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School: 2471 St. Mary School

Message from the Principal
The 2008-2009 school year proved to be a positngs overall. The various successes

experienced by our students and staff were thdtresa concerted effort by all stakeholders
in the education of our students — the parentgaddiaff, and the students themselves. Our

administrative team worked in union with all of $eaéndividuals as we sometimes led,

sometimes supported, the many individuals invoiweglducation at St. Mary School, and we

believe we, generally, achieved well. Overall, tighlights of the year are evident. This
annual report is meant to reveal the progress ecohaplishments of our $4year of

education at St. Mary School. Data included is tieport are taken from the Accountabilit
Pillar Results dated October 2009.

At St. Mary School, we are blessed with experierstaff members who work to provide our

students with an excellent education — in acaderesgious Studies, music, athletics,
social justice projects, citizenship, values, atiiics. Our support staff members are
invaluable contributors to this educational tedmaddition, an interested parent commun

and many “friends of St. Mary School” worked withk 1 provide a solid academic, spiritual,

and nurturing environment for our kindergarten tadg 12 students. This cooperative
approach allows our students to experience theesges of which we are proud. As well,
the Accountability Pillar Results provide us wittiarmation on areas we addressed
successfully last year and other areas requirimgnmueased focus as we work to maintain
success and address areas of concern. We wilhoergtriving in our commitment to
“Share the Spirit.”

We are pleased with our progress in addressing afezoncern identified in our
Accountability Pillars, although we recognize thiare remain areas in which we must
persevere in order to provide the excellent edanatie desire for our students. Specifica
we are happy to note that we have made striddgifotlowing areas:
- Safe and Caring Schools — from Intermediate Achrexd to Very High

Program of Studies — from Low Achievement to Intednate

Drop Out Rate — from High Achievement to Very High

Diploma Exam Participation Rate (4+Exams) — fromglHAchievement to Very

High

Rutherford Scholarship Eligibility Rate — from Inteediate Achievement to High

Transition Rate (6 yr) — from High Achievement Retd/ery High
In addltlon we are pleased to have maintainedh sianding in the following:

Education Quality — High

Work Preparation — High

Citizenship — Very High

School Improvement — Very High

y

ity

ly,

Accountability Statement

The annual education results report3dr. MARY SCHOOL for the 2008/09 school year was
prepared under the direction of our school divigioaccordance with the responsibilities unde
theSchool Acand theGovernment Accountability AcBt. Mary School is committed to using t

-~

results in this report, to the best of our ab8iti® improve the outcomes for students in our
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school. We will use the results to develop souradegjies for our three-year education plan to
ensure that all our students can acquire the klg&leskills and attitudes they need to be self-
reliant, responsible, caring and contributing mersbésociety.

Highlights for 2008/09

PROGRESS/SUCCESS IN IMPLEMENTING STRATEGIES TO IMPR OVE RESULTS

In the fall of 2007 our staff met to review our Acntability Pillars for the 2006-2007 school
year. At that meeting we worked on strategic glamas we preparedSchool Improvement an
Maintenance PlanWe chose to work to maintain or improve in akghsre we had achieved a
an acceptable level;, however, we identified spegiials and strategies to address areas whe
were dissatisfied with our results. Since thenhaie continued with that process, but have a
set aside time in May, as we did in May 2009, t@esg our Accountability Pillars published at
that time. This process has allowed us to sesdoathe 2009-2010 school year that we feel g
both necessary and worthwhile as we strive to geothe best education possible for our stude

Parental Involvement

One area in which we continue to direct our effart®arental Involvement.” As we struggle t¢
improve in that area, we have sought involvememhfour school Parent Council. They have
offered to survey parents in an attempt to detexmimat involvement parents wish to have in §
Mary School and in the education of their childrdihis is an area in which we must improve &
we value the involvement of our parent communitye look forward to working with our Parer
Council as we discover their areas of interestsaett ways to provide parents with the more
meaningful involvement they desire.

As we move forward to address areas of concertifigelnin the Accountability Pillar report, our

staff has identified the following goals as priestwe will address during the 2009-2010 scho
year.

- AISI Project — Inquiry Based Teaching and Learniggaff PD, led by mentor
teachers, will be provided to teachers involvethis initiative.

- Asset Building in Students — We have prepared i, pldich we will implement in
September 2009, to more publically recognize passtudent behaviours and
academic success

- Technology — CTS — we will work, over a three ypariod beginning in September
2009, to expand our CTS programming opportunities

- Elementary Literacy — We will continue to maintaas, a school philosophy and
practice, a focus on early literacy at the kindelsgaand primary grades. Our
elementary teachers at the primary grades willzeti variety of strategies in
teaching Language Arts, but their primary focud & Balanced Literacy. This
instructional strategy, sustained from a previolSIAroject, is now also being
used at the upper elementary grades, a spin-off &SI of which we are very
pleased.

- Student Progress Reporting Process — Teachelsgahdé levels will expand the
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ways in which they provide feedback to students@arents on student progress
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Elementary teachers, using the eLuminate repod; @@l continue to collaborate
on best practices in reporting to parents. Intamtdiwe will introduce student-led
conferences in the 2009-2010 school year. Jumidrsanior high teachers will
continue to utilize TeacherLogic and HomeLogicyagpam introduced in the
2008-2009 school year. As teacher comfort witll imcreasing knowledge of, thjs
program expands, we anticipate making additionalaighe program.

- New Curriculum Implementation — As new curriculuamtinues to be implemented,
according to the Alberta Education Implementatioheslule, teachers will continue tg
receive the necessary support — with professiaaldpment opportunities and
appropriate resources.

O

SPECIAL NEEDS PROGRAM

Individualization of instruction is the approackea at St. Mary as special needs and gifted
students are integrated into regular classroomsawbepossible. Special needs and gifted
students’ needs generally are met by classroorhdéeson an individual basis throughout all
grade levels. While we strive to work within aclirsion model, on occasion, it is necessary for
us to meet the needs of specific students in arieggated setting.

Students in the elementary grades who requirediaddi support received that additional
instruction, often in a Reading Recovery programg [‘pull out” situation on a very limited
basis. However, elementary teachers, utilizingkBced Literacy approach in Language
Arts instruction, met most needs.

Students in grades 1, 2, and 3 received Languaigastruction in small groups, as classes
were split for Language Arts at these grade lefais Alberta Initiative for School
Improvement project). The additional support fimsvided to the small groups of students
was recognized favourably by parents, teachersstamtbnts themselves. Our belief in that
approach has meant that we have continued it @©09-2010 school year.

Teacher Assistants

Three teacher assistants worked directly with sedesability students, although one divided
her time between the “severe” student to whom she agsigned and mild/moderate students
in E.C.S. and primary grades who required S.L.P@mdassistance. One T.A. was provided
through a contracted service agreement with thetldéksindependence Network. In
addition, one full-time teacher assistant worketheE.C.S. Support for one additional
severe disability student was contracted out tedarcational consultant, hired to meet the
complex needs of this high needs child.

Future Strategies

We continue to provide the most comprehensive dthued program we can, attempting ta
maximize the money we are allocated. All studeedgiiring special needs assistance will
continue to be provided with an appropriate progb@ased on an Individual Program Plan
All elementary grades will continue with a Balandgtgracy approach to English Language
Arts. Smaller Language Arts class sizes in grdde&s and 3 will allow for the
accommodation of individual student needs, inclgditudents requiring gifted and talented
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programming. This was a previous AlSI project at\ary, one we have managed to
sustain. It is focused on early literacy, and gaed in a Balanced Literacy approach to
Language Arts instruction. We are emphasizingyHatkeracy, specifically focusing on
kindergarten to grade three in an attempt to best e needs of our students and provig
them with the foundation for success in their fatgrades as well.

Students in the Mild-Moderate range, requiring paog supports will continue on in an
inclusive program, with an IPP. Support, wheresgas, will provided by the teacher
assistants who work with our severe needs children.

In addition, students requiring speech languageymational therapy, or behavioural supp
will continue to be provided that assistance thiotige appropriate agencies. We will alsa
continue in our commitment to provide Family-Schoolinselling with our Family School
Liaison Worker.

ACADEMIC ACCOMPLISHMENTS

Scholarship Winners

Several very deserving students were successaarimng a variety of scholarships. A
number of grade twelve students were offered Usitieof Alberta Academic Excellence
Scholarships based on their grade 11 marks. liiandscholarships presented at the ann
awards night included: the Busby Lions Club Sclsfiar, the Evergreen C.S.R.D. #2
Academic Scholarship, the Marienne St. Louis “$pfiYouth” Scholarship, the Knights o
Columbus Scholarship, the Peter Skitsko Sciencee&ement Award, the ELKS
Community Award — to two students, the Roy Rittezrivbrial Scholarship sponsored by o
local Rotary Club, the ATA Evergreen Catholic LoEalucation Scholarship, the Sisters o
Charity Halifax Scholarship, and two Rutherford 8leinships — to Jordan Letourneau and
Ryan Switzer.

Governor General's Award
The Governor General’'s Medal was presented to Rydtzer.

Elementary Science Fair

Science Fair remained an integral part of the eteang science program. Teachers
integrated science fair preparation into their Wwegskience lessons beginning in January.
All students entered their projects into the Strjlachool Science Fair. At the Westlock
local science fair, St. Mary School students wha tigished in the top three at St. Mary
competed with students from six other schoolsterdpportunity to represent Westlock at
the Edmonton Regional Science Fair. St. Mary Sksinolents achieved well at the local
science fair.

Other Achievements
HEALTH SUMMER INTERNSHIP — For the fifth time, S¥lary students were selected tq

participate in the Health Summer Internship spoesdry Careers The Next Generation.
Brittany Chubbs and Erin Loogman were employedatWestlock’'s Aspen Health

e

ual
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Services, and proved to be excellent ambassad@s bfary School.
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RAP — We were fortunate to have one student ppditig in the Registered Apprenticesh
Program (RAP). Through his placement at Deerle,local John Deere dealership, he W
able to begin his apprenticeship in the Agricultdr@chnician program.

RELIGIOUS EDUCATION ACTIVITIES

St. Mary School students were involved in a var@dtgctivities to complement their
Religious Studies programs at all grade levels.il&\8ome were tied more directly to their|
specific grade level programs, others were sougtlge activities that sometimes involved
students across grade levels. These activitidésdad:

Santa’s Anonymous

Shoebox Campaign — Project Santa Clara

Support for the Westlock Food Bank

Volunteering at the Westlock Long Term Care Centre

Celebration of Catholic Education Week

Remembrance Day “Prayer for Peace” in school gym

Grade two Friendship Party (part of First Commurpogparation)

Grade four Bible presentation

Three kindergarten to grade 12 liturgies at therClingelebrated by our parish
priest, Fr. Dario Abram

Kindergarten to grade 12 Advent Celebration ingbleool gymnasium

End of year kindergarten to grade 6 liturgy in sahwafeteria

Sponsorship of a foster child in India throughalice

Elementary involvement in Holy Childhood Associatio

Sacramental preparation of students in grade Bdadfirst Reconciliation, first
Communion, and Confirmation

ST. MARY BAND PROGRAM 2008-2009 RESULTS
Junior High Band
St. Albert Rotary Music Festival: Gold Award (89%)
Edmonton Kiwanis Music Festival: Silver Award (89%)
ABA Provincial Festival of Bands-Red Deer: SuperiotAward (1)

Wind Ensemble
- AIB Festival (Alberta International Band Festivellmonton: Silver Award
St. Albert Rotary Music Festival: High School Caieg Gold with Distinction
Award
o High School Recital: Gold Award
Leduc Music Festival: High School Category: Gold ad/
o High School Recital: Gold Award
Edmonton Kiwanis Music Festival: Gold Award

Grande Prairie Encana Music Festival: High Schadke@ory: Gold Award; High
School Recital: Silver Award

P
yas

ABA Provincial Festival of Bands-Red Deer: SuperiotAward (1)
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Stage Band
- AIB Festival (Alberta International Band FestivBjlmonton: Gold Award
St. Albert Rotary Music Festival: Gold with Distiien Award
0 Most Outstanding Stage Band- Top Overall
Leduc Music Festival: Gold Award
Edmonton Kiwanis Music Festival: Gold Award
Grande Prairie Encana Music Festival: Gold Award

ATHLETIC EXTRACURRICULAR ACCOMPLISHMENTS 2006-2007

Golf
St. Mary hosted the 1A/2A Zone Golf Championships.
Senior high boys and girls both won zone banners.
Erin Wiese and Scott Raines qualified for ProvitecieErin tied for 11; Scott
chose not to attend.

Cross Country

Junior High — students participated in the JunimghHCross Country run at the
Westlock Golf Course. St. Mary hosted this evestt. Mary School finished®
out of 7 schools.

Senior High — The running club, in its third yeprepared several athletes for
participation at invitational meets and zone contipet

A group of elementary students competed at thedtgen Cross Country meet at
St. Joseph’s School in Spruce Grove.

Volleyball

The senior boys had a good season, losing in the fioal to Parkland Immanua
They participated in several tournaments and hdsieid own annual Joe
Nestorovich Memorial tournament.

The senior girls also participated in several tanments but were unable to
advance beyond zone playoffs.

Junior high students participated in several nonirhaments with schools in the
local area. In addition, they participated in Brembina Hills divisional
tournament, placing well.

Basketball
Senior high boys and girls participated in seveyatnaments and each hosted
their own home tournament. Neither team advanegdid zone competition.
Junior high students participated in one full t@ment, several games against
local schools and the divisional tournament, whura teams placed well.

Track and Field
Junior High: We had a team of compete at divisi@moahpetition in Barrhead
with 7 advancing to zones at Fowler Park in St.edlb No athletes medalled
there.
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Senior High — A team of 21 participated in zone petition at Foote Field in
Edmonton. Jesse Stymiest and Natasha Sjostronmeely@o Provincials in
Calgary, both in Shot Put. Jesse finishell 44d Natasha"®

Soccer
Six teams from St. Mary patrticipated in the Jumdagh Soccer tournament held
in Fawcett. Our best results were earned by cagieg® boys who placed second.

Badminton
Several high school students participated in zamepetition while a number of
junior high students participated in divisional quetitions. No students
advanced to playoff rounds.

OTHER SPECIAL ACTIVITIES AND EVENTS
Some highlights of the 2008-2009 school year inetid

September

Junior high cross-country run

Awards Night

School opening liturgy at the church
Attendance of staff at Faith Development Day
Terry Fox Run

Parent Council Meeting

O O O0OO0OO0Oo

October

Elementary cross-country run

Evergreen Elementary Cross Country Run in Spruoceé&r
Grade 2 Friendship Party

Grade 4 Bible Presentation

Junior High evening Dance

Grade 6 Swim Program

Hosted high school boys’ Volleyball Tournament (dstorovich Memorial)
Junior high soccer tournament in Fawcett

Cyber bullying presentation (Rob Nichol)

Elementary Farm Safety Presentations

RAP presentation to grade 10 and 11 students

OO O0OO0OO0O0OO0OO0OO0OOoOOo

November

Take Our Kids to Work — grade 9 students

Catholic Education Week activities

Remembrance Day “Prayer for Peace”

Report cards issued at all grade levels

Parent teacher interviews

Parent Council Meeting

Community dinner — fundraising activity for our “Biia Classroom” project
Grade 9-12 students attended School Expo at Raplest

Elementary Art Gala

O O0OO0OO0O0OO0OO0OO0OOo
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December

E.C.S. Father-child night

Elementary Christmas celebration

Wind ensemble played at Sunday mass
Junior and senior high Christmas dinners
Junior high dance

Advent liturgy

O O O0OO0OO0Oo

January

o Junior Achievement Presentation — junior-seniohhig
0 School mid-term and final exams

o Diploma exams

o Semester Il begins

February

Grade 5/6/7/8/9/Phys. Ed. 20-30 skiing

Hosted the William Kallal senior high boys baskdtbaurnament
Hosted the Cathy Mitchell senior girls basketballrhament
Band concert at the Cultural Arts Theatre

Kindergarten Valentines tea

Junior high divisional basketball tournament

Elementary Science Fair

Ash Wednesday Liturgy

Junior/senior high report cards issued

O O0OO0OO0OO0OO0OO0OO0oOOo

March

o Elementary students participated in local scieage f
o Elementary Report Cards issued

o Parent-teacher interviews

o First Reconciliation at Church

o Band music festivals

o Band “Spring Fling”

April

o Hosted E.C.S. parent night

o Hosted E.C.S. open house

o Grade 9 PARTY Program

o Junior/senior high report cards issued

o Band participates in St. Albert Music Festival

o Junior high students attended Troy Payne present@fVeliness, Decision Making)

May

0 First Communion and Confirmation
o Alberta Opera Presentation

o Band Dinner Show
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Band participates in Grand Prairie Music Festival

Band provincial competitions in Red Deer

Junior high track meets

Achievement Exams

Grade 12 seatbelt safety presentation

Graduation

Senior high track meet — Foote Field in Edmonton

Elementary swim program

Grade 8 and 9 students participate in Junior Acmsent

Elementary Talent Show — to raise money to hekestrhildren in Indonesia

O O0OO0OO0O0OO0OO0OO0OOoOOo

June

o Band Wrap-up concert

o Volunteer Appreciation Tea

o Elementary track meet — grades 3-6

o Grade 1 and 2 students attend Boyle Track Meet
0 Year end liturgy — elementary

o Junior and senior high exams

o Junior high track meet at Fowler Field in St. Alber

FUND RAISING PLANS FOR 2009-2010

St. Mary Elementary Students

Activity: Family Reading Magazine Fundraiser

Activity Dates: September 23 — October 26, 2009

Completion Date: October 26

Fund Raising Goal: to meet last year’s total

Proceeds to Fundlive Theatre Presentation, Motivational/InspiraibRresentations,
Chess Awards, Track Meet and Fun Day Awards, Sei€@ir Awards, Foster Child through
Child Care International, Classroom Incentives cRase of classroom microwaves and
kettles when necessary, Extra-curricular Bussipgctl Activities, Artists in Education
project, Volunteer Appreciation.

St. Mary Junior High Students

Activity: “Mom’s Pantry” — (food/spices sales)

Activity Dates: October 5 — October 26, 2009

Completion Date: November 3, 2008

Fund Raising Goal: to meet last year’s total

Proceeds to Fund:Tournament entry fees, team uniforms, school dgraféiciating costs,
Foster Child through Child Care International, @es/Motivational Presentations, Prizes
for Special Events Days, P.A.R.T.Y. Program, Sodisitice Projects, Extra-curricular
Bussing, Volunteer Appreciation, Special Activitiderry Fox Run

St. Mary Senior High Students

Activity: Regalproduct sales; Cupid Valentine Service (floweesal
Activity Dates: October/November; February

Completion Date: November (TBA) and February
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Fund Raising Goal: $2,500; $200
Proceeds to Fund:Tournament entry fees, officiating costs, FosteitdCthrough Child Care
International, Speakers/Motivational Presentatiéges for Special Events Days, Social
Justice Projects, Extra-curricular bussing, Volent&ppreciation, Special Activities, Terry
Fox Run

Graduation Committee

Activity: 8 Food Sales Theme Dates (Nachos, Sloppy JoeDotst, Hamburgers, Ice
Cream, Baked Goods)

Activity Dates: Once per month

Completion Date: spring 2009

Fund Raising Goal: $1,600

Proceeds to Fund:graduation breakfast, decorations, grad gown keama to supplement
ticket costs.

St. Mary Band Program _ — proceeds to fund travel expenses to enable all w  ind ensemble students to
attend an international music festival every second year.

Bottle Drives:
November  $1000.
February $1000.
May $1000.

Sausage Sales:
November $1500.
April $1500.

Dinner Show (with Silent Auction and 50/50 Raffle)Westlock and District Community
Hall:

Saturday, May 1, 2010 $8000

Sobeys Food Gift Certificates
Ongoing through the school year  $10,000

Talent Show/Night (CATS)
Thursday, December 3, 2009  $2,000

Spring Fling Jazz Dinner and Dance
Dinner and Dance (Saturday, March 27, 2010) $4,000
Stage Band will supply music
(no minors — Alcohol served)
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October 2009 Accountability Pillar Overall Summary

OPTIONAL)

Measure Category

Goal Measure Category A Measure St. Mary School Alberta Measure Evaluation
Evaluation
Current Prev Year Prev 3 yr Current Prev Year | Prev3Yr 5
Result Result Average Result Result Average P iU Ozl
22;%3”5" Caring Excellent Safe and Caring 90.8 84.3 85.9 86.9 85.1 84.6 Very High Excellent
Program of Studies 74.4 703 733 80.3 79.4 787 Intermediate Acceptable
Goal 1: High Quality - -
Learning Opportunities ) Education Quality 88.3 87.8 89.0 89.3 88.2 87.8 High Good
for Al Student L_e_amlng
Opportunities Drop Out Rate 13 41 24 48 50 49 Very High Excellent
High School 66.9 78.4 75.6 70.7 710 70.6 Intermediate Maintained Acceptable
Completion Rate (3 yr)
Student Learning PAT: Acceptable 80.7 83.3 77.8 76.8 75.3 75.6 Intermediate Maintained Acceptable
Achievement (Grades Acceptable AT Excellonce
K-9) - Excellen 13.3 23.3 18.4 19.2 18.3 18.3 Intermediate Maintained Acceptable
Diploma: Acceptable 82.0 80.3 75.1 84.4 84.4 84.5
Diploma: Excellence 6.6 15.2 15.9 19.1 194 20.3 Very Low Concern
Student Learning Diploma Exam
Goal 2: Excellence in fgr‘l'g‘)’emem (Grades na Participation Rate (4+ 713 65.4 498 53.3 536 53.6 Very High Improved Excellent
Learner Outcomes Exams)
Rutherford Scholarship
Eligibility Rate 60.0 56.7 43.1 57.3 56.8 55.8 High n/a n/a
(Revised)
. Transition Rate (6 yr) 711 59.8 66.0 60.7 60.3 59.1 Very High Excellent
Preparation for
Lifelong Learning, (SN Ok Preparation 835 92.9 85.5 79.6 80.1 78.1 High Good
\World of Work,
Citizenship (Citizenship 85.9 82.4 81.4 80.3 77.9 771 Very High Excellent
(Goal 4: Highly Parental Involvement Concern Parental Involvement 68.2 90.0 76.1 80.1 78.2 77.9 Very Low Concern
Responsive and
Re_sponsmle Jurisdiction |Continuous Excellent School Improvement 90.1 82.3 845 79.4 77.0 76.7 Very High Improved Excellent
(Ministry) Improvement

Notes:

1) Student Learning Achievement: PAT Values reported are weighted averages of PAT Acceptable and PAT Excellence results. Courses included: ELA (Grades 3, 6, 9), Math (Grades 3, 6, 9), Science (Grades

6, 9), French Language Arts (Grades 6, 9), Francais (Grades 6, 9).
2) Student Learning Achievement: Diploma Exam Values reported are averages of Diploma Acceptable and Diploma Excellence results, weighted by the number of students enrolled in each course.
3) Overall evaluations can only be calculated if both improvement and achievement evaluations are available.

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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Measure Evaluation Reference (Optional)

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.

Measure Very Low Intermediate High Very High

Safe and Caring 0.00 - 77.62 84.50-88.03 | 88.03 - 100.00
Program of Studies 0.00 - 66.31 78.43-81.59 | 81.59 - 100.00
Education Quality 0.00 - 80.94 87.23-89.60 | 89.60 - 100.00
Drop Out Rate 100.00 - 9.40 4.27-2.79 2.79 - 0.00

High School Completion Rate (3 yr) 0.00 - 56.75 73.87-81.47  81.47-100.00
PAT: Acceptable 0.00 - 64.45 82.24-86.22  86.22 - 100.00
PAT: Excellence 0.00 - 10.79 18.73-23.97 | 23.97 - 100.00
Diploma: Acceptable 0.00 - 73.09 87.99-91.58 | 91.53-100.00
Diploma: Excellence 0.00 - 8.94 20.43-22.59 | 2259 - 100.00
Diploma Exam Participation Rate (4+ Exams) 0.00 - 31.10 55.78-65.99  65.99 - 100.00
Rutherford Scholarship Eligibility Rate (Revised) [RRONOEVENE] 59.41-70.55  70.55 - 100.00
Transition Rate (6 yr) 0.00 - 41.60 57.37-63.73  63.73 - 100.00
Work Preparation 0.00 - 66.92 77.78-86.13 | 86.13 - 100.00
Citizenship 0.00 - 66.30 77.50-81.08 | 81.08 - 100.00
Parental Involvement 0.00 - 70.76 7850-82.30 | 82.30 - 100.00
School Improvement 0.00 - 65.25 76.28-80.41  80.41-100.00

Notes:

1) For all measures except Drop Out Rate: The range of values at each evaluation level is interpreted as “greater than or equal to" the "Low"
value, and "less than" the "High" value. For the Very High category, values range from greater than the "Low" value to 100%.

2) Drop Out Rate measure: As "Drop-out Rate" is inverse to most measures (i.e. Lower values are "better"), the range of values at each
evaluation level is interpreted as "greater than" the "Low" value and "less than or equal to" the "High" value. For the Very High category,
values range from 0% to less than or equal to the "High" value.

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 3.84 + (current < previous 3-year average)
1.00 - 3.83 (current < previous 3-year average)
Maintained less than 1.00

Improved 1.00 - 3.83 (current > previous 3-year average)
Improved Significantly 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
Improvement Very High High Intermediate Low Very Low

Improved Significantly Excellent Good Good Good Acceptable

Improved Excellent Good Good Acceptable
Maintained Excellent Good Acceptable Concern
Declined Good Acceptable Concern

Declined Significantly Acceptable Concern Concern

Category Evaluation

The category evaluation is an average of the Overall Evaluation of the measures that make up the category. For the purpose of the
calculation, consider an Overall Evaluation of Excellent to be 2, Good to be 1, Acceptable to be 0, Issue to be -1, and Concern to be -2. The
simple average (mean) of these values rounded to the nearest integer produces the Category Evaluation value. This is converted back to a
colour using the same scale above (e.g. 2=Excellent, 1=Good, O=Intermediate, -1=Issue, -2=Concern).
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Goal One: High Quality Learning Opportunities for All
Outcome:  Schools provide a safe and caring environment.
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Comment on Results

We are pleased that we show excellent results in th
area, having exceeded our target. We will continue
implement the following strategies as we work to
sustain these results:

in social justice projects, student volunteerism,
and the experience of Catholic Religious Ed.

safety, internet safety, drug awareness, anti-
bullying, and cyber-bullying will continue.
Students will continue to be made aware of
behavioural expectations and we will continue to
work with parents in these areas.

Continuing to provide opportunities to participate

Instruction that permeates all areas of curriculum.
Presentations to students in areas such as bicycle

to

Graph of Overall School Results (optional)
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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 (*).

** |f school had set a target for 2008/09 in the three year education plan 2008/09 — 2010/11, include it in the space provided for each required

measure.
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School: 2471 St. Mary School

Outcome:
the economy.

The education system meets the needs of all K-12 students, society and
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Comment on Results

While we continue to show some growth in this area,

we are not yet at our target, nor have we achieved, at
minimum, the provincial average. Therefore, we wil |
employ the following strategies as we continue to

strive for increased success:

We will enhance the opportunities for students to
use technology in their daily learning experiences,
specifically through expanding our CTS offerings.
Our three year plan for expanding our CTS
offering will see us creating a new CTS lab with a
variety of “stations” providing students the
opportunity to choose from an increasing variety
of CTS courses — courses not currently available
to them. They will be provided the opportunity to
explore pathways that should lead them to
potential careers.

Videoconferencing opportunities will continue to
be pursued.

Our very successful music program will continue
to be emphasized.

We will continue in our work to increase
awareness of, and implement activities geared
toward, living a healthy lifestyle.

Graph of Overall School Results (optional)
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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: 2471 St. Mary School

Outcome:  The education system meets the needs of all K-12 students, society and
the economy. (continued)
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Comment on Results Graph of Overall School Results (optional)
Our aim is to at least sustain our “high” result in
overall satisfaction with the quality of basic 100 -
education; however, we will aim to increase to the e, NP S—
“very high” range. . 804
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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: 2471 St. Mary School

Outcome:  The education system meets the needs of all K-12 students, society and
the economy. (continued)
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Comment on Results Graph of Overall School Results (optional)
While we are within the range of the provincial
score, we will strive to improve our results in 100
this area, specifically, working with community 80 |
partners to facilitate access, effectiveness, and o s PY PS
efficiency of programs, specifically through S 60 - R
F.C.S.S. Aspen Health (S.L.P., O.T.), Mental =
Health, ADAAC, and other services as required. 2 40 1
T 20
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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: 2471 St. Mary School

Outcome:
and supports.

Children and youth at risk have their needs addressed through effective programs

Results (in percentages) Target
Performance Measure 2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008 2009
School 2.7 17 13 4.1 13 1.1

Drop Out Rate - annual dropout rate of students aged 14 to 18
(required).

Authority 3.1 3.4 1.6 2.5 2.1

Province 5.3 5.0 4.7 5.0 4.8

Returning Rate (optional)

School 0.0 | 43.2 0.0 0.0 45.2

Authority 45.0 | 144 8.6 34.2 | 40.2

Province | 230 | 21.3 | 21.2 | 21.3 | 19.8

Comment on results

Although we are pleased to have achieved wellinth  is
category, we will employ the following strategies t o}
work at sustaining this success:

We will maintain opportunities for all students to
achieve success by continuing to offer the full
range of academic programming.

We will continue to guide students into courses
appropriate for their success.

Utilizing recently announced Alberta Education
funding to address this issue, we will develop
strategies to continue to meet the needs of our
students.

Graph of Overall School Results (optional)
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School: 2471 St. Mary School

Outcome:  Children and youth at risk have their needs addressed through effective programs

and supports. (continued)
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Comment on results Graph of Overall School Results (optional)
We recognize that increased growth is required int  his area.
Therefore, we will employ the following strategies:
In this area we must first identify the programs fo r 100 -
children at risk that parents feel we lack orthep ~ rograms
in our community for these children we might not be 80 @ —@— S °
accessing to their satisfaction. o
Secondly, we must strive to provide or facilitate d elivery g 601
of identified programs. =
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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: 2471 St. Mary School

Outcome: Students complete programs.

Results (in percentages) larget
Performance Measure 2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009
High School Completion Rate — percentages of students School | 9298186671 784|660 828
who completed high school within three, four and five
years of entering Grade 10. Within 3 Years | Authority | 72.9 | 71.6 | 82.0 | 81.6 | 77.3
Province | 69.3 | 70.4 | 70.4 | 71.0 | 70.7
School | 75.4 | 94.0 | 77.2 | 83.8 | 80.8 | Not set
Within 4 Years | Authority | 80.7 | 79.3 | 78.4 | 86.6 | 84.8
Province | 73.4 | 75.1 | 76.2 | 76.3 | 76.5
School | 83.6 | 81.1 | 97.0 | 77.3 | 87.3 | Not set
Within 5 Years | Authority | 81.7 | 82.6 | 81.9 | 82.1 | 88.0
Province | 75.5 | 77.4 | 78.6 | 79.5 | 79.2

Comment on Results

We have some challenges in this area; therefore, we
will employ the following strategies in an effort t
this around:

oturn

Students will be provided with information on how
to access opportunities for success so that they
at least meet the minimum requirements for
graduation, allowing them increased opportunities
to achieve to potential.

Students will continue to receive academic
counselling so that they enrol in courses in which
they might achieve academic success.

Our expansion of our CTS offerings should
provide an increasing number of students the
opportunity for success in areas of interest to
them. The possibility of “test-driving” potential
career pathways should increase the number of
students who complete high school on their way
to pursuing those careers.

Current and ongoing feedback to students and
parents, of student progress, though the use of
HomeLogic and TeacherLogic should allow for
increased student success as issues of concern
or lower than expected student results are
available to parents very quickly. That increased
involvement of parents is expected to bring more
student success.

Students will continue to be provided the
opportunity to attend the career fair, and open
houses at post secondary institutions.

Students will continue to be provided the
opportunity to attend Skills Alberta competitions
and attended the World Skills event in Calgary.

We will recognize and celebrate student
achievement successes

Graph
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School: 2471 St. Mary School

Also report results on all local authority/school Goal One measures from the authority’s/school’s Three-Year Education Plan
2008/09 — 2010/11 in relation to Goal 1, Goal 1 outcomes and targets for 2008/09. Minimum one year of results — schools
are encouraged to provide multi-year results for trend analysis.
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School: 2471 St. Mary School

Goal Two: Excellence in Student Learning Outcomes
Outcome: Students demonstrate high standards in learner outcomes.

Performance Measure Results (in percentages)** Target
PAT Results by Number Enrolled -
percentages of students who achieve
the acceptable standard and the
percentages who achieve the standard
of excellence on Grades 3, 6 and 9
Provincial Achievement Tests (cohort
results). 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2009
A|E]J]AI|E|AI|E|A]|JE|]A |E|A E
School | 94.4 144.4]100.0[30.4]95.2]28.6[93.3|33.3| 80.0 | 0.0 [Not set|Not sef]
E”g"sr\r't':gg“age Authority| 92.9 [26.3] 91.3 |17.5[85.3]13.9[03.0[22.3] 90.5 [17.8
Province| 82.2 116.2| 81.3 |14.1]80.3|17.7|80.1{16.1| 81.3 |18.2
Crade 3 School |94.4 127.8| 87.0 [21.7]90.5]23.8|80.0J26.7| 75.0 |15.0Not set|Not set]
Mathematics 3 |Authority| 88.9 |23.7] 91.7 [30.6(87.5/16.8[91.2[29.3| 86.5 |26.5
Province| 80.3 [26.1] 82.0 |26.9[79.9[23.5|78.7|23.9] 79.7 [26.8,
School |92.6 [29.6] 83.9 |12.9]86.4]22.7]88.9]27.8]|100.0|26. 3|Not set|Not set}
Eng"szr't‘;"gg”age Authority| 88.5 [20.1| 85.1 |11.7[84.9]17.2[89.9]19.0] 90.7 [15.0
Province| 77.3 [15.5] 79.0 |15.9[80.3{19.8/81.1/21.0] 81.8 [18.9
School | n/a |n/a| n/a |n/a|n/a|n/a|n/a|n/a| nfa |nfa| NA | NA
Frencg\rli%guage Authority] n/a |n/a| n/a |n/a|n/a|n/a|n/a|n/a| n/a |n/a
Province| 85.118.887.5]11.2|88.1{11.0[87.7|14.2 91.5 |15.9
School | n/fa [n/a| nfa [n/a|n/a|n/a|n/a|n/a| nfa |nfa]| NA | NA
Francais 6 Authority] n/a |n/a| n/a |n/a|n/a|n/a|n/a|n/a| n/a |n/a
Province| 92.0 [22.8] 94.5 |19.7]93.0{18.0[94.3|17.1| 92.6 |18.7
Crade & School |100.0}40.7| 67.7 | 9.7 [59.1] 9.1 [72.2|16.7| 94.7 |15.8|Not set|Not set]
Mathematics 6 |Authority| 85.2 |18.0] 72.2 [11.3(78.1] 9.3 |81.0[15.1| 88.2 |10.7
Province| 78.2 [18.1] 75.2 |15.6[74.0{14.5|74.6/15.9| 76.6 [16.8,
School ]100.0{74.1| 80.6 |35.5|63.6|31.8|83.3[38.9] 89.5 |26.3|Not set|Not set]
Science 6 Authority] 89.8 [34.4| 87.5 |127.0|84.6]29.4|82.6[27.9| 88.6 |25.0,
Province| 79.8 [26.0] 78.1 |27.7[75.2|26.6|74.8]24.1] 76.5 [24.8,
School |92.6 [48.1] 83.9 |25.8]77.3]|27.3]83.3|55.6] n/a | n/a |Not set|Not set]
Social Studies 6 |Authority] 88.1 |26.6| 87.9 [27.4]86.4/23.7|91.1{36.0| 88.5 |116.8
Province| 78.4 [21.5| 78.6 |22.9|77.4]22.3|77.9[23.8| 84.8 |27.6]
School | 71.4]7.1|76.0|4.0[80.6] 0.0 [90.9]27.3| 78.6 |10.7[Not set|Not sef]
E”g"sr\r't':gg“age Authority| 79.6 | 8.9 | 83.3 |15.5[78.6] 8.1 [83.2] 9.8 | 81.0 [13.5
Province| 77.9 |14.1| 77.4 |13.6|77.5|{14.8(76.5(14.8| 78.7 |14.7
School | n/fa [n/a| n/fa [n/a|n/a|n/a|n/a|n/a| nfa |nfa| NA | NA
FrencrArIE:gguage Authority] n/fa |n/a| n/a |n/a|n/a|n/a|n/a|n/a| n/a |n/a
Province| 85.9 [13.6] 83.3 |10.9(81.3(12.9|84.5/12.4] 81.8 [10.3|
Grade 9 School | n/a |n/a| n/a |n/a|n/a|n/a|n/a|n/a| nfa |nfa| NA | NA
Francais 9 [Authority] n/a |n/a| n/a |n/a|n/a|n/a|n/a|n/a| n/a |n/a
Province| 87.2 [17.4] 86.1 |14.7|81.6{12.6/84.8|11.7| 85.6 [12.9
School | 71.4 |17.9| 64.0 |116.0}45.2| 6.5 |77.3]| 9.1 | 60.7 | 3.6 |Not set|Not set]
Mathematics 9 |Authority| 60.1 8.6 |70.5[11.6/61.3| 6.9 |65.7|11.0{ 66.3 |[14.3
Province| 68.0 [19.7| 67.4 |17.4]66.3|18.3|65.7|18.5| 67.0 |18.6)
Science 9 School | 71.4135.7| 64.0|8.0 [71.0] 6.5 [81.8]|13.6| 78.6 |14.3Not set|Not set]
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School: 2471 St. Mary School

Authority] 67.8 [14.6] 73.2 |111.6/70.4]10.5|71.7|10.2] 75.5 [13.4]
Province| 67.5[12.8] 67.4 |13.3]69.6{14.7|69.3|13.0| 72.2 |15.8|
School |64.3132.1| 68.0 8.0 [71.0] 9.7 |86.4]31.8| 70.4 |18.5[Not set|Not sef]
Social Studies 9 |Authority| 66.7 |14.8] 77.7 |15.5|81.0|19.4/|79.3]|19.9| 86.2 |31.7
Province| 71.3 [18.3] 72.5 |18.9|71.4{18.7]|71.7|18.9] 82.6 [26.4]
Results (in percentages) Target
2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2009
A E A E A E A E A E A E
School 86.1 34.3 77.6 17.3 72.6 14.4 83.3 23.3 80.7 13.3 | Not set | Not set
Overall Authority 81.4 19.2 81.9 17.1 79.2 14.3 82.6 18.4 83.7 171
Province 76.4 18.4 76.0 17.9 75.5 18.6 75.3 18.3 76.8 19.2

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

Aggregated PAT results are based upon a weighted average of Acceptable or Excellence percent meeting standards. The weights

are the number of students in the cohort for the course.

Student Learning Achievement: PAT Values reported are weighted averages of PAT Acceptable and PAT Excellence results.
Courses included: ELA (Grades 3, 6, 9), Math (Grades 3, 6, 9), Science (Grades 6, 9), French Language Arts (Grades 6, 9),
Francais (Grades 6, 9).

** “A” = Acceptable; “E” = Excellence — the percentages achieving the acceptable standard include the percentages achieving the
standard of excellence.
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School: 2471 St. Mary School

Comment on Results

Our results are inconsistent; therefore, we will st rive to
move forward toward more consistent positive result s
employing the following strategies:

We will continue to implement differentiated
instructional strategies to accommodate students’
varied learning styles and abilities.

We will continue to adopt and implement
assessment for learning strategies.

Early literacy will remain a focus so that students
might experience greater success in all subject
areas as they progress through all grade levels.

Teachers will be encouraged to seek professional
development opportunities, both in areas where
curriculum is changing and in areas in which they
have much experience, so that they might expand
their repertoire of curriculum and teaching
strategies.

We will continue to require analysis of Provincial
Achievement Test results. Teachers will continue
to be required to set goals and identify strategies
to improve results.

We will maintain high expectations for student
achievement at all grade levels.

We will implement an AISI project — Inquiry Based
Teaching and Learning — that we hope will allow
students and teachers increased success in areas
where improvement might be warranted.

Our Asset Building goal, directed at more
publically recognizing student success —
academically and behaviourally, is an attempt to
encourage positive student achievement in all
areas of student life at St. Mary.

Current and ongoing feedback to students and
parents, of student progress, though the use of
HomeLogic and TeacherLogic should allow for
increased student success as issues of concern
or lower than expected student results are
available to parents very quickly. That increased
involvement of parents is expected to bring more
student success.

Graph of Overall School Results (optional)
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School: 2471 St. Mary School

Graph of Provincial Achievement Test Results by Course (optional)
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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: 2471 St. Mary School

Graph of Provincial Achievement Test Results by Course (optional)
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School: 2471 St. Mary School

Graph of Provincial Achievement Test Results by Course (optional)
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School: 2471 St. Mary School

PAT Results Course By Course Summary By Enrolled With Measure Evaluation (optional)

St. Mary School Alberta
. Prev 3 Yr Prev 3 Yr
Achievement [Improvement |Overall 2009 2009
Avg Avg
Course Measure N % N % N % N %
Acceptable Standard ‘ ‘ 20 80.0 20 96.2 |41,722| 81.3 |42,041| 80.6
English Language Arts 3 Beained
Standard of Excellence Very Low peciine Concern |[ED) 0.0 20 | 308 |41,722| 182 |42,041| 16.0
Significantly
Acceptable Standard ‘ 20 75.0 20 85.8 |41,720| 79.7 |42,053| 80.2
Mathematics 3
Standard of Excellence Very Low Concern ‘ 20 15.0 20 241 |41,720| 26.8 |42,053| 24.8
Acceptable Standard Very High Improved ‘ Excellent 19 100.0 24 86.4 |43,327| 81.8 |44,326| 80.1
English Language Arts 6
Standard of Excellence Very High Excellent 19 26.3 24 21.1 |43,327| 18.9 |44,326| 18.9
Acceptable Standard n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a 2,183 | 915 | 2,220 | 87.8
French Language Arts 6
Standard of Excellence n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a 2,183 15.9 2,220 121
Acceptable Standard n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a 434 92.6 406 93.9
Francais 6
Standard of Excellence n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a 434 18.7 406 18.2
. Improved
Acceptable Standard Very High P Excellent 19 94.7 24 66.4 |43,328| 76.6 |44,327| 74.6
. Significantly
Mathematics 6
Standard of Excellence 19 15.8 24 11.8 | 43,328 | 16.8 |44,327| 153
Acceptable Standard High Improved 19 89.5 24 75.9 |43,216| 76.5 |44,209| 76.0
Science 6
Standard of Excellence High 19 26.3 24 35.4 |43,216| 24.8 |44,209| 26.1
Acceptable Standard Intermediate Maintained [Acceptable] 28 78.6 26 825 |43,675| 78.7 |44,685| 77.1
English Language Arts 9
Standard of Excellence Intermediate Maintained [Acceptable] 28 10.7 26 10.4 |43,675| 14.7 |44,685| 14.4
Acceptable Standard n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a 2,262 81.8 2,286 83.0
French Language Arts 9
Standard of Excellence n/a n/a n/a n/a nla nla n/a 2,262 10.3 | 2,286 | 121
Acceptable Standard n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a 333 85.6 285 84.2
Frangais 9
Standard of Excellence n/a n/a n/a n/a nla nla n/a 333 12.9 285 13.0
Acceptable Standard Intermediate Maintained [Acceptable] 28 60.7 26 62.1 |43,118| 67.0 |44,317| 66.5
Mathematics 9
Standard of Excellence Very Low ‘ Concern 28 3.6 26 10.5 |43,118| 18.6 |44,317| 18.0
Acceptable Standard Very High Excellent 28 78.6 26 72.3 | 43,560 72.2 |44,505| 68.8
Science 9
Standard of Excellence High Good ‘ 28 14.3 26 9.4 |43560| 15.8 |44,505| 13.7

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

Too few jurisdictions offer Frangais (Grades 6, 9) for an Achievement Evaluation to be calculated. However, the results from Frangais
(Grades 6, 9) are included in the aggregation of all PAT courses. Achievement Evaluations for Social Studies 6 and Social Studies 9 are not
calculated due to the change in the exams.
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School: 2471 St. Mary School

Measure Evaluation Reference - Achievement Evaluatio n

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 Very Low High Very High
Acceptable Standard 0.00 - 72.53 80.49 - 89.12 89.12 - 93.04 93.04 - 100.00
English Language Arts 3
Standard of Excellence 0.00 - 6.06 11.35-16.93 16.93 - 20.27 20.27 - 100.00
) Acceptable Standard 0.00 - 73.66 81.42 - 88.39 88.39 - 91.92 91.92 - 100.00
Mathematics 3
Standard of Excellence 0.00 - 17.25 22.97 - 30.79 30.79 - 36.99 36.99 - 100.00
. Acceptable Standard 0.00 - 67.95 78.40 - 86.09 86.09 - 91.37 91.37 - 100.00
English Language Arts 6
Standard of Excellence 0.00 - 6.83 11.65-17.36 17.36 - 22.46 22.46 - 100.00
Acceptable Standard 0.00 - 41.69 73.54 - 92.32 92.32-97.93 97.93 - 100.00
French Language Arts 6
Standard of Excellence 0.00 - 2.72 8.13 - 15.29 15.29 - 23.86 23.86 - 100.00
Acceptable Standard 0.00 - 65.88 75.70 - 84.77 84.77 - 90.26 90.26 - 100.00
Mathematics 6
Standard of Excellence 0.00 - 8.68 13.49 - 19.62 19.62 - 25.59 25.59 - 100.00
Sei 6 Acceptable Standard 0.00 - 60.36 78.51 - 86.46 86.46 - 90.64 90.64 - 100.00
cience
Standard of Excellence 0.00-11.74 17.42 - 25.34 25.34-34.31 34.31 - 100.00
) Acceptable Standard 0.00 - 63.55 75.66 - 83.70 83.70 - 90.27 90.27 - 100.00
English Language Arts 9
Standard of Excellence 0.00 - 5.96 9.43-14.72 14.72 - 20.46 20.46 - 100.00
Acceptable Standard 0.00 - 67.59 81.33 - 92.06 92.06 - 97.26 97.26 - 100.00
French Language Arts 9
Standard of Excellence 0.00 - 1.67 6.81-17.11 17.11 - 28.68 28.68 - 100.00
) Acceptable Standard 0.00 - 50.90 59.61 - 69.06 69.06 - 83.15 83.15 - 100.00
Mathematics 9
Standard of Excellence 0.00 - 8.46 11.96 - 18.90 18.90 - 23.96 23.96 - 100.00
- 9 Acceptable Standard 0.00 - 50.57 60.14 - 72.50 72.50 - 76.89 76.89 - 100.00
cience
Standard of Excellence 0.00 - 3.39 6.71-11.81 11.81 - 15.85 15.85 - 100.00
Notes:

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

Too few jurisdictions offer Frangais (Grades 6, 9) for an Achievement Evaluation to be calculated. However, the results from Frangais
(Grades 6, 9) are included in the aggregation of all PAT courses. Achievement Evaluations for Social Studies 6 and Social Studies 9 are not
calculated due to the change in the tests.

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 statiscal 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

3.84 + (current < previous 3-year average)

1.00 - 3.83 (current < previous 3-year average)

Maintained

less than 1.00

Improved

1.00 - 3.83 (current > previous 3-year average)

Improved Significantly

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

Improved Significantly
Improved

Maintained

Declined

Declined Significantly

Intermediate
Good
Good

Very High
Excellent
Excellent
Excellent

Good

Acceptable

Good
Good
Good

Acceptable

Acceptable

Good

Acceptable

Acceptable

Concern
Concern

Concern Concern
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Outcome: Students demonstrate high standards in learner outcomes. (continued)

Performance Measure

Results (in percentages)

1

arget

Participation rates in provincial achievement
tests(PATS) for Grades 3, 6 and 9.

2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008

2009

2009

Grade 3

English Language Arts 3

School

94.4 (100.0| 95.2 (100.0

100.0

Not set

Authority

99.5199.6 | 97.4 | 97.8

96.7

Province

90.2 |1 90.6 | 90.1 | 89.8

90.6

Mathematics 3

School

100.0/100.0| 95.2 |100.0

100.0

Not set

Authority

99.5199.6 | 97.8 | 98.2

96.7

Province

90.8 [ 90.8 | 90.5 | 90.5

91.2

Grade 6

English Language Arts 6

School

100.0{100.0]100.0| 88.9

100.0

Not set

Authority

97.199.2198.2 (973

99.6

Province

89.9 1 90.1 | 89.6 | 89.5

90.0

French Language Arts 6

School

n/a n/a n/a n/a

n/a

N/A

Authority

nfa | nla | nla | nla

n/a

Province

96.1 ] 96.1 | 97.5 | 95.6

97.6

Francais 6

School

nfa | nla | nla | nla

n/a

N/A

Authority

n/a n/a n/a n/a

n/a

Province

97.6 | 98.0 | 97.6 | 98.5

97.7

Mathematics 6

School

100.0/100.0|100.0| 88.9

100.0

Not set

Authority

98.0 1 99.6 | 97.5 | 97.7

99.6

Province

90.9 [ 90.6 | 90.0 | 90.0

90.6

Science 6

School

100.0{100.0]100.0| 88.9

100.0

Not set

Authority

97.1 [ 99.6 | 95.7 | 97.7

98.2

Province

90.6 | 90.0 | 89.1 | 89.0

89.6

Social Studies 6

School

100.0{100.0]100.0| 88.9

n/a

Not set

Authority

97.5(99.6 | 97.5 | 97.7

100.0

Province

90.0 | 90.5 | 89.6 | 89.2

100.0

Grade 9

English Language Arts 9

School

89.3 | 84.0 | 90.3 |100.0

96.4

Not set

Authority

93.6 1 92.8 | 94.0 | 95.1

92.9

Province

87.4187.7 879 | 87.7

89.7

French Language Arts 9

School

nfa | nla | nla | nla

n/a

N/A

Authority

n/a n/a n/a n/a

n/a

Province

97.1 [ 95.9 | 93.7 | 96.8

95.2

Francais 9

School

n/a n/a n/a n/a

n/a

N/A

Authority

nfa | nla | nla | nla

n/a

Province

97.4 (98.0 | 96.9 | 97.8

98.5

Mathematics 9

School

89.3 | 96.0 | 96.8 |100.0

96.4

Not set

Authority

94.8 93.6 | 93.1 | 93.1

90.5

Province

87.6 | 87.3 | 88.0 | 88.0

89.8

Science 9

School

89.3 | 96.0 | 96.8 |100.0

96.4

Not set

Authority

948 193.6 1951 95.1

94.1

Province

88.2 1 88.1 | 88.8 | 89.0

90.5

Social Studies 9

School

89.3 | 96.0 | 96.8 |100.0

100.0

Not set

Authority

9241956 1948 | 95.1

100.0

Province

87.8 1 88.5 | 88.4 | 88.9

100.0
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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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Outcome: Students demonstrate high standards in learner outcomes. (continued)

Performance Measure Results (in percentages)** Target

Diploma Exam Results by Students Writing —

percentages of students who achieve the

acceptable standard and the percentages who

achieve the standard of excellence on diploma

xaminations. 2005 2006 2007 2008 | 2009 2009

A E A E A E A E A E A E

English Lang Arts 30-1 School [ * | * |91.7|8.3|90.5(19.0{92.9(14.3[92.9[ 0.0 [Not set|Not set
Authority| 95.3 |17.6] 94.0 |24.0] 92.0 [19.5(92.8|14.4194.3]|10.6
Province| 89.1 [17.8]| 88.0 [19.3| 87.7 |19.0(87.1]15.5]86.1{12.3

English Lang Arts 30-2 School | * | * [57.1]00]909]9.1| * | * |88.9] 0.0 [Notset|Notset
Authority|100.0(17.6| 90.6 |15.1| 98.5 |22.7]|98.9]23.3|96.6]17.0
Province| 89.4 |10.1| 86.1 | 8.1 | 88.7 | 9.7 |88.9] 8.8 |88.2] 8.5

French Lang Arts 30-1 School | n/a [n/a| n/a |n/a| n/a [n/a|n/a|n/a|n/a|na| nva | Na
Authority] n/a | n/a| n/a | n/a| n/a |n/a|n/a|n/a]|n/a]|n/a
Province| 95.1 |19.1| 95.0 |21.8| 95.6 |23.1|94.9|24.5|95.1]18.9

Francais 30 School | n/a | nia| nfa |nia| nfa | nia|nia|nia|nia|nia| wa | na
Authority] n/fa | n/a| n/a | n/a| n/a |n/a|n/a|n/a]|n/a|n/a
Province| 95.0 [16.3| 94.8 [28.1| 97.2 |24.6|98.5|25.4]94.7(33.1

Pure Mathematics 30 School | * | * |57.1|28.6[ 70.6 [29.4(80.0|20.0/66.7(16.7 |Not set|Not set
Authority| 66.2 [19.1] 76.3 |25.0| 80.6 |[26.9(77.8|17.8|81.6|18.4
Province| 80.6 [25.7| 82.8 [26.5| 81.1 |24.6|81.3]25.8]82.1|26.3

Applied Mathematics 30 School | 71.4]0.0|72.7]0.0|545]0.0(625[0.0| * | * [Notset|Notset
Authority| 70.2 [17.01 67.1 | 7.1 | 82.0 | 9.8 |72.1| 8.8 |77.2|11.4
Province| 87.6 |21.8| 77.5 |11.8| 77.6 |12.1|76.4|10.7|79.4]13.5

Social Studies 30 School | * | * |63.6]9.1|75.0|37.5(66.7| 0.0 |55.6| 0.0 [Not set|Not set
Authority| 84.0 [25.3] 91.7 |25.0] 89.2 |27.5|92.9|23.2|86.4]|22.3
Province| 85.2 |24.3| 85.5 |23.9| 86.1 |24.6|84.7|21.5|84.2|21.4

Social Studies 33 School | 85.7 | 0.0 | 28.6 |14.3| 90.0 [10.0(85.7[42.9[90.0{10.0 [Not set|Not set
Authority| 86.8 |13.2] 80.6 |25.8] 93.7 [23.8(90.5|27.4193.9|32.7
Province| 85.0 [17.6| 83.5 [19.0| 84.8 |19.6|85.3]18.9]85.6{20.2

Biology 30 School [ * | * |58.3[16.7| 87.0 [30.4[76.9(23.1[80.0[10.0 [Not set|Not set
Authority| 70.1 |27.3] 79.6 |20.4] 90.3 [39.8(82.6]|21.5/80.0|19.3
Province| 81.9 [26.6| 81.4 [26.4| 83.5 |27.4|82.3]26.3|83.0(26.6

Chemistry 30 Old School | * | * [100.0|42.9] 83.3 |33.3(83.3[41.7| n/a | n/a [Not set|Not set
Authority| 90.0 [34.0| 84.0 [37.3] 88.2 [46.1|89.4|38.8| n/a | n/a
Province| 88.2 |33.4| 88.4 |37.1| 89.3 |37.9(89.2|39.2|77.6]19.5

Chemistry 30 School | nfa | nfa| n/a | n/fa| nla | n/a|n/a| n/a|55.6[ 0.0 [Notset|not set
Authority] n/a | n/a| n/a | nfa| n/a | n/a|n/a| n/a|68.0|21.3
Province| n/a | n/a| n/a | nfa| nfa | n/a|n/a|n/a|76.3|27.7

Physics 30 Old School | nia |nfa| * | * |83.3[41.7[77.8[22.2[ n/a [ n/a [Not set|Not set
Authority| 91.1 |22.2| 88.9 |37.0] 84.3 |21.6|81.0(23.8] n/a | n/a
Province| 84.2 [27.8| 84.4 [30.0| 86.1 |29.3|85.7]|32.0|74.4|25.6

Physics 30 School | n/a |n/a| n/a |n/a| n/a | nfa|nia|nia| * | * [Notset|Notset
Authority] n/a | n/a| n/a | nfa| n/a | n/a|n/a| n/a|93.8/18.8
Province| n/fa | nfa| nfa |n/a| n/a | n/a|n/a|n/a|79.3]23.1
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Science 30 School | n/a | nfa| nfa | nia| n/a | n/a| nia| nia | n/a | n/a |Not setfNot set
Authority| 81.8 |54.5] 83.3 |16.7[100.0{71.4| * * 183.3/20.0
Province| 88.1 |22.1] 82.8 |17.3| 87.1 |18.0(88.6|21.6/86.0|20.9
Results (in Percentages) Target
2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2009
A E A E A E A E A E A E
School 77.1 8.6 64.2 10.4 80.7 22.0 80.3 15.2 82.0 6.6 Not set | Not set
Overall Authority 82.0 20.7 83.3 20.9 89.9 25.8 87.4 20.1 87.0 18.9
Province 85.5 21.2 84.2 20.7 84.8 20.9 84.4 19.4 84.4 19.1

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

Aggregated Diploma results are based upon a weighted average of Acceptable or Excellence percent meeting standards. The weights are the number
of students writing the Diploma Examination for each course.

** “A” = Acceptable; “E” = Excellence — the percentages achieving the acceptable standard include the percentages achieving the standard of

excellence.

Comment on Results

Inconsistencies are being examined, as are results
that may not always be at the level or standard for
which we aim. As we strive for improvement, where
necessary, we will employ the following strategies:

We will continue to direct students into

appropriate high school courses to allow for

Success.

We will continue to implement differentiated
instructional strategies to accommodate students’

varied learning styles and abilities.

We will continue to adopt and implement

assessment for learning strategies.

Early literacy will remain a focus so that students
might experience greater success in all subject
areas as they progress through all grade levels.

Teachers will be encouraged to seek professional
development opportunities, both in areas where

curriculum is changing and in areas in which they
have much experience, so that they might expand
their repertoire of curriculum and teaching

strategies.

We will continue to require analysis of Provincial
Achievement Test and Diploma Examination

results. Teachers will continue to be required to
set goals and identify strategies to improve

results.

We will maintain high expectations for student

achievement at all grade levels.

We will implement an AlSI project — Inquiry Based
Teaching and Learning — that we hope will allow

students and teachers increased success in areas
where improvement might be warranted.

Our Asset Building goal, directed at more
publically recognizing student success —
academically and behaviourally, is an attempt to
encourage positive student achievement in all

areas of student life at St. Mary.

100 -
80 -
60 -
40 -

Result(%)

20 -

Graph of Overall School Results (optional)

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

2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

—— Acceptable Standard %

Standard of Excellence %
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Current and ongoing feedback to students and
parents, of student progress, though the use of
HomeLogic and TeacherLogic should allow for
increased student success as issues of concern
or lower than expected student results are
available to parents very quickly. That increased
involvement of parents is expected to bring more
student success.
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Diploma Exam Results By Course (Optional)

English Lang Arts 30-1 English Lang Arts 30-2
100 - 100 -
oo & o ——®
80 - - 80 -
S 60 - S 60 -
S 40 S 40
1] 1)
Q Q
o 20 o 20
0 . . . . — 0 . —
2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
—e— Acceptable Standard —e— Acceptable Standard
Standard of Excellence Standard of Excellence
[No Data for French Lang Arts 30-1] [No Data for Francais 30]
Pure Mathematics 30 Applied Mathematics 30
100 - 100 -
80 - = = - 80 -
P = o— 0 _
S 60- o e S 60 e ®
S 40 S 40
%] %]
(0] (0]
@ 20+ @ 20+
0 ‘ 0 +— | o
2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
—e— Acceptable Standard —e— Acceptable Standard
Standard of Excellence Standard of Excellence

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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Diploma Exam Results By Course (Optional)

Social Studies 30 Social Studies 33
100 - 100 -
P
80 - - - 80 - .
= — e _ -
S 60 - L4 —e S 60 -
S 40 S 40
1] 1)
(0] (0]
o 20 o 20
0 . . | | — 0 +— .
2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
—e— Acceptable Standard —e— Acceptable Standard
Standard of Excellence Standard of Excellence
Biology 30 Chemistry 30 Old
100 - 100 - LSS
) / e ® - 804
g 60 8 9y
S 40 S 40
%] %]
Q Q
x 20 - x 20 -
0 : 0 :
2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
—e— Acceptable Standard —e— Acceptable Standard
Standard of Excellence Standard of Excellence
Chemistry 30 Physics 30 Old
100 - 100 -
o - 80 o
g 60 ° 8 9y
S 40 S 40
%] %]
Q Q
x 20 x 20 -
0 : — 0 :
2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
—e— Acceptable Standard —e— Acceptable Standard
Standard of Excellence Standard of Excellence

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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Diploma Exam Results By Course (Optional)

Physics 30

100 [No Data for Science 30]
80 |
60 |
40

Result(%)

20 -

2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

—e— Acceptable Standard

Standard of Excellence

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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Diploma Exam Results Course By Course Summary With Measure Evaluation (optional)

St. Mary School Alberta
. Prev 3 Yr Prev 3 Yr
Achievement [Improvement |Overall 2009 2009
Avg Avg
Course Measure N % N % N % N %
Acceptable Standard Intermediate Maintained Acceptable] 14 92.9 16 91.7 |28,330| 86.1 |28,021| 87.6
English Lang Arts 30-1
Standard of Excellence Very Low Concern 14 0.0 16 13.9 |28,330| 12.3 |28,021| 179
Acceptable Standard Intermediate Acceptable] 9 88.9 9 74.0 |13,473| 88.2 |12,858| 87.9
English Lang Arts 30-2
Standard of Excellence 9 0.0 9 4.5 13,473 8.5 12,858 8.9
Acceptable Standard n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a 1,245 | 951 | 1,206 | 95.2
French Lang Arts 30-1
Standard of Excellence n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a 1,245 18.9 1,206 23.1
Acceptable Standard n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a 133 94.7 123 96.8
Francais 30
Standard of Excellence n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a 133 33.1 123 26.1

Acceptable Standard 6 66.7 11 69.2 |22,197| 82.1 |22,435| 817

n/a

Pure Mathematics 30

Standard of Excellence

6 16.7 11 26.0 |22,197| 26.3 |22,435| 257

*

Acceptable Standard * * 3 * 10 63.3 | 10,429 | 79.4 9,994 77.1
Applied Mathematics 30
Standard of Excellence * * * 3 * 10 0.0 |[10,429| 135 | 9,994 | 115
Acceptable Standard Very Low Concern 9 55.6 12 68.4 |22,845| 84.2 |23,756| 85.4
Social Studies 30

Standard of Excellence Very Low Concern 9 0.0 12 155 |22,845| 21.4 |23,756| 23.3
Acceptable Standard Very High Improved Excellent 10 90.0 8 68.1 | 15,101 | 85.6 |15,045| 845
Social Studies 33
Standard of Excellence Intermediate Maintained Acceptable] 10 10.0 8 22.4 115101| 20.2 |15,045| 19.1
Acceptable Standard Intermediate Maintained Acceptable] 10 80.0 16 741 |21,088| 83.0 |20,835| 824

10 10.0 16 234 |21,088| 26.6 |20,835| 26.7

Biology 30
Standard of Excellence Very Low Con
n/a n/a n/a

Acceptable Standard n/a n/a n/a n/a 4,476 | 86.0 | 3,721 | 86.2

Science 30

Standard of Excellence n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a 4,476 20.9 3,721 19.0

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

Too few jurisdictions offer Frangais 30 for an Achievement Evaluation to be calculated. However, the results from Francais 30 are
included in the aggregation of all Diploma courses. Achievement Evaluations for Physics 30 and Chemistry 30 are not calculated
due to the change in the exams.
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Measure Evaluation Reference - Achievement Evaluatio n

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 Lang Arts 30-1

Acceptable Standard

Standard of Excellence

English Lang Arts 30-2

Acceptable Standard

Standard of Excellence

French Lang Arts 30-1

Acceptable Standard

Standard of Excellence

Pure Mathematics 30

Acceptable Standard

Standard of Excellence

Applied Mathematics 30

Acceptable Standard

Standard of Excellence

Social Studies 30

Acceptable Standard

Standard of Excellence

Social Studies 33

Acceptable Standard

Standard of Excellence

Acceptable Standard

Very Low ‘
0.00-83.76 |
0.00-6.22 |
0.00-70.83 |
0.00-0.00 |
0.00-77.27 |
0.00-0.00 |
0.00-54.07 |
0.00-6.15 |
0.00- 73.06 |
-457 |
0.00-71.92 |
|

|

|

|

|

|

|

0.00 - 67.51

Intermediate

92.02 - 95.13 95.13 - 100.00

13.46 - 20.88
82.43 - 90.72
3.13-8.65

93.33 - 100.00  [WeKeloR0[ol Ko [0X0 [0}

High

20.88 - 27.39
90.72 - 96.00
8.65-11.61

19.84 - 28.00
86.06 - 92.18
29.38 - 34.62
90.03 - 91.69
16.08 - 23.77
88.99 - 94.04
23.07 - 29.75
85.20 - 89.99
16.10 - 20.46
85.82 - 89.41

Very High
100.00 - 100.00
27.39 - 100.00
96.00 - 100.00
11.61 - 100.00
100.00 - 100.00
28.00 - 100.00
92.18 - 100.00
34.62 - 100.00
91.69 - 100.00
23.77 - 100.00
94.04 - 100.00
29.75 - 100.00
89.99 - 100.00
20.46 - 100.00
89.41 - 100.00

Biology 30
Standard of Excellence [0 PRERE 25.60-30.05  30.05 - 100.00
_ Acceptable Standard 0.00 - 76.11 91.76-97.14  97.14-100.00
Science 30 Standard of Excellence [IROX0OPREL! 21.80-36.81  36.81-100.00
Notes:

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

Too few jurisdictions offer Frangais 30 for an Achievement Evaluation to be calculated. However, the results from Frangais 30 are included in
the aggregation of all DIP courses. Achievement Evaluations for Physics 30 and Chemistry 30 are not calculated due to the change in the
exams.

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 statiscal 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
Declined Significantly

Chi-Square Range
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)

Maintained
Improved
Improved Significantly

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 Intermediate
Improved Significantly Excellent Good Good Good Acceptable
Improved Excellent Good Good
Maintained Excellent Good Concern
Declined Good Concern

Concern Concern

Declined Significantly

Acceptable
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School: 2471 St. Mary School
Outcome: Students demonstrate high standards in learner outcomes. (continued)
Results (in percentages) Target
Performance Measure 2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009
56.3
Diploma examination participation rate: Percentages of students School 536 | 364 | 476 | 654 | 713
who have written four or more diploma exams by the end of their Authority | 57.6 | 50.8 | 68.4 | 55.1 | 60.0
hird year of high school. Province | 52.4 | 535 | 53.7 | 536 | 53.3

Comment on Results
We are pleased with our growth in this area
and will continue to encourage students to
challenge themselves with the broadest array
of courses in which they are capable of
achieving success.

Graph of Overall School Results (optional)
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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: 2471 St. Mary School

Percentage of students writing O to 6 or more Diploma Examinations by the end of their 3rd year of high school

(optional)
St. Mary School Alberta

2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008
N 28 11 21 39 23 | 43,221 | 43,032 | 43,930 | 44,661 | 45,432
% Writing 0 Exams 7.1 9.1 0.0 5.9 153 | 183 | 181 | 178 | 180 | 184
% Writing 1+ Exams 929 | 909 | 1000 [ 941 | 847 | 817 | 819 | 822 | 820 | 816
% Writing 2+ Exams 929 | 909 | 905 | 889 | 847 | 779 | 783 | 785 | 786 | 78.0
% Writing 3+ Exams 714 | 636 | 810 | 784 | 803 | 641 | 656 | 656 | 656 | 64.9
% Writing 4+ Exams 536 | 364 | 476 | 654 | 713 | 524 | 535 | 53.7 | 536 | 533
% Writing 5+ Exams 321 | 273 | 381 | 523 | 446 | 339 | 345 | 346 | 347 | 343
% Writing 6+ Exams 179 | 182 | 143 | 261 | 312 | 128 | 128 | 13.0 | 13.2 12.7

Percentage of students writing 1 or more Diploma Examinations by the end of their 3rd year of high school, by course

and subject. (optional)

St. Mary School Alberta
2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008

N 28 11 21 39 23 |43,221]43,032|43,930| 44,661 | 45,432
English 30/30-1 50.0 | 455 | 57.1 | 56.4 | 60.9 | 53.4 | 544 | 547 | 545 | 53.8
English 33/30-2 429 | 455 | 429 | 359 | 174 | 244 | 23.7 | 235 | 23.6 | 24.0
E?;ﬂﬁ?&%ﬂ?e ETER 92.9 | 90.9 | 1000| 923 | 783 | 766 | 769 | 77.1 | 770 | 767
Social 30 536 | 27.3 | 52.4 | 538 | 60.9 | 47.8 | 49.1 | 495 | 49.3 | 481
Social 33 393 | 636 | 333 | 308 | 21.7 | 30.3 | 29.1 | 28.8 | 28.8 | 295
|UeizzL @5 2 @5 [0 SEekE 929 | 90.9 | 85.7 | 846 | 826 | 760 | 770 | 772 | 772 | 76.7
Diploma Exams

Math 30/Pure 393 | 273 [ 333 | 462 | 435 | 395 | 411 | 419 | 417 | 412
Math 33/Applied 321 | 36.4 | 476 | 30.8 | 348 | 20.0 | 19.9 | 195 | 195 | 19.1
ol g 2 oy il Bl 714 | 636 | 762 | 76.9 | 739 | 589 | 60.4 | 60.7 | 60.7 | 59.7
Diploma Exams

Biology 30 464 | 364 | 52.4 | 615 | 60.9 | 38.7 | 39.4 | 39.6 | 39.8 | 39.1
Chemistry 30 321 | 273 | 333 | 487 | 522 | 339 | 344 | 342 | 343 | 345
Physics 30 250 | 182 | 238 | 333 | 39.1 | 215 | 216 | 216 | 215 | 204
Science 30 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 6.7 7.0 7.0 7.0 7.4
E?;’c')r?];lE‘)’(;m‘;re S 53.6 | 36.4 | 524 | 66.7 | 739 | 555 | 566 | 56.7 | 565 | 56.1
Francais 30 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2
French Language Arts 30 00 | 00 | 00 00 | 00 | 23 24 | 27 2.7 2.7
Total of 1 or more French no nn nn no no 25 2R 209 29 209

Note:

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

Results are based upon a cohort of grade 10 students who are tracked over time. The table shows the percentage of students in this cohort who
complete diploma exams by the end of their third year of high school.
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School: 2471 St. Mary School
Outcome: Students demonstrate high standards in learner outcomes. (continued)
Results (in percentages) Target

Performance Measure 2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009
Percentages of Grade 12 students who meet the Rutherford School 464 | 273 | 455 | 56.7 | 60.0 37.2
Scholarship eligibility criteria.

Authority 51.3 | 47.7 | 53.5 | 51.9 | 60.6

Province | 52.9 | 54.6 | 56.1 | 56.8 | 57.3

Comment on Results
In this area we are pleased with our growth
and will continue to encourage students to
work hard to meet the criteria for this
scholarship.

Graph of Overall School Results (optional)
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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: 2471 St. Mary School

Outcome: Students are well prepared for lifelong learning.

Results (in percentages) larget
Performance Measure 2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009
High school to post-secondary transition rate within four School | 4531685698 5981|7111 627
and six years of entering Grade 10.
Within 6 Years | Authority | 49.6 | 54.9 | 62.3 | 62.9 | 54.9
Province | 54.4 | 57.5 | 59.5 | 60.3 | 60.7
School | 35.4 | 42.0 | 61.7 | 53.3 | 48.1 | Not set
Within 4 Years | Authority | 25.4 | 37.7 | 31.7 | 44.1 | 33.2
Province | 34.0 | 37.0 | 39.5 | 40.7 | 40.3

Comment on Results

Our growth and overall relative success in this are
pleasing. In order to sustain that success, we wil
employ the following strategies:

Students will continue to be counselled so that
they are aware of post secondary educational
opportunities in order to complete, successfully,

choice.

We will maintain our school's
Corner.

Students will continue to be provided

secondary open house events.

Grade 10 and grade 11 students will have the

courses.

Eligible students will continue to have
opportunities to participate in Work Experience
and RAP

We will continue to provide students with social
justice and volunteer opportunities

the courses that will make them eligible to enrol i
the post secondary educational programs of their

opportunities and encouragement to attend post

opportunity to take a variety of Career Transitions

ais

n

Career Counselling

Graph of Overall School Results (optional)
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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: 2471 St. Mary School

Outcome: Students are well prepared for lifelong learning. (continued)
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Comment on Results Graph of Overall School Results (optional)
While not always consistent, we are pleased withou  r
relative success, but will employ the following
strategies to continue striving for excellence: 100
We will continue to provide students with 801 o ’// e
opportunities, through direct instruction and T~
: . . ; S 60 - o
through various other educational pursuits, which >
will contribute to their future success in the work 5 40
world. 3
T 20
Our goal to expand our CTS offerings should
provide students with additional opportunities to 0 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
prepare for a successful transition into the world 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
of work, whether directly after high school or afte r
their post secondary educational pursuits. —e— Overall
Grade 10 and grade 11 students will have the
opportunity to take a variety of Career Transitions
courses.
P . . 100 7
Eligible students will continue to have o
P e ; : 80l A — h— , ~— A
opportunities to participate in Work Experience ‘\ y = ~o
and RAP S 60 —~e
We will continue to provide students with social ?_5’
justice and volunteer opportunities a S0
x
20
0 .
2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
—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 (*).
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School: 2471 St. Mary School

Outcome: Students are well prepared for employment.
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Comment on Results Graph of Overall School Results (optional)
While our scores are good, and have
improved in the past 5 years, we wish to have 1D
them continue to improve on a more /..\
consistent basis. 80 | _— e
g 60
S 40
[0
& 20
0 . . ! : .
2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
—e— Overall
100 - A
80 - 3 .///
g 60 -
S 40
[0
& 20
0 |
2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
—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 (*).
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School: 2471 St. Mary School

Outcome: Students model the characteristics of active citizenship.
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Comment on Results Graph of Overall School Results (optional)

We have been relatively consistent in this area,
reporting positive results; however, we will employ the 100 -

following results in our desire to sustain or impro ve: -
9 P go. & o o 0 —®
Students will continue to be provided volunteer .
and other social justice opportunities. > EDq
Students will continue to be invited to participate 2 40 -
in parent council meetings. X 5|
Junior and senior high students will continue to 0
be _er_1_couraged to participate in students’ union 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
activities as well as co-curricular and extra-
curricular activities.
—e— Overall
We will continue to provide structured
opportunities for cross-grade mentoring. 100 -
80 ——— f—— o1
- 2 A ——A 4 A
¥ 60
5 40
3
@ 20 -
0 : : : : ‘

2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

—— Overall Parent

—aA— Student Teacher

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

Also report results on all local authority/school Goal Two measures from the authority’s/school’s Three-Year Education Plan
2008/09 — 2010/11 in relation to Goal 2, Goal 2 outcomes and targets for 2008/09. Minimum one year of results — schools
are encouraged to provide multi-year results for trend analysis.
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School: 2471 St. Mary School

Goal Three: Highly Responsive and Responsible Juri  sdiction
Outcome:  The authority demonstrates effective working relationships.
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Comment on Results Graph of Overall School Results (optional)

This is an area in which we struggle. We are curre  ntly
working with Parent Council in our attempt to learn 100 -

what involvement parents desire so that we might

work with them to provide increased involvement in . 80 &g \/\
decisions about their children’s education. =

Specifically, we will do the following: &g

We will attempt to make parents feel more 40 +
welcome in the school, in individual classrooms, 20 |
and in school decision making.

Result (%)

We will poll parents to determine the nature of
involvement they desire and the manner in which
they wish to be involved.

2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

—e— Overall
The time and format of our fall parent-teacher
interviews will be changed. Inthe fall of 2009,t  hey
will be held a month earlier and will be more of a
collaborative discussion with parents (and 100 -
students, where appropriate) to set goals and A— A A
discuss strategies regarding the education of their - 801 @&——¢_ A
children. These parent-teacher conferences will ™~

L ; 60 |
provide significant opportunity for parental

involvement in their children’s’ education. 40 |

Result (%)

Student-led conferences will replace parent- 20 |
teacher interviews at spring interview time.

We will seek ways to keep parents consistently 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
involved in the school — for instance, with
classroom newsletters, individualized to the

specific grade of the student. Overal Parent a4 Teacher

More information will be posted on the school
webs!te and we will endeavour to keep the Note: Data values have been suppressed where the number of
website up-to-date. respondents is less than 6. Suppression is marked with an asterisk (*).

Teachers will be encouraged to have parents
more involved in programming for their child,
particularly in the preparation and review of IPP’s
Parents will be treated as an extension of staff as
we focus on the education of their children.

We will continue working to establish an active
school council and will continue to invite parents
to participate in this council.
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School: 2471 St. Mary School

We will continue to invite parents to feel welcome
to discuss their children’s education with the
appropriate school personnel — and in appropriate
locations and at appropriate times.

We will increase parent awareness of, and work
for increased use of, communication software
(HomeLogic) to share achievement and
attendance data with parents.

We will continue to invite parents to attend and/or
join in special events throughout the school year.

We will investigate the possibility of mass
communication (emails, automated phone
announcements) to parents on a regular basis to
keep them informed of school activities.

We will pursue the plan to purchase and erect a
school sign as a means of providing current
information to the public (explore possible
corporate partnerships, business support in
manufacturing the sign, solicit donations)

Pursue opportunities for school-community
involvement (i.e. cooperative project with a
community group, for example the Rotary Club;
involvement of community members in the school
to do presentations, for example; continue with,
and perhaps expand, opportunities for students to
perform community service tasks, similar to the
grade 12 Religion class service work at the
Westlock Continuing Care facility).
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School: 2471 St. Mary School

Outcome: The authority demonstrates leadership and continuous improvement.
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Comment on Results

This is a result in which we take pride. Inorder  to
continue to experience success, we will employ the
following strategies:

School improvement will remain a focus as we
implement curriculum changes, address issues
such as declining enrolment in rural areas, and
work with the positive school community in which
we reside.

Teachers will continue to prepare and implement
Professional Growth Plans, with some direction
from administration

Opportunities for group professional development
and collaborative planning, particularly in relatio
to our AISI Project, will be provided and
encouraged

Staff members will be provided professional
development opportunities to assist them in
dealing effectively with changes in curriculum and
pedagogy

n

Graph of Overall School Results (optional)

100 -
‘J——JJ*.\\ . )
80 | ——0—
< 60 -
5 40 -
(0]
T 20
0
2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
—e— Qverall
100 -
80 -
g 60 |
5 40 -
3
r 20
0 . . . . )
2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
—— Overall Parent
—aA— 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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School: 2471 St. Mary School

Outcome: The authority demonstrates leadership and continuous improvement. (continued)
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Comment on Results

While some inconsistency is apparent over
the past 5 years, we are satisfied that we have
shown a definite improvement, particularly
last year. We will strive to sustain this

positive result.

Graph of Overall School Results (optional)
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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: 2471 St. Mary School

|:| Goal Three: Success for First Nation, Metis and In  uit (FMNI) Students — Not Applicable at
St. Mary School

[] School Council Involvement _ — School Council was involved in the preparation of the Three Year
Education Plan in the spring of 2009. Their input, and the ideas and strategies included in that Three Year
Education Plan, has informed this report.

[ ] Aweb link to the school’s class size report on the jurisdiction’s website — see:
http://www.ecsrd.ca/documents/PublicFiles/Jurisdiction%20Report%20to%20post.pdf.

] Publication Information — see: www.smschool.ca
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