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School: 1570 Holy Family School

2 KFEG ¢S a+1£dzS¢ 4 12f&8 ClFLYAf@ {OK22f
Christianity, Responsibility, Succalsspect, Safety, Spirituality, Fai@itizenship,
Acceptance/belonging, Integrity

hdzNJ G+ A3A2yéE F2NI I 2f& ClYAfe {OKz22f

At Holy Family Catholic School, we respect all people and foster an environment of acceptance,
belonging, safety, security, and studentccess. We are responsible citizens whose lives reflect
Christian faith and spirituality. Within this positive atmosphere, students will have the
opportunity to engage in a rich variety of educational experiences and become successful
lifelong learners.

CKS datdzN1J2asSé 2F 1 2ft& ClFYAfe {OKz22f
To enable students to maximize their potential while enriching their relationship with Christ.

Issues

Issues taken into account in goal development:

A Maintaining an active and thriving Catholic school environment.

Improving students reading and ability to summarize text in content areas
Increase student achievement and maintain excellence levels

Increase student engagement

Providing appropriate profiling and programming for individual students
Technology effects of sociaétworking, digital citizenship, and cyber bullying
issues

Student capacity for conflict management and relationship building with peers
Facility

A Improving Aboriginal success

> > > > > >

A
A

Trends that require consideration:

A Increasing crisis and emotional issues of stud who require emotional support.
A Fragmentation of the family unit
A Generational value shift
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School: 1570 Holy Family School

Priorities

Instructional Leadership Team school goal
Improving FNMI achievement.

Improving acceptable levels

Maintain community communications amavolvement.
Maintain parental involvement and engagement.
Improving respectful relationships between students.

v v > > >

Highlights of Accomplishments

> > > >

A

Homeroom and increase development in Jr. High

PAT excellent levels

Good maintenance acceptable levels on RAIms

Excellent achievement in area of Safe & Caring; Parental Involvement and Continuous
Improvement

Strengthening school/parish partnership.

Future Challenges

> > > >

Active engagement of students in parishes.

Sacramental preparation of students.

Number of Cdtolic studentsnot reflective of Catholic parents

Increase student engagement to meet potential interests and challenges’at@dtury
Learner.

Page 3



School: 1570 Holy Family School

Overriding Goal: To strengthen the Catholic school experience for students
by supporting permeation of Catholic teaching in all aspects of the school

program.
Outcome: Schools have a distinctive Catholic atmosphere.
Results (in percentages) Target* Targets
Performance Measures
2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 2011 2012 | 2013 | 2014
- X . o
Percentage of parents satisfied with the Catholic 98% | 95% | 89% | 95% | 95% 91% 95% | 96% | 97%
atmosphere of the schools. +4%
i 0,
Percentage of parents who are Catholic and attend 65% | 60% | 349% | 24% | 36% 55% 20% | 25% | 50%
mass monthly. -19%
- I 0,
Percentage of_non Catholic parents who attend mass B — | 28% | 29% | 38% 55% 20% | 45% | 50%
monthly at their church. -17%
Percentage of teachers who attend mass monthly. 80% | 85% | 89% | 100% | 100% | 100% | 100% |100% | 100%
Outcome: Schools incorporate Catholic teaching into the school environment.
Results (in percentages) Target* Targets
Performance Measures
2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2011 |2012|2013 | 2014
— . o
Percentage of parents who are satlsfled that Catholic B B 89% | 95% | 95% 97% 97% | 98% | 100%
Teaching permeates the school environment. +2%
— - — o
Percent_age of staff who participate in religious 83% | 88% | 100% | 100% | 9206 100% 96% | 98% | 100%
professional development. +8%
Outcome: Schools work closely with parishes and families in the community.
Results (in percentages) Target* Targets
Performance Measures
2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 (2011 | 2011 |2012 |2013|2014
— X . o
Percentage of pare.nts whq are satisfied with the parish, the 89% | 74% | 879% | 93% | 929% 93% 96% | 97% | 98%
school and the family working closely together. -1%
- - - o
Percentage of teachers_ who ar_e satisfied with the parish, 33% | 44% | 45% | 69% | 79% 69% 87% | 88% | 90%
the school and the family working closely together. +10%
Outcome: Students value the spiritual and religious dimension of the school.
Results (in percentages) Target* Targets
Performance Measures
2007 (2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2011 |2012 |2013 | 2014
— - — 0
Pgrgentagg of st_udents are satisfied with the spiritual and B — | es% | 879% | 73% 90% 80% | 829% | 85%
religious dimension of the school. -17%
Outcome: Students actively live their faith.
Results (in percentages) Target* Targets
Performance Measures
2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 (2011 | 2011 |2012 |2013 | 2014
i 0,
Perce_ntage of Catholic grade_ 6 students v_vho have 88% | 64% | 64% | 219% | 80% 21% 80% | 83% | 85%
Received the sacrament of First Communion. +59%
- - o
Percentage of Cathollc'grad.e 9 students who received 50% | 50% | 50% | 10% | 20% 10% 30% | 35% | 20%
The sacrament of Confirmation. -10%
0,
Percentage of students who attend Parish mass monthly. 48% | 37% | 38% | 53% | 42% 51360//2 53% | 55% | 57%
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School: 1570 Holy Family School

Comment on Results

1)

2)

3)

4)

Increasing numbers of stadftending who attend church; this is a significant change of the y
potential correlated to increased satisfaction and participation with parish due to higher
involvement.

Number of Catholic (36%) and r@atholic (38%) who attend church as increased to 74%,
shows support for number of parents who attending church withunparish or Christian
denominations

Declining numbers of students who participate in Sacraments; strategy for school to work
with the parish in identifying and communication to families from the school an parish leve
promote and inform avéable opportunities for faith in the following areas. A) Parents who ¢
Catholic but children are not baptized B) First Communion C) Confirmation

Declining number of students who identified valuing religious dimension of the school; sta
was mpacted by low result in Junior High. Part of this was prevalent attitude cumulating in
regards to the scheduling of the religion program. New strategy in-2@11as been
implemented that is already showing improved attitude and embracing the valuagibrel
program. This includes mixed homeroom assignment in year two, all teachers in junior hig
responsible for teaching religion, splitting religion classes so they are smaller numbers,
scheduling religion daily (30 minutes) where all junior high studis religion at exactly the
same time.

Page 5



School: 1570 Holy Family School

Goal One: Success for Every Student
Outcome: Students demonstrate proficiency in literacy and numeracy

Note i This outcome replaces the following outcome from the 2010/11 i 2012/13 three year education
plan:
1  Students demonstrate high standards in learner outcomes (K-9 portion only)

Results (in percentages) Target? Evaluation Targets?
2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2011 |Achievement|Improvement| Overall [2012|2013[2014

Performance Measure

Overall percentage of
students in Grades 3, 6
and 9 who achieved the 80%
acceptable standard on  {74.5% [84.5% [84.9% |79.3% |76.3% 3.7 Maintained 80% |82% |83%
Provincial Achievement 70
Tests (overall cohort
results).

Overall percentage of
students in Grades 3, 6
and 9 who achieved the 20%
standard of excellence 8.5% (12.1%{10.3%(20.7% |14.4% Intermediate | Maintained [Acceptable [20% |21% |22%
S -5.6%
on Provincial
Achievement Tests
(overall cohort results).

Comment on Results
Overall results combined in grade 3, 6, 9 slaosmall decline 68% in the 3 year average however are onl
1% lower from previougear. Being we are a small school with single grades; class size and group
demographics play a large role year to year on resiile very poor results in grade 3 affedthe whole
average rating implying more significant issues than the reality of individual results in each grade.
1 Although the results have slightly declined, they are no significant (i®pfrom last year)
9 The identified students with accommodationsneesignificant in this specific year in grades 3 (39%) 4
(35%) showing results that were aligned with school based performance and asseRAENEsults
although low this year are represented our student demographics from last year.
Attendance & busing issues causing absenteeism during exams affect results
Levels of excellent overall remained above the authority in grade 6 subjects and grade 9 Science.
{GrGAraaAaortte ¢S KIS | Oflaa aAal S ao0doof S
represented in the 3 year average. Increase class size makes the amount of students last year hig
the 3 year average which shows statistical skew
Overallc students are doindpetter on writing than reading for informatioig There is a statistical difference
in percent between achievement in reading and writing.

9 Students are lower in reading for information that writing by 9.4% in Grade 3; 10.9% in Grade

20.5% in Grade 9; showing a wider gap as years increase.

= =l =l

Grade3
Challenging year combining number of factors including teacher turnover and student demographics r
in a poor performance year in LA with decline of acceptable & excellent levels. New Math shows 55.64
acceptable that is still below authority &gwince.
Grade 6
9 LAcgAcceptable was only 1.6% lower than last year, while maintained excellent levels at 16.79
1 Math ¢ new math program first year of implementation at HFS with 88egptable (above authority
& district)
9 Science; 24.1% Acceptable & 3% Eheace are improved from last year and above province &
authority
9 Sociak Acceptable levels on par with last year (83%) and decline of excellence (8.3%) but abg
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School: 1570 Holy Family School

Grade 9

1
1
1

T

authority

LA¢ Acceptable levels were was increased from last yeastatidtically equal to authority
Math ¢ Acceptable was low56% which is blow authorityshowing excellence in 7.7% range
Science; Acceptable decreased by 12.2 % on PAT but aligned with student yearly assessment
excellent remained

Sociak; Increase of acceptable levels of 8.9% from previous gednove authority

Strateg
1.

ouhwn

10.
11.

12.

13.

ies

School Wide Instructional Goal on SummarizatiQ@as results are consistent from last year
showing a need to focus on reading comprehension and summarization as reading for
information and pulling out details in text is affecting student performance cross grade ar
content

Incorporation of reading sttagies and common summarization tool in all content areas
Focus on informational text structure

Expansion of level reading and reading groups into junior high

Maintain split core subjects in grades 8 & 9

Support Teacher Instruction & Leadershighrough walkthough, feedback mechanism,
culture building with staff, PLC, PD, professional growth, communication and implementg
supports of new initiative; align and focus school, teacher, student, goals in alignment an
provide opportunities foreflection, motivation, build capacity, collaboration, and
professionalism among staff.

StudentSupport programming; using pilot IEPT profile program to identify and recommen
levels of intervention for individual students based on learning needs. Wdhnkstuident
services coordinators in methodology to ensure yearlong adaptation, modifications and
programming are appropriate.

Junior High incorporation afrosscurricular project based learningerformance tasks and
assessments to link curriculum and eggastudents at higher level

Continue to expose student® practice exams and tools; introduction oB7study skills once
a week to support students and teach them skills and techniques for successful study,
organization and test taking

Higherintegration of technologyto engage students

Supportsin counselling, support teamnd FNMI working with students to support academig
communicate with home, and attend to mental wellness so students are in a safe
environment capable of learning

School asessment policyoutcome based reporting and communication with home to
prioritize learning

Maintain a cultureof positive learning environment; independence and accountability; hoy
faith and success.

Notes:

1. Aggregated PAT results are based upon a weighted average of percent meeting standards (Acceptable, Excellence). The weights are the number of

students

enrolled in each course. Courses included: English Language Arts (Grades 3, 6, 9), Science (Grades 6, 9), French Language Arts (Grades

6, 9), Frangais (Grades 6, 9). The percentages achieving the acceptable standard include the percentages achieving the standard of excellence.
2. Data values have been suppressed where the number of students is less than 6. Suppression is marked with an asterisk (*).
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School: 1570 Holy Family School

Outcome: Students achieve educational outcomes

Note i This outcome combines the following outcomes from the 2010/11 i 2012/13 three year education plan:
1 High school completion rates are showing continual improvement
1  Children and youth with at risk factors have their needs addressed through timely and effective
programs and supports
1  Students are well prepared for lifelong learning

Results (in percentages) |Target Evaluation Targets
2006|2007 {2008 |2009 |2010 | 2011 [Achievement [Improvement| Overall (2012 (2013|2014

Very High Excellent 0% | 0% | 0%
Comment on Results

Maintained 0% drojout rate over the last two year. This includes significant monitoring, communicating
working with students and families in order to support students academically, socially, and physically t
and thrive at school. Several studs who were at risk were properly identified and were able to completg
grade 9 with the support of involved and caring teachers, student services supports, FNMI, counseling
addressing attendance and paresthool communications. This is a celebratedeseas several students
from last year required intervention and supports in order to stay the course to complete their junior hig
year. Continue tduild aculture valuing education.

Performance Measure

Drop Out Rate - annual dropout

0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
rate of students aged 14 to 18 0.0%(4.7%5.0% ) 0.0% (SRR 0E

Strategies

1. Academic tracking;, to ensure alktudentsare successfuin school therefore maintain a positi
and healthy perspective towards school

2. Removingbarriersfor success academic support, breakfast/lunch, fees to participate in sc
events,

3. Student feedbackmechanismst student level (support teamJell from Me Survey;

4. Parent Communication & Meetings provide ample opportunities and methods to
communicate with parents regarding expectation, success, academics, behaviour and he
wellness

5. Attendance Monitoringg rigorous monitors and contact ¢hparents, teachers, students
regarding impact of attendance and success. Early intervention and proactive approaches
ensure success by catching issues early.

6. Supportinterventiong lunch time and teacher volunteer afterschool homework club, homey
room, support team, pubut catchup, study skills, and TA support

7. Student Serviceg counselling services to be implemented this year to work with students &
parents a as liaison and counselling support to help student success and wellness

8. FNMIc liaisonsupport for students and parents to communicate and connect to community
ensure students are attending and academically successful while being encouraged, cont
and valued as First Nation, Inuit, and Metis parents and students.

Notes:

1. Aggregated Diploma results are a weighted average of percent meeting standards (Acceptable, Excellence) on Diploma Examinations. The weights
are the number of students writing the Diploma Examination for each course. Courses included: English Language Arts 30-1, English Language Arts
30-2, French Language Arts 30-1, Francais 30-1, Pure Mathematics 30, Applied Mathematics 30, Biology 30, Science 30. The percentages
achieving the acceptable standard include the percentages achieving the standard of excellence.

2. Diploma Examination Participation, High School Completion and High school to Post-secondary Transition rates are based upon a cohort of grade
10 students who are tracked over time.

3. Please note that the rules for Rutherford Scholarships changed in 2008, which increased the number of students eligible for Rutherford
Scholarships. The history for the measure has been re-computed to allow for trends to be identified.

4. Data values have been suppressed where the number of students is less than 6. Suppression is marked with an asterisk (*).
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School: 1570 Holy Family School

Outcome: Students are prepared for the 21° century

Results (in percentages) Target Evaluation Targets
2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2011 |Achievement |{Improvement| Overall (2012 (2013|2014

Performance Measure

Percentages of teachers,
parents and students who 92%
are satisfied that students  [66.1% [67.5% [71.1% (91.1% [89.9% | -2.1% EAYLIsAz1sa]
model the characteristics of
active citizenship.

Improved

Significantly (SN 90% | 92% | 93%

Percentages of teachers
and parents who agree that
students are taught
attitudes and behaviours 78.6%|58.4% |77.7% |93.3% |85.7%
that will make them
successful at work when
they finish school.

95%

-9.3% High Maintained (€Tefols N 90% | 92% | 94%

Comment on Results
Overallc Although there is a slight decline, statistic show last year results are statistically way above th
previous average so maintaining g a good and excellent level of satisfaction are very good overall.
9 Slight decline (1.2%) regarding heatisfied we are that students model the characteristics of acti
citizenship.
9 Slight decline (7.6%) with who agree that students are taught attitudes and behaviors that will
them successful at work when they finish school.
Parents are being communted to regarding expectation, citizenship and employability. As a school an(
our communications to students and parents as school wide approach is being addressed to increase
consistency in our behavior expectations, modeling of school expectatiortiiamesults in a more perceive
fairness. Maintaining high levels and consistent communications, opportunity for leaning that is engagg
promoting leaders in the school (adult and students), common expectations that are school wide, posi
relationships with community, school parent council, parish and town support results.

Strategies
1. New option program for junior higlg model based; significant change from previous year
including wider range of programs that model active citizenship (leadership, service proje
and accountability creating and building an attitude that includes expectations and
accountability
2. Engagemat ¢ identifying engagement (academic, social, institutional); support this througt
conscious monitoring and integrations with support team, study skills, health, religion, cur
& extracurricular activitiesUse tools (Tell it from Me) and data teeittify and assess needs.
3. School wide behavioumxpectation- consistent and ongoing expectations at all leve®stkat
supports véues and faith based components. Christian and active citizeesipgctations
4. School culture & staff supervisiogincreased visibility and monitoring, relationship building
with students
5. Community Involvement; increased invitation of guest, connecting & supporting communit
organizations
6. Programmingg unique and specialized programming for special needs studimciisidual
programming, behaviour planning, emotional supports
7. Awareness the Hidden Curriculum & Counselling suppphire behaviour support person (N
2011) to support students and to work proactivity alongside teachers, classes and gr¢
address aciety and school connected issues in particular bullying, cyber/social netw
fallout; digital citizenship, mediating issues, peer support, conflict management,
awareness, communications skills, rights and responsibilities.
High school transitning ¢ academic, social and special needs
Model expectations ¢ engagement, time on task, respect, transitions, and integrg
technology through miltasking and connecting to appropriate knowledge, skills and attitud

© o
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School: 1570 Holy Family School

Goal Two: Transformed Education through Collaboration
Outcome: Students have access to programming and supports to enable their learning

Note i This outcome combines the following outcomes from the 2010/11 7 2012/13 three year education
plan:
1 The education system meets the needs of all Ki 12 students and supports our society and the
economy
1 School environments are safe and caring

Results (in percentages) Target Evaluation Targets
2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2011 [Achievement |Improvement| Overall |2012|2013|2014

Performance Measure

Percentage of teachers,
parents and students
satisfied with the
opportunity for students 78%
to receive a broad 69.6%(72.4%|73.1%|77.1%|78.4% +0.4% Intermediate | Maintained |Acceptable|79% |80% |81%
program of studies 70
including fine arts, career,
technology, and health
and physical education.

Percentage of teachers,
parents and students 98%
satisfied with the overall |83.1%|77.7%|87.1%|97.1%|96.1%

. . +0.1%
quality of basic
education.

Very High Improved IS 98% | 98% | 99%

Percentage of teacher,
parent and student
agreement that: students
are safe at school, are
learning the importance  [80.6% |74.0% |84.9% 93.4% |94.6%
of caring for others, are
learning respect for
others and are treated
fairly in school.

94.4%
+0.6%

Improved

9 0 0
Significantly ST 95% | 96% | 97%

Very High

Comment on Results
Overall results an acceptable levebpportunities for broagrogrammingstudiesand excellent levels of bagiducation
andsafe and caring

1 Increase of 1.3% who asatisfied with the opportunity for students to receive a broad program of studies

including fine arts, career, technology, and health and physical education.
91 Decrease of 1% who asatisfied with the overall quality of basic education
91 Increase of 1.2% th&lFS maintains students are safe at school, are learning the importance of caring for
are learning respect for others and are treated fairly in school.

Broad programming
Slight increase in this area has been indicated due to efforts acrossttbel and in junior high to increase our creativi
and availability through the community and fundraising to supplement our basic school program in fine arts, PE, ¢
and health. Planned strategies this year will hopefully more specifically supjzogioidl for improvement next year. Sm
school with CTS program has limitation both financially and in human resources to meet all the basic academic &
needs.
Basic education
Very High success at 96.1% where there is high quality teaching amiddeglongside agreement that students clearly|
understanding what they are learn, that there work is challenging and variety of teacher methods are expanding t
address the 21Century learner. Engaging student and bringing them to their potential e@tito be a conscious focu
for teachers and student alike with open feedback, project opportunities and collaborate learning.
Safe and @ring
This was a targetearea in 201611 ensuring that students are safe in particularly in hallways and transitions @rezge
scheduling, culture, anidstructionalleadership efforts were made to shift the culture asgkcificallyaddress some junig
high issues of safety drbeing treated well by JSSNE ® a2y A G2 RRY BREYRA QKA Y DO &7
students alike ensure a healthier, more respectful and safe school environment.

Strategies Broadand Basi&Education lPogramming
Concentrated efforts haveden made to address and expand broad programnongnhance our
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excellent basic programmirggross the school to address areas of need, engage students cross
curricular in learning and provided unique opportunities
1. Change in Options for Junior Higimodule based 5 month option programs in the areas of

Strategies Safe and Caring
1. Maintain school wide behaviour expectations and staff supervision and monitoring in

Arts, Drama & Craft, Health & Physical Performance, Technology, and Leadership. These
areas have been defined and student will explore multiple themes within these areas in of
createa more in depth, engaged and broader programming to enhance student learning.
Schedule newly designed from last year to support time and format.

Technology

Learning on open networknd encouraging students and teachers to use school technolog}
alongside personally owned devices for the purpose of leamitigincrease methods of
inquiry

Robotics Granteceived and lab is being designed to support learning in math, science alo
collaboration and problem solvin@arget grades-3.

Junior High Technologgclusion of drafting, lighting, sound, AutoCAD, sketphphotography,
movie maker,

Fine Arts & Drama

Junior High Optionmcluding Drama & Fine Arts

Integration Fine Artsi@gramming 46

ENMIC Integration of Art program with worker based on curriculum alignmeit9

K- 9 Artist in Residency Graqtdue to high need HFS was provided with grant that will provi
workshops for all grades including a wide range of topics gtsling, physical comedy, theate
play, collective creation, story theater for E&Sunior High students will also be invemvin
casted play with intense work with artists for a theater experience and presentation of Ror
and Juliet. There will literature connections and community involvement supporting the ar
fine arts, technology, design, and direction.

Alberta Opera

Co& Extracurricular, talent show, Christmas concert, music and performance opportunitie
students

Physical Education

Junior High Optioq Health and Physical/Sports Performance

Grade 9 health and active livingtegrated into the schedule

PE scheduld x week for ® minutes for junior high and 120 minutes daily for Elementary +
Career

Study Skillg Junior high program once weekly (50min) including career investigations
High School Transitianworking with Glenmaryo provide appropriate readiness for academ
career counselling and transiting to high school

Parents,Community Connection& Faith

Building Citizenshig Communityc Juniorhigh options & elementary opportunity for
leadership, service projeanakingreal life connecting to learning, presentations (CatCHAT
Concert), John Howard Society, Jump rope for Heattiral inclusion & awareness, Aborigin
and Metis celebration & presenteed planned exposure to environmental, humanitarian a
community cages.Family Literacy night, classroom celebrations, math night, sessions for
parents in evening.

Individual Programming connecting to work experience, community special needs facilitie
recycling, seniors centers, library

Parishc buildingrelationship and capacity with home, school, and church. Father in school
regularly and participating in school events, visits, and religious activity.

order to support safe transitions in hallway and school
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School: 1570 Holy Family School

2. Use of common language with adult regarding Christian faith, use of language, dress
code, respect, WWJD

3. Posting of expectations and common reference for behaviour and

4. ldentifying and building supports for disengaged students — support team

5. Small classes if possible — Jr. High some splits

6. Multi-grade homeroom community building morning activity

7. Bullying awareness and classroom meeting to build empathy and combat in person and

cyber bullying building digital citizenship.

Note: Data values have been suppressed where the number of respondents is less than 6. Suppression is marked with an asterisk (*).

Outcome: The education system demonstrates openness to new and innovative
ideas, leadership and collaboration

Results (in percentages) Target Evaluation Targets
2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2011 |Achievement {Improvement| Overall (2012 (2013|2014

Performance Measure

Percentage of teachers and
parents satisfied with
parental involvement in 72.1%|58.6%|66.0% |89.3% (83.9%
decisions about their child's
education.

Percentages of teachers,
parents and students
indicating that their school
and schools in their 69.8% |67.4% |72.4% [94.6% (92.5%
jurisdiction have improved
or stayed the same the last
three years.

90%

6.1% Very High o] (o)V/=Ts BRI D=1 [ETa 1l 85% | 86% | 87%

95%
-2.5%

Improved

Very High Significantly

ISR 93% | 94% | 95%

Comment on Results
Overall we have excellent results showing that our system of education is working hard to be open to |
ideas that arénnovative and show leadership and collaboration
1 Three year average is very high and increased in some areas but show minor decline overall
in satisfaction with parental involvement in decisions about their child's education
9 Three year average very high and increased in some areas but show minor decline of 2.1%
indicating our school has improved or stayed the same the last three years.
Continuous ad ongoing relationship building that we as parent, teachers, and studentscararaunity.
Building a healthgchool parent communitgnd workingtoengage Y R Ay @2t SR LI NB
education.Parents are becoming more comfortable to be in the school, are active and involved, are pre
school celebrations, Parent teachenéerence, classroom activities, fundraising events, and increase
participation in masses and volunteer activities. The school is becoming part of the community and a t
LX F OS F2NJ LI NBydGa G2 O02YYdzyAOF(GS Fo62dai GKSAN

Strategies

1. Communcation ¢ regular, specific and multiple communications to stakeholders to home,
school, staff, students, parents including traditional (notes, newsletter, phone) and technig
forms (power school, email)
Targeted invitation for attending event, activitid3T|
Calendar of events organized and specific for parents; advance notice

2. Instructional Leadershig\dministration ¢ clarified admin roles and coordinated positjon
feedback, faith leadership

3. Instructional Leadership Teamdata based, leadership building, collaborative approach in
defining, providing example and accountabitityschool goals, building school leaders

4. Professional Learning Opportunitiestargeted PD for assessment, summarization, collabor
approaches, mwsscurricular, and faith

5. Parent Teache€onference remove barriers for participation, personal contacts requested
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staff communication, create atmosphere of community through open house appnoich
presence of God

6. Student Feedback through teacherstudent relationships; support team, survey (Tell them
from Me; Satisfaction Surve§chollie)

7. School Counct decision méing and feedback for decisions, involved in PTI, and facility ne
8. StaffFeedbaclc method of decision making witinput and feedback logp
9. School Culture; celebrate student success, awards, parent invitations, good news; welcon

and encourage parent involvement and participation
Culture where staff are safe to share, question and suggest regarding hew idedscsidn
making

Goal Three: FNMI Success for First Nation, Métis and Inuit (FNMI) Students

Outcomes
1 Increase levels of acceptable and excellence on PAT Exams
1 Ensure that FNMI students are well prepared for citizenship, the workplace and -post
secondaryeducation and training.

Performance Measures

9 Percentage FNMI students who achieved the acceptable standard and overall percentage
who achieved the standard of excellence on provincial achievement tests.

9 Annual dropout rate of self-identified FNMI students aged 14-18. - *HFS -complete grade 9

in 3 years entry

*Increase attendance, retention and graduation rate -

Engagement and participation in learning

Cross-cultural awareness, understanding and appreciation of FNMI cultures in students

and of school staff

Use sharing, recognition and value of indigenous knowledge and language

Community, parent support, Elders and community resource people

Effective working relationships between school, community and students

Successful transitions of FNMI students into high school streaming into academics of post-

secondary programs, apprenticeship, training or employment

=a =4 =

=A =4 -4 -9

Strategies

1. Academic Supports & Academic Transitions

9 Ensure FNMI students have appropriate supports for learning and school and learning at
home including appropriate supplies, access to reading materials, resources, and
communications. Provide curriculum & standards to families

9 FNMI Academic focus working on literacy, numeracy, and integrating worker into subjects
and classroom for cross curricular learning and integrated work

9 Emphasize career counselling and provide students exploration & research into careers in
order to support students focusing on high school academic planning goals to set direction
of high school course schedule.

9 Expose students to leaning opportunities, connections and possibilities through Junior High
curriculum programs and options in order to expose students to a variety of interests and
possibilities

9 Attendance monitoring and support though school, FNMI worker and administration as
team

1 Recognition of suited specific learning abilities including ICT outcomes, giftedness,
opportunities for ENMI students.
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School: 1570 Holy Family School

=a =4

=a =4

Expose FNMI students to role models with trades, education and post-secondary in our
community

Identify students from support team who are showing distress academically by
incorporating a team environment between student, FNMI worker, administration,
teacher and home in order in order to target goals and build success.

Increase quality and quantity of FNMI curriculum, language, traditions, materials and
learning/teaching resources.

Liaise with transitioning school to support FNMI students who are leaving home community
to further Catholic Education in another community

Provide opportunities of FNMI students to gain awareness of post-secondary/career
options

Parental Involvement & Supports

Invitations to school events, celebrations, PTI, and activites

Encourage parental involvement regarding relevant career, labour market, resources, and
post-secondary career and school options with FNMI parents and community

Provide babysitting and taxi service for Parent-Teacher Conferences

Breakfast/lunch programs

Engagement of Social, Peer and Liase Support

Provide awareness and support of extra-curricular activates
Promote teaching, history and understanding of FNMI cultural history, medicine wheel
Phone calls, newsletters, family visits

Communications

Ensure appropriate communication and resources for parents regarding tips,
practices, expectations and overall wellness related to schedule times and dates of
PAT exams and scheduling.

Professional development of staff on cultural diversity , aboriginal cultures,
Continues dialog with community education directors and band councils and Elders.
Use protocol as related to guests.

Cultural Infusion

Promote recognition, cultural awareness, appreciation and academic focus

Infuse cultural and use differentiated instruction to meet learning needs of students.
Build relationships and build relationships to provide FNMI communications,
newsletter, bulletin board, and school website, parent resource center related to
events and presenters and the community.

Encourage programming and presentations and in cultural days, assemblies, with
stakeholder groups, partnerships, and with FNMI worker.
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Provincial Achievement Test Results — Measure Details

PAT Course by Course Results by Number Enrolled.

Results (in percentages) Target

2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2011

A E A E A E A E A E A | E

School 88,5 | 7.7 | 100.0 | 17.4 | 83.3 8.3 | 100.0 | 46.2 | 72.2 | 0.0 |86 (11

English Language Arts 3 Authority | 84.8 | 14.7 | 89.8 | 16.0 | 82.2 7.9 85.8 | 17.6 | 86.3 | 11.3

Province | 80.3 |17.7 | 80.1 |16.1 | 81.3 |18.2 | 816 |19.5|81.8 | 17.5

School n/a | n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a nfa | 55.6 | 0.0 |78 |10

Mathematics 3 Authority | n/a | n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a | 78.0 | 17.3

Province n/a | n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a nfa | 77.4 | 26.0

School 91.3 | 87 | 929 |143 | 1000 | 3.3 | 93.3 | 20.0 | 91.7 | 16.7 |92 |15

English Language Arts 6 Authority | 88.8 | 14.3 | 86.7 | 204 | 852 |13.7 | 829 |15.1 |84.1|16.9

Province | 80.3 |19.8 | 81.1 |21.0| 818 |189 | 83.3 | 18.9 | 83.0 | 185

School n/a | n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a | 83.3 | 20.8 |84 |15

Mathematics 6 Authority | n/a | n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a | 704 | 16.4

Province n/a | n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a nfa | 73.7 | 17.8

School 826|174 | 852 |185 | 76.7 |26.7 | 66.7 |23.3 |87.5|250 (88 |20

Science 6 Authority | 79.5 [ 19.9 | 789 | 194 | 758 |16.5 | 714 |156 | 74.1 | 21.7

Province | 75.2 | 26.6 | 748 |24.1 | 765 | 248 | 76.8 | 26.4 | 76.2 | 25.0

School n/a | n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a 83.3 | 233|833 | 83 |84 |10

Social Studies 6 Authority | n/a | n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a 63.5 | 13.0 | 67.2 | 13.2

Province n/a | n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a 71.0 |16.4 | 71.1 | 18.5

School 647|159 | 650 | 00 | 815 | 0.0 | 684 | 53 |69.2| 3.8 |71 |10

English Language Arts 9 Authority | 741 | 6.9 | 751 |[113| 785 | 99 | 744 | 65 |70.4 | 10.2

Province | 775 | 148 | 765 | 148 | 787 |147 | 79.3 | 15.0 | 79.1 | 16.3

School n/a | n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a nfa | 46.2 | 7.7 |60 |10

Mathematics 9 Authority | n/a | n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a nfa | 55.3 | 9.6

Province n/a | n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a nfa | 66.1 | 17.3

School 294 | 0.0 72.2 5.6 815 |(11.1 | 73.7 | 158 | 615 |23.1 (73 |20

Science 9 Authority | 56.9 | 6.9 | 605 | 64 | 70.7 | 99 | 66.1 | 9.5 | 64.3 | 15.3

Province | 69.6 | 147 | 69.3 |13.0 | 72.2 | 158 | 73.6 | 17.7 | 749 | 20.8

School n/a | n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a 526 | 158 | 615 | 7.7 |64 |10

Social Studies 9 Authority | n/a | n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a | 59.8 |14.2 | 59.2 | 13.8

Province n/a | n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a 68.9 | 18.8 | 67.2 | 19.0
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School: 1570 Holy Family School

Note: Data values have been suppressed where the number of students is less than 6. Suppression is marked with an asterisk (*).

* K “AT

= Accept ab-lthe percéntages achiekiixgthe acteptable standard include the percentages achieving the standard of

excellence.

Graph of Overall Provincial Achievement Test Results
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80 ./.—.\0\_.
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Results(%)
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20

2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

—@— Acceptable Standard %

Standard of Excellence %

Comment on Results

Overall results combined in grade 3, 6, 9 show a small decliiéoah the 3 year average however are @

1% lower from previous yedeing we are a small school with single grades; class size and group

demographics play a large role year to year on results. The very poor results in grade 3 affected the

average rating implying more significant issues than the reality of indiviekigts in each grade.

9 Although the results have slightly declined, they are no significant drop. (1% from last year)

9 The identified students with accommodations were significant in this specific year in grades 3 (3
9 (35%) showing results that veealigned with school based performance and assessment. PAT
although low this year are represented our student demographics from last year.

i Attendance & bussing issues causing absenteeism during exams affect results

9 Levels of excellent overall remained above the authority in grade 6 subjects and grade 9 Scienc

Strategies

1.

ouhwn

~

School Wide Instructional Goal on Summarizatign

Support Teacher Instruction & Leadership

Crosscurricular project based learningerformance tasks and assessments to link
Continue to expose student® practice exams and tools;

Higher integration of technologyo engage students

Supportsin counselling, support team and FNMI working with students to support
academics, communicateith home, and attend to mental wellness so students are in a
safe environment capable of learning

School assessment policy

Maintain a cultureof positive learning environment; independence and accountability;
hope, faith and success.
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School: 1570 Holy Family School

English Language Arts 3 Mathematics 3
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Note: Data values have been suppressed where the number of students is less than 6. Suppression is marked with an asterisk (*).
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School: 1570 Holy Family School

—@— Acceptable Standard %

Standard of Excellence %

Science 6 Social Studies 6
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Note: Data values have been suppressed where the number of students is less than 6. Suppression is marked with an asterisk (*).
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School: 1570 Holy Family School

PAT Results Course By Course Summary By Enrolled With Measure Evaluation

Holy Family School Alberta
Achievement Improvement Overall 2011 AN 2011 R
Avg Avg
Course Measure N | % N % N % N %
X Acceptable Standard e 0 once 18 [72.2| 16 94.4 (42,944 (81.8| 42,052 | 81.0
English Language Arts dard of
3 SiEmnekie e ery Lo 2 ¢ SN 18 | 0.0 | 16 | 24.0 |42,944|17.5| 42,052 |17.9
Excellence g a
Acceptable Standard n/a n/a n/a n/a| n/a | nla n/a | 3,180 (80.6| 3,046 |83.9
French Language Arts Jard of
3 Standardio n/a n/a n/a n/a|n/a | nla n/a 3,180 |15.8| 3,046 |16.1
Excellence
Acceptable Standard n/a n/a n/a n/aln/a | nla n/a 532 |84.2| 520 |84.4
Francais 3
Q Standard of n/a n/a nfa |na|nfa|na | na | 532 |186| 520 |16.3
Excellence
_ Acceptable Standard [ IRTE Sl 24 [91.7] 29 | 95.4 |43,433]83.0] 43,646 [82.1
English Language Arts Standard of
6 andard o ' o
Excellence Intermediate Maintained Acceptable | 24 (16.7| 29 12.5 |43,433|18.5| 43,646 | 19.6
Acceptable Standard n/a n/a n/a n/a| n/a | n/a n/a |2,635 (89.4| 2,307 |89.2
French Language Arts Standard of
6 andard o
Excellence n/a n/a n/a n/aln/a | nla nfa |2,635 |17.1| 2,307 |15.3
Acceptable Standard n/a n/a n/a n/a| n/a | n/a n/a 460 |92.2| 442 |92.7
Francais 6
¢ ?Et)?:gle:gczf n/a n/a n/a n/a| n/a | n/a n/a 460 |17.6| 442 |18.0
Acceptable Standard High Improved Good 24 187.5| 29 76.2 |43,441(76.2| 43,534 | 76.0
Science 6
SIEMRENC i Intermediate Maintained Acceptable | 24 [25.0| 29 | 22.8 |43,441(25.0| 43,534 | 25.1
Excellence
Acceptable Standard n/a Maintained n/a 24 183.3| 30 83.3 (43,537 (71.1| 43,601 |71.0
Social Studies 6
?;fggfggc‘: n/a nfa |24|83| 30 | 233 |43,537|18.5| 43,601 |16.4

Acceptable Standard 26 (69.2| 22 71.6 |43,024|79.1| 43,763 | 78.2

English Language Arts dard of
9 ?zt;:m?erncz Very Low (OO M 26 | 3.8 | 22 | 1.8 [43,024(16.3| 43,763 | 14.8
X Acceptable Standard n/a n/a n/a n/a| n/a | nla n/a 1,606 |67.2| 1,587 |66.8
English Lang Arts 9 Standardof
KAE Et;(?ellaerncz n/a n/a n/a nfa|nfa|na | na |1,606 |79 ]| 1587 | 7.8
Acceptable Standard n/a n/a n/a n/a| n/a | n/a n/a |2,331 (88.8| 2,324 |84.1
French Language Arts Standardiof
9 E‘fcnelfgnc‘; nla nla nfa |nfa|nfa| nfa | nla |2331(15.0| 2,324 |11.7
Acceptable Standard n/a n/a n/a n/a| n/a | n/a n/a 336 |90.2| 324 |84.9
Francais 9
. ?Et;:gf:gczf n/a n/a n/a n/aln/a | nla n/a 336 |15.8| 324 |12.4
Acceptable Standard n/a n/a n/a n/a| n/a | nla n/a 1,936 |64.9| 1,894 |65.6
Mathematics 9 KAE
SNk @i n/a n/a n/a n/a| n/a | nla n/a 1,936 |14.9| 1,894 [15.3
Excellence

Intermediate

Acceptable Standard 26 |61.5| 21 75.8 |42,932|74.9| 43,553 |71.7

Science 9 ?E‘:c”;‘lfggc‘;f Very High Improved SOl 26 [23.1| 21 | 108 [42,932|20.8| 43,553 | 155
Acceptable Standard n/a n/a n/a n/aln/a | nla nfa |1,586 [69.5| 1,526 |67.2
Science 9 KAE Sétfggi’:}rgczf n/a n/a n/a n/aln/a | nla n/fa |1,586 [15.3| 1,526 |14.3
Acceptable Standard n/a Maintained n/a 26 |61.5| 19 52.6 (43,128 (67.2| 43,769 |68.9
Social Studies 9 S;f;‘;’,;"‘;r‘,’c‘;f nla Maintained nfa 26|77 | 19 | 15.8 |43128(19.0| 43769 |18.8
Acceptable Standard n/a n/a n/a n/a| n/a | nla n/a 1,573 |61.9| 1,557 |[64.6
Social Studies 9 KAE ?Etfgg?;gczf n/a n/a n/a n/a| n/a | nla n/a 1,573 |13.6| 1,557 [15.7

Note: Data values have been suppressed where the number of students is less than 6. Suppression is marked with an asterisk (*).

Achievement Evaluation is not calculated for courses that do not have sufficient data available, either due to too few jurisdictions offering the course or
because of changes in tests.

Evaluations for Mathematics (Grades 3, 6, 9) are not calculated due to the changes in the tests in 2010.
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Measure Evaluation Reference - Achievement Evaluation

Achievement evaluation is based upon a comparison of Current Year data to a set of standards which remain consistent over time. The
Standards are calculated by taking the 3 year average of baseline data for each measure across all school jurisdictions and calculating the
5th, 25th, 75th, and 95th percentiles. Once calculated, these standards remain in place from year to year to allow for consistent planning and

evaluation.

The table below shows the range of values defining the 5 achievement evaluation levels for each measure.

Course

Measure

English Language Arts 3

Acceptable Standard

Standard of Excellence

English Language Arts 6

Acceptable Standard

Standard of Excellence

French Language Arts 6

Acceptable Standard

Standard of Excellence

Science 6

Acceptable Standard

Standard of Excellence

English Language Arts 9

Acceptable Standard

Standard of Excellence

French Language Arts 9

Acceptable Standard

Standard of Excellence

Science 9

Acceptable Standard

Standard of Excellence

Very Low ‘

0.00 - 72.53

0.00 - 6.06

0. 67.95
0.00 - 6.83

0.00 - 41.69

0.00-2.72

0.00 - 60.36
0.00-11.74
0.00 - 63.55
0.00 - 5.96

Mntermeaiae [CTTRER
Ca045-09.2 |
Rk PRIy 1052027
78.40-05.09 |
Regs-ties | 11651750 [PEIET S
Tas4 5232 |
[ 272618 | 0151520 [PEEIEP
To51-004s |
Nt | 172200 [POOEN
7565370 |
D IEYERVREN 10722045
o33 -02.06 |
st eee | o1 [PETRT
o014 7250 |

High
89.12 - 93.04
16.93 - 20.27
86.09 - 91.37
17.36 - 22.46
92.32 - 97.93
15.29 - 23.86
86.46 - 90.64
25.34 - 34.31
83.70 - 90.27
14.72 - 20.46
92.06 - 97.26
17.11 - 28.68
72.50 - 76.89

Very High

93.04 - 100.00
20.27 - 100.00

91.37 - 100.00

22.46 - 100.00

97.93 - 100.00

23.86 - 100.00

90.64 - 100.00

34.31 - 100.00

90.27 - 100.00

20.46 - 100.00

97.26 - 100.00

28.68 - 100.00

76.89 - 100.00

RFEFERI 1181-1585

0.00 - 3.39 15.85 - 100.00

Notes:

The range of values at each evaluation level is interpreted as greater than or equal to the lower value, and less than the higher value. For the
Very High evaluation level, values range from greater than or equal to the lower value to 100%.

Achievement Evaluation is not calculated for courses that do not have sufficient data available, either due to too few jurisdictions offering the
course or because of changes in tests.

Evaluations for Mathematics (Grades 3, 6, 9) are not calculated due to the changes in the tests in 2010.

Improvement Table

For each jurisdiction, improvement evaluation consists of comparing the Current Year result for each measure with the previous three-year
average. A chi-square statistical test is used to determine the significance of the improvement. This test takes into account the size of the
jurisdiction in the calculation to make improvement evaluation fair across jurisdictions of different sizes.

The table below shows the definition of the 5 improvement evaluation levels based upon the chi-square result.

Evaluation Category |Chi-Square Range

Declined Significantly

Improved
Improved Significantly

3.84 + (current < previous 3-year average)

1.00 - 3.83 (current < previous 3-year average)
less than 1.00
1.00 - 3.83 (current > previous 3-year average)

3.84 + (current > previous 3-year average)

Overall Evaluation Table

The overall evaluation combines the Achievement Evaluation and the Improvement Evaluation. The table below illustrates how the
Achievement and Improvement evaluations are combined to get the overall evaluation.

Achievement

Very High High Intermediate Low Very Low

Improved Significantly Excellent Good Good Good
Improved Excellent Good Good

Maintained Excellent Good Concern
Declined Good | Concern

Declined Significantly Acceptable | Concern Concern
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Drop Out Rate — Measure Details

Drop Out Rate - annual dropout rate of students aged 14 to 18

School Authority Province
2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010
Drop Out Rate 0.0 4.7 5.0 0.0 0.0 5.7 6.4 5.7 6.6 55 4.7 5.0 4.8 4.3 4.2
Returning Rate 0.0 nfa | 0.0 * nfa | 38.0 | 20.2 | 253 | 17.2 | 25.7 | 21.2 | 21.3 | 19.8 | 23.5 | 27.9
Graph of School Results Graph of School Results
100 100
80 80
g 60 g o0
2 2
3 2
¢ 40 g 40
20 20
oL o——C— 4 o 0ol-e ®
2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

—e— Drop Out Rate

—e— Returning Rate

Note: Data values have been suppressed where the number of respondents is less than 6. Suppression is marked with an asterisk (*).
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Citizenship — Measure Details

Percentages of teachers, parents and students who are satisfied that students model the characteristics of active citizenship.

School Authority Province
2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011
Overall 66.1 | 675 | 71.1 | 91.1 | 899 | 749 | 769 | 755 | 811 | 79.1 | 76.6 | 779 | 80.3 | 814 | 819
Teacher 80.0 | 729 | 829 | 947 | 950 | 859 | 87.7 | 825 | 910 | 87.2 | 89.9 | 90.6 | 91.8 | 93.0 | 92.7
Parent 629 | 727 | 711 * 886 | 721 | 79.2 | 779 | 811 | 786 | 726 | 747 | 774 | 785 | 78.6
Student 55.3 | 56.8 | 59.4 | 875 | 86.0 | 66,5 | 63.8 | 66.1 | 710 | 714 | 67.1 | 685 | 71.8 | 727 | 745
Graph of Overall School Results Graph of Detailed School Results
100 100
80 80 .
_ g o——o—7
S 60 g
5 2 40
]
3 40 12
@ 20
20
0
0 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011
2007 2008 2009 2010 2011
—e— Overall Parent
—e— Overall —— Student Teacher

Note: Data values have been suppressed where the number of respondents is less than 6. Suppression is marked with an asterisk (*).

Work Preparation — Measure Details

Percentages of teachers and parents who agree that students are taught attitudes and behaviours that will make them successful at

work when they finish school.

School Authority Province
2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011
Overall 786 | 584 | 77.7 | 933 | 857 | 821 | 84.1 | 746 | 809 | 783 | 77.1 | 80.1 | 79.6 | 79.9 | 80.1
Teacher 929 | 714 | 929 | 93.3 | 100.0 | 926 | 879 | 86.5 | 87.7 | 80.6 | 89.2 | 89.3 | 88.9 | 90.0 | 89.6
Parent 64.3 | 45,5 | 62.5 * 71.4 715 | 80.3 | 62.7 | 742 | 76.1 | 651 | 70.9 | 70.2 | 69.8 | 70.6
Graph of Overall School Results Graph of Detailed School Results
100 100
80 80
g 60 $ 60
s =
8 40 g 40
[vd @
20 20
0 0
2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011
—e— Overall —e— Overall Parent —=a— Teacher

Note: Data values have been suppressed where the number of respondents is less than 6. Suppression is marked with an asterisk (*).

Page 22




School: 1570 Holy Family School

Program of Studies — Measure Details

Percentage of teachers, parents and students satisfied with the opportunity for students to receive a broad program of studies
including fine arts, career, technology, and health and physical education.

School Authority Province
2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011
Overall 69.6 | 724 | 73.1 | 77.1 | 784 | 76.0 | 750 | 72.7 | 782 | 77.3 | 785 | 79.4 | 80.3 | 80.5 | 80.9
Teacher 75.0 | 82.1 | 80.2 | 80.8 | 836 | 83.3 | 80.1 | 77.0 | 845 | 819 | 857 | 86.4 | 86.8 | 87.7 | 87.6
Parent 66.7 | 784 | 72.2 * 804 | 76.0 | 783 | 756 | 77.8 | 80.8 | 76.9 | 776 | 78.7 | 78.0 | 783
Student 67.3 | 56.6 | 67.0 | 73.3 | 71.1 | 68.8 | 66.7 | 65.7 | 72.2 | 69.2 | 729 | 741 | 753 | 759 | 76.9
Graph of Overall School Results Graph of Detailed School Results
100 100
%0 o« —o—o— o ° 80 "\A/% ——o—*—2
— S
& 60 o
5 2 40
]
G 40 2
Df 20
20
0
0 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011
2007 2008 2009 2010 2011
—e— Overall Parent
—e— Overall —— Student Teacher
Note: Data values have been suppressed where the number of respondents is less than 6. Suppression is marked with an asterisk (*).
Education Quality — Measure Details
Percentage of teachers, parents and students satisfied with the overall quality of basic education.
School Authority Province
2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011
Overall 83.1 | 77.7 | 87.1 | 97.1 | 96.1 | 87.7 | 86.8 | 88.7 | 90.7 | 88.8 | 87.6 | 88.2 | 89.3 | 89.2 | 89.4
Teacher 90.5 | 90.5 | 98.8 | 989 | 969 | 93.0 | 91.8 | 91.9 | 943 | 936 | 94.7 | 949 | 953 | 95.6 | 955
Parent 716 | 609 | 77.8 * 95.1 | 82.1 | 84.0 | 86.1 | 87.8 | 86.1 | 81.8 | 83.0 | 84.4 | 83.9 | 84.2
Student 87.2 | 818 | 848 | 953 | 96.3 | 88.0 | 846 | 88.1 | 90.2 | 86.7 | 86.4 | 86.6 | 88.3 | 88.2 | 88.5
Graph of Overall School Results Graph of Detailed School Results
100 100 -
80 f 80 M
— S
& 60 g o
5 2 40
]
8 40 12
Df 20
20
0
0 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011
2007 2008 2009 2010 2011
—e— QOverall Parent
—e— Overall —— Student Teacher

Note: Data values have been suppressed where the number of respondents is less than 6. Suppression is marked with an asterisk (*).
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Safe and Caring — Measure Details

Percentage of teacher, parent and student agreement that: students are safe at school, are learning the importance of caring for
others, are learning respect for others and are treated fairly in school.
School Authority Province
2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011
Overall 80.6 | 740 | 849 | 934 | 946 | 849 | 845 | 86.0 | 87.8 | 879 | 84.2 | 85.1 | 86.9 | 87.6 | 88.1
Teacher 84.3 | 85.7 | 914 | 933 | 975 | 91.3 | 926 | 90.2 | 934 | 934 | 926 | 93.1 | 93.8 | 944 | 945
Parent 81.2 | 67.3 | 88.9 * 97.1 | 823 | 85.0 | 879 | 88.1 | 89.3 | 81.7 | 83.2 | 853 | 86.1 | 86.6
Student 765 | 69.2 | 743 | 935 | 89.2 | 81.0 | 759 | 799 | 819 | 809 | 785 | 79.1 | 81.7 | 82.2 | 833
Graph of Overall School Results Graph of Detailed School Results
100 100 ~ —
80 80 | ¥
= S
& 60 o
5 2 40
]
8 40 12
Df 20
20
0
0 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011
2007 2008 2009 2010 2011
—e— Overall Parent
—e— Overall —— Student Teacher
Note: Data values have been suppressed where the number of respondents is less than 6. Suppression is marked with an asterisk (*).
Parental Involvement — Measure Details
Percentage of teachers and parents satisfied with parental involvement in decisions about their child's education.
School Authority Province
2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011
Overall 72.1 | 58.6 | 66.0 | 89.3 | 839 | 79.2 | 817 | 749 | 812 | 80.2 | 775 | 78.2 | 80.1 | 80.0 | 79.9
Teacher 78.6 | 77.1 | 70.0 | 89.3 | 935 | 851 | 84.3 | 79.8 | 87.8 | 835 | 87.1 | 87.5 | 88.0 | 88.6 | 88.1
Parent 65.7 | 40.0 | 61.9 * 743 | 73.3 | 79.0 | 69.9 | 746 | 77.0 | 67.9 | 69.0 | 72.2 | 71.3 | 717
Graph of Overall School Results Graph of Detailed School Results
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Note: Data values have been suppressed where the number of respondents is less than 6. Suppression is marked with an asterisk (*).
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School: 1570 Holy Family School

School Improvement — Measure Details

Percentages of teachers, parents and students indicating that their school and schools in their jurisdiction have improved or stayed
the same the last three years.

School Authority Province
2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011
Overall 69.8 | 674 | 724 | 946 92.5 800 | 89 | 77.7 | 835 | 811 | 763 | 77.0 | 79.4 | 79.9 | 80.1
Teacher 64.3 | 64.3 | 85.7 | 93.3 | 100.0 | 79.3 | 814 | 775 | 86.6 | 86.1 | 745 | 756 | 78.2 | 80.8 | 80.1
Parent 64.3 | 63.6 | 55.6 * 85.7 | 779 | 846 | 759 | 750 | 754 | 751 | 759 | 781 | 77.0 | 77.3
Student 81.0 | 741 | 759 | 958 | 919 | 82.8 | 79.8 | 79.8 | 89.0 | 81.7 | 79.3 | 795 | 81.8 | 81.8 | 82.9

Graph of Overall School Results Graph of Detailed School Results
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Note: Data values have been suppressed where the number of respondents is less than 6. Suppression is marked with an asterisk (*).
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