter School Performance | Seven Hills Classical Academy

Reading MCA-II
Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level by Year

100%
22 21
33
80% - b
53
68
= 60%
5 & X
5 42
& o : a3
19
0, -4 =
20% 2 1l 18 21 || 17 |
7 11 G
0% . T e L AZAV ﬂ e
|
) & $ s &
& ) (3] S
| K2 |® * & |
| | 3 | 4 | 5

Grade & Year

| Does Not Meet O Partially Meets 8 Meets D_Exceeds

Math MCA-II |
Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level by Year |
I 100%
| 17 17
a7 22
80% | - 45 1 |
85 |
38
E 60'%’ ' 42
42
N .
‘ Q. 40% - {l 33 5
32 21
20% 27 16
22 |
il 3 7%
| 0% A ~ 5
s & s &
S S
| B 2 ¥ &
| 6 7 8
Grade & Year

'@ Does NgMeet O Partially Meets B Meets O Exceeds
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2008 Individual Charter School Performance | Seven Hills Classical Academy

FY2007-2008 MCA Growth

Reading

60

Percent

Low Medium High
Growth

Math

60

42

y 31
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Low Medium High
Growth

=——e Seven Hills - - MN State Average
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2008 Individual Charter School Performance | St. Croix Preparatory Academy

B 216 West Myrtle Street, Stillwater, MN 55082

| Reading 2008 Taxpayer Value Index: 1.21
‘ 2007 Taxpayer Value Index: 1.33

100 Readin? Performance Index
2006 | 2007 | 2008
- S 86 Grade | Index | Index | Index
80 | |a———fpt—F28d 3 [ 100 | 112 [ 1.08
- . = 7 4 0.91 0.96 1.09
£ 7 e - o7t 5 | 116 | 0.93 | 0.97
B 60 - 6 114 | 1.19 | 0.96
S 7 1.09 [ 112 | 1.03
o 8 1.02 1.19 1.06
= 10 0.89
40 -
3 Al 1.09 [ 111 | 1.04
a Math Performance Index
20 2006 | 2007 | 2008
‘ Grade | Index | Index | Index
3 1.09 1.19 1.03
0 : 4 1.16 1.16 1.29
Year 2006 2007 2008 21 e [ 100
Grades ‘ 7 1.05 1.14 1.15
3-8 3-8 3-8, 10 8 1.00 | 1.02 | 1.17
All 1.17 1.17 1.12
Cost Index
2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008
093 | 081 | 0.86 | 0.89
Math :
2008 Demographics
100 St. Comparison School;:
Croix |Stonebridge Still‘\f:_ater Stll!qvt‘ater
Economic
80 % Receiving Free or | 0% 12% 1% | 8%
c Reduced Lunch
Q [ . @5 - @ Language
] 4 LN (] _ % English Language 0% 1% 0% 0%
& 60 Learn%_rs 94
E Special Education
- % Receiving Special 7% 15% 10% 10%
S Education Services
g Racial 6% 6% 4% 7%
o % Students of Color ° ° ° °
o
20 2
AYP Results 2l s|€| 8|2
0 . . I (all students) % 8| = £ g
! ' = | £
| Year 2006 2007 2008 3 <&
Grades 3.8 3.8 3-8 St. Croix a3l vy ly | v | v
‘ Reading/Math Performance Index:
B St. Croix . charter school percent proficient
. A . e comparison district school percent proficient
—=e— Comparison Schools: Stonebridge, Stillwater Jr. & Sr. . |
Comparison District: Stillwater | o armparson Gty ooutpar U
! Se- W_S tate AVQ' Value Index: average of performance indices
cost index
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2008 Individual Charter School Performance | St. Croix Preparatory Academy

MCA-ll Reading Resulits
Percent of Students Proficient in Each Grade by Year

100%

so | T Il | e (B
60% - - . |
40% 1 | |
20% | | i | |

Percent Proficient

3 4
02006 __92% . 7_6% | 96% | 96% 88% | 80%__ _ ‘
m 2007 96% | 92% | 76% . 90% | 90% | 97% .

02008 96% ' 92% 84% 84% | 7% | 87% 75% ‘
Grade

0% | |
s 6 7 8 10

MCA-Il Math Results
Percent of Students Proficient in Each Grade by Year

100%

80% -
60%
40% -
20% -

Percent Proficient

0%

4 | s 6
02006 100% | 100% 72% 8% | 76% | 64% |
| 2007 %% | 92% | 80% | 8% | 8% | 70% |
@2008| 90% | 84% | 8% | T1% | 86% | 80%
Grade -
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2008 Individual Charter School Performance | St. Croix Preparatory Academy

Reading MCA-II
‘ Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level by Year |

100% |
80% - 40(39 42 wl 4
st |s2 — 53|55 52 ssl %Y sof |
89 68
. 6% A i —— L |
= =
8 | L NEg N L |
& aow % Bles| | | 38 2% |
el L (o I & - —
20% {23 | 24| 20 ol s = = | |
| 20 16 | > 14 . 21
o f i 13 i3] . |
‘ (=] 79 g ! . 7 12 7 7z 10
ow L2UEH PP [F) W [Thaia w2 G % e n 2w %%
& & e & & e |88 F&d &4 8
PFES PFF FOP $8F S8 F64 ﬁ@@‘
|
| | 3 4 | 5 | 6 7 | 8 10 |
| Grade & Year |
Does Not Meet O Partially Meets B8 Meets O Exceeds |
Math MCA-II
Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level by Year
100% ‘
20 23
30 31
80% - 39 L[ |38 36 i 37
46 44 47 45 -
¥ A
— = =
60% - : : =1 ! il gl
- § 7l [ _ e ‘
B 8 | i
& 40% L2 It i o £ T 85 43
i || 40 a1 I
£ N
20% : -
24 21 20 20 ILJ
20 L3 1 10 10 || 14
0% | | Bleadra] e
0 |
& & & & & &
‘n? v & v PP v P P
5 6 7

‘ Grade & Year

| B8 Does Not Meet O Partially Meets @ Meets O Exceeds_
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2008 Individual Charter School Performance | St. Croix Preparatory Academy

FY2007-2008 MCA Growth

Reading

60

Percent

0 :
‘ Low Medium High
Growth

Math

Percent

Low Medium High
‘ Growth

|*—= St. Croix Preparatory e - - MN State Awerage
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2008 Individual Charter School Performance | Stride Academy

1025 - 18th Street N., St. Cloud, MN 56303

r Reading 2008 Taxpayer Value Index: 1.32
2007 Taxpayer Value Index: 1.27
100 Reading Performance Index
‘ 2006 | 2007 | 2008
| Grade | Index | Index | Index
80 5 — 3 086 | 1.34 [ 1.16
T4ee " " *en. 73 72
| b= 66 @emonana El 4 1.08 1.08 1.32
2 S Eﬁ,\ o6 62 ' 5 1.03 | 124 | 0.91
2 et | &  me 6 114 | 1.3
2 B 7 0.72
o Al_[ 099 [ 120 | 1.13
E w0
3 ' Math Performance Index
g_’ ' 2006 | 2007 | 2008
20 - Grade | Index | Index | Index
| 3 0.88 0.86 0.98
| ' 4 1.00 | 1.13 [ 1.15
5 0.85 1.56 0.92
0 ‘ - 6 0.89 | 1.42
Year 2006 2007 2008 7 0.94
All 0.88 1.09 1.15
Grades 3-5 3-6 3-7 |
| Cost Index
2006 | 2007 | 2008
- 093 | 0.90 | 0.86
— 2008 Demographics
. Comparison Schoois:
Math SIfde Madison North Jr.
Economic
100 % Receiving Free or 54% 55% 47%
Reduced Lunch
Language
80 - % English Language 0% 11% 10%
c 69 Learners
g TP 5’9 ------ 5% Bi | Special Education
© 60 SS%KSE'““ T ' % Receiving Special 24% 17% 21%
= 7 *-9. i i Education Services
4 e R Racial 27% 32% 25%
e'_ ' % Students of Color ° ° °
S 40
g 2
c ® c
o | o - o 8
‘ 20 AYP Results ;:3 £ £ é 2
(all students) Y Sl = S| L
5| |5
0 ' - ° &
Year 2006 2007 2008 Stride %8| v | N Y v
Grades
3-5 3-6 3-7 Reading/Math Performance Index:
charter school percent proficient
— — comparison district school percent proficient
N Stride . St e _
——&— Comparison Schools: Madison & North Jr. ostingex
—#—— Comparison District. St. Cloud -
| |- =@~ -MN State Awg. . | Value Index: average of performance indices

cost index
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2008 Individual Charter School Performance | Stride Academy

Percent Proficient

Percent Proficient

Percent of Students Proficient in Each Grade by Year

MCA-Il Reading Results

100%

80% -

60% -

40% -

20%

0% - '
3 4 5 | 6 7

02006 61% 2% | 61%

m2007  74% 65% | 75% 63%

m 2008 83% 61% 58% 68% 37%

Grade
MCA-Il Math Results
Percent of Students Proficient in Each Grade by Year

100%

80% -

60% -

40%

20%

0% -
3 5 6 7

02006  68% 56% | 55% |

m2007  65% 53% | 65% | 63%

2008 79% 70% | 55% | 58% 44%

Grade
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- .

' Reading MCA-II
Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level by Year
100%
15 || 18 1"
25 || 27
30
80% 35 || 3 42 34 |l 36 || 33 |
28
60% - 48 {
€ 52
8 21
E ™
4
40% +
20%
|
0%
3 “ 5
Grade & Year
Does Not Meet O Partially Meets M Meets O Exceeds |
Math MCA-II
Percent of Students at Each Achievement Level by Year
100% s 9 7 ¢
ul 13 |[ 13 i i 16 I
80% —
| 1 3
e 60% —— - —
g 46 || 41 36
o | m | a -
ﬂd.’ 40% | = - | 28
22 || 29
20% -
0% B . ZZA
& & & &S & & & & & & & & &
FE8F 88 §5F ® B
3 4 5 I 7
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2008 Individual Charter School Performance | Stride Academy

FY2007-2008 MCA Growth
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2008 Individual Charter School Performance | Yinghua Academy
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| MCA-Il Reading Results
Percent of Students Proficient in Each Grade by Year
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2008 Individual Charter School Performance | Yinghua Academy
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2008 Individual Charter School Performance | Yinghua Academy

FY2007-2008 MCA Growth
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Future Schools| Friends of Ascension Contact Information

Friends of Ascension sponsored charter schools opening in the fall of 2008 are:

» Aspen Academy, a core-knowledge school opening with grades K-3,
expanding one grade level each year until grades K-8 achieved, in Prior
Lake, Minnesota.

« Cologne Academy, a core knowledge school opening with grades K-4,
expanding one grade level each year until grades K-8 achieved, in
Cologne, Minnesota.

« DaVinci Academy of Arts & Science, opening with grades K-6,
expanding one grade level each year until K-12 achieved, in Blaine,
Minnesota.

For more information about Friends of Ascension or developing a content-rich
charter school, contact:

R.E. Topoluk

EX0-01-A

200 Lake Street East
Wayzata, MN 5539]

Phone: 952.745.2717

Email: topoluk@tcfbank.com
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