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School: 4102 David Thompson School

October 2010 Accountability Pillar Overall Summary

Measure Category

Goal Measure Category Evaluation Measure David Thompson School Alberta Measure Evaluation
Current Prev Year | Prev 3yr Current Prev Year | Prev 3 Yr .
Result Result Average Result Result Average achicvement TG ETEGE Gl
gg{ﬁ)s{;‘d Caring Acceptable Safe and Caring 84.5 81.0 82.2 87.6 86.9 85.4 Intermediate Maintained Acceptable
Program of Studies 40.9 39.2 419 80.5 80.3 79.4 Very Low Concern
Goal 1: High-quality ) )
leaming opportunities  [Student Learning Education Quality 79.5 73.6 80.6 89.2 89.3 88.4 Very Low Maintained Concern
(Opportunities Drop Out Rate 5.9 3.4 5.2 4.3 4.8 4.8 Intermediate Acceptable
High School . L
Student Learning PAT: Acceptable 40.2 74.4 74.4 79.1 78.3 77.2 Very Low S::)i(i;fligl:r(ujtl Concern
Achievement (Grades Concern 9 Yy
K-9) PAT: Excellence 34 111 11.9 194 18.3 18.2 Very Low Concern
Diploma: Acceptable 74.8 78.6 81.2 83.4 84.3 84.3
Diploma: Excellence 11.7 7.1 9.0 19.0 185 19.2
IStudent Learning -
. B . Diploma Exam
Goal 2: Excellence in  |Achievement (Grades nfa Participation Rate (4+ 495 48.7 435 53.5 53.3 53.6 Intermediate Maintained Acceptable
student learning 10-12) Exams)
outcomes Rutherford Scholarship
Eligibility Rate 54.9 55.9 58.5 56.9 57.3 56.7 Intermediate n/a n/a
Revised)
ransition Rate (6 yr) 49.3 58.4 56.8 59.8 59.2 58.7 Intermediate Maintained Acceptable
Preparation for Lifelong
Learning, World of ork Preparation 64.2 67.3 73.1 79.9 79.6 78.9 Very Low Concern
IWork, Citizenship
itizenship 73.9 66.4 69.2 81.4 80.3 78.3 Intermediate Acceptable
Goal 4: Highly Parental Involvement Concern Parental Involvement 66.6 66.8 61.6 80.0 80.1 78.6 Very Low Concern
responsive and
responsible education  [Continuous Concern chool Improvement 58.1 49.3 61.9 79.9 79.4 77.6 Very Low Concern

system

Improvement

Notes:

1. PAT results are a weighted average of the percent meeting standards (Acceptable, Excellence) on Provincial Achievement Tests. 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), Francgais (Grades 6, 9).

2. 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, Frangais 30-1, Pure Mathematics 30, Applied Mathematics 30, Biology 30, Science 30.

3. Overall evaluations can only be calculated if both improvement and achievement evaluations are available.

4. The subsequent pages include evaluations for each performance measure. If jurisdictions desire not to present this information for each performance measure in the subsequent pages, please include a
reference to this overall summary page for each performance measure.

5. 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: 4102 David Thompson School

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.

Measure Very Low High Very High
Safe and Caring 0.00 - 77.62 81.05 - 84.50 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 - 57.03 73.88-81.79  81.79 - 100.00
PAT: Acceptable 0.00 - 65.53 85.13-89.49 | 89.49 - 100.00
PAT: Excellence 0.00 - 9.19 17.99-22.45  22.45-100.00
Diploma: Acceptable 0.00 - 74.42 88.03-92.35 | 92.35-100.00
Diploma: Excellence 0.00 - 10.31 20.27 -23.77 | 23.77 - 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) [RROORRERE: 59.41 - 70.55 | 70.55 - 100.00
Transition Rate (6 yr) 0.00 - 39.80 56.15-68.34  68.34 - 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 78.50-82.30  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 lower
value, and less than the higher value. For the Very High evaluation level, values range from greater than the lower 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 lower value and less than or equal to the higher value. For the Very High evaluation
level, values range from 0% to less than or equal to the higher 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)
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 Acceptable

Improved Excellent ‘ 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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School: 4102 David Thompson School

Goal One: High Quality Learning Opportunities
Outcome:  Schools environments are safe and caring.

Results (in percentages) |Target? Evaluation Targets?

Performance Measure -
2006|2007|2008(2009|2010| 2010 (Achievement|mprovement| Overall 2011|2012 (2013

Percentage of teacher, parent
and student agreement that:
students are safe at school, are 83
learning the importance of caring (81.384.0 |81.6 {81.0|84.5 Intermediate | Maintained |Acceptable| 88 | 90 | 92
for others, are learning respect for
others and are treated fairly in
school.

Comment on Results

Our staff invested a large amount of time in working with our students in creating a safe and
caring environment. The changing demographics of our students and families (more
transient people, mixed family structures) are creating a greater need to both support our
students and to educate them in values and norms that are not a regular part of their lives
outside of school. Last year was spent assessing the situation and creating some ground
work and this year as per the strategies below we are moving ahead fully with very
responsive and proactive programs.

It is rewarding to see a modest increase in the results that surpassed our target and a
number that is a five year high in the first year of the implementation of several programs.
Other contributors to helping with results are the SRO program and the increased time for a
Family Wellness Worker. We also found that the Student Services Coordinator was
extremely supportive and offered direction in setting up our programs.

Strategies
-DTHS will develop, implement and track the Positive Behavior Supports Program to the
whole school by January of 2011.

-DTHS will continue to develop leadership/citizenship curriculum from grades 8-12
resulting in a grades 8-12 scope and sequence, a replicable curriculum, using
specific resources per grade by September 2013.

-DTHS will pilot a breakfast program, with monitoring, by November 1, 2010.

-Student wellness advisory team will continue to support students in a supportive and

team approach.
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School: 4102 David Thompson School

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.

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

—®— Overall

2006

2007

—®— Overall

—&— Student

2008

2009

Parent

Teacher

School Authority Province
2006 | 2007 |2008 | 2009 |2010 |2006 | 2007 |2008 |2009 |2010 |2006 |2007 |2008 | 2009 | 2010
Overall 81.3 | 84.0 | 816 | 81.0 | 845 | 80.4 | 785 | 82.8 | 83.8 | 83.2 | 844 | 842 | 851 | 86.9 | 87.6
Teacher 93.8 | 93.3 * 95.4 | 925 | 88.0 | 87.9 | 90.7 | 929 | 921 | 92.8 | 92.6 | 93.1 | 93.8 | 94.4
Parent 80.4 | 77.6 | 80.0 | 69.0 | 75.7 | 80.2 | 744 | 80.2 | 78.2 | 80.6 | 82.1 | 817 | 83.2 | 853 | 86.1
Student 69.7 | 81.0 | 83.3 | 786 | 852 | 73.0 | 73.3 | 775 | 80.4 | 76.8 | 784 | 785 | 79.1 | 817 | 822
Graph of Overall School Results (optional) Graph of Detailed School Results (optional)
100 100
g | &—O—eo —o—© e W
g S
£ 60 = %
s 2 40
2 40 T
o 20
20 o
0

2010

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: 4102 David Thompson School

Outcome:  The education system meets the needs of all K-12 students and supports our society
and the economy.

Results (in percentages) |Target Evaluation Targets

Performance Measure

2006|2007 {2008|2009|2010| 2010 |Achievement|mprovement| Overall 2011 |2012 (2013

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

46.2 |144.6 |41.8 |39.2|40.9| 50.0 Very Low Maintained [ y=l8l 67 | 70 | 73

health and physical education.
Percentage of teachers, parents and

students satisfied with the overall 79.9 185.7|82.5(73.679.5| 81 Very Low Maintained [ yd=l8l 81 | 84 | 87
quality of basic education.

Comment on Results
(an assessment of progress toward achieving the target)

Opportunity for students to receive a broad program of studies has always been a
challenge. We had a slight improvement from last years result but still need to provide
additional offerings. Last years attempts to improve the course offerings was limited to
distance education, several continuing programs and some individualized programs such as
bringing in computer animation instructors to supplement computer programs for a small
number of interested students.

Strategies

Increase student learning opportunities and experiences within existing and new

curricular, cocurricular and extracurricular programs.

*This goal is an individualized goal for staff. Staff were encouraged and challenged to
come up with something to improve offerings and experiences to students.

Examples of Increased Offerings for upcoming yeatr:

-To offer a Wilderness Studies and Leadership Program to eight grade 10 and 11
students throughout the year culminating in the May long weekend Marine
Biology/Seakayaking trip.

-Research and develop after school program to support students who are taking
distance education Spanish. Supports include, iPad purchase, local Spanish
speaking person offering tutoring at DT, support from Chinooks Edge outreach
program.

-Offer leadership and experiential field trips to grade 8 and 9 students in the fall and

spring.

Grade 8's-Rivers Edge Leadership and Team Building Camp in October/Twin Lakes

canoe-bike-science trip in June.

Grade 9's-Bike Trip from Jasper to Saskatchewan Crossing in late May early June
(looking for a leadership/team building trip for the Grade 9’s in the fall as well)

-Begin to develop Student Government

-Create an Arts and Culture club that meets weekly. It is student based and driven.
Activities might include: Inschool movie day, Dream Catcher and drum making, Red
Deer Theater Production, cultural food experiences.
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School: 4102 David Thompson School

-Increasing opportunities within school and outside for Sports Performance class.
-Develop Arts and Culture class that operates outside of regular school hours. Will
possibly include Drama or Music 10 and trips to performances in major centres.

Page 7




School: 4102 David Thompson School

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
2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 |2010 | 2006 | 2007 |2008 |2009 |2010 |2006 |2007 |2008 | 2009 | 2010
Overall 46.2 | 446 | 418 | 39.2 | 409 | 71.8 | 684 | 734 | 745 | 719 | 781 | 785 | 79.4 | 80.3 | 80.5
Teacher 56.4 | 54.2 * 48.1 | 46.0 | 779 | 76.3 | 82.0 | 80.9 | 79.0 | 85.2 | 857 | 86.4 | 86.8 | 87.7
Parent 50.7 | 51.6 | 39.8 | 31.9 | 39.7 | 724 | 68.0 | 70.3 | 69.9 | 69.6 | 76.6 | 76.9 | 77.6 | 78.7 | 78.0
Student 314 | 279 | 439 | 37.7 | 371 | 651 | 609 | 67.9 | 728 | 67.1 | 726 | 729 | 741 | 753 | 75.9
Graph of Overall School Result (optional) Graph of Detailed School Results (optional)
100 100
g S
£ 60 = 9
= A 20 O—o——
2 40 .\.\.\0———0 o W
o 20
20 o
0

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

—®— Overall

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

—®— Qverall Parent

—&— Student Teacher

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

Measure Details

Percentage of teachers, parents and students satisfied with the overall quality of basic education.

School Authority Province
2006 | 2007 | 2008 |2009 | 2010 |2006 |2007 |2008 (2009 |2010 |2006 |2007 |2008 | 2009 | 2010
Overall 79.9 | 857 | 825 | 73.6 | 795 | 865 | 844 | 87.1 | 874 | 86.2 | 87.7 | 87.6 | 88.2 | 89.3 | 89.2
Teacher 95.0 | 97.2 * 87.2 | 83.3 | 926 | 92.8 | 959 | 94.8 | 951 | 94.8 | 94.7 | 949 | 953 | 95.6
Parent 78.0 | 82.8 | 80.6 | 51.4 | 66.7 | 822 | 77.0 | 79.9 | 78.7 | 789 | 816 | 818 | 83.0 | 84.4 | 839
Student 66.7 | 77.1 | 845 | 82.1 | 884 | 848 | 83.3 | 854 | 889 | 845 | 86.6 | 86.4 | 86.6 | 883 | 88.2
Graph of Overall School Result (optional) Graph of Detailed School Results (optional)
100 100
n —A
80 ./'\0\./. e W
< g
£ 60 s %
E 2 a0
5 40 i
x 20
20 0
0

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

—®— Overall

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

—®— Qverall Parent

—4&— 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: 4102 David Thompson School

Outcome:  Children and youth with at risk factors have their needs addressed through timely and
effective programs and supports.

Results (in

Target Evaluation Targets
Performance Measure percentages)

2005[2006[200720082009| 2010 |Achievementmprovement| Overall [2011 (2012 {2013

Drop Out Rate - annual dropout rate

of students aged 14 to 18 41 |6.7 |54 |34 |59 3 Intermediate | Maintained |Acceptable | 3 3 3

Comment on Results
(an assessment of progress toward achieving the target)

A strong Career Program combined with an intervention team have allowed us to work
effectively with at risk students.

Strategies

--Implementation of Student Wellness Awareness Team (SWAT) Four member team

that works closely with identified and at risk students (academic, behavioural,

emotional) Team intervenes and plans programs or connects students with appropriate

resources

--Continued focus on Career Planning process. Every student from grade 8 to 12 will

receive individual Career Counseling.

-Health 8/9, CTS 10, CALM 20 and mandatory Career classes in grade 12 will ensure

proper sequence of career counseling and emphasis at different stages of students

school career

-Increase exposure of students to post secondary opportunities through post secondary

forums and school visitations

-Make students aware from grade 8 that a career is everything that they have
experienced throughout their lives (emphasized in above courses) and it is a
dynamic process

Measure Details

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

School Authority Province
2005 | 2006 |2007 |2008 |[2009 |2005 |2006 |2007 |2008 |2009 |2005 |2006 |2007 | 2008 | 2009
Drop Out Rate 4.1 6.7 5.4 3.4 59 55 5.8 6.4 5.0 6.0 5.0 4.7 5.0 4.8 4.3
Returning Rate 249 | 159 9.4 11.2 0.0 16.3 | 10.5 | 10.6 | 13.8 | 17.6 | 21.3 | 21.2 | 21.3 | 19.8 | 235
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School: 4102 David Thompson School

100

80
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Results(%)

20

Graph of School Result (optional)
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Results(%)
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Graph of School Result (optional)

2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

—®— 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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School: 4102 David Thompson School

Outcome:  High school completion rates are showing continual improvement.

Results (in Percentages) |Target Evaluation Targets
Performance Measure

2005|2006|2007 [2008|2009( 2010 [Achievementimprovement/Overall2011 |2012 (2013

High School Completion Rate —
percentages of students who
completed high school within three
years of entering Grade 10.

67.8 169.7|79.7 |65.5|76.1| 69 Maintained 78 | 80 | 82

Comment on Results
(an assessment of progress toward achieving the target)

Strategies

-Continued focus on Career Planning process. Every student from grade 8 to 12 will receive individual Career Counseling.

-Health 8/9, CTS 10, CALM 20 and mandatory Career classes in grade 12 will ensure proper sequence of career counseling and

emphasis at different stages of students school career

-Increase exposure of students to post secondary opportunities through post secondary forums and school visitations

-Make students aware from grade 8 that a career is everything that they have experienced throughout their lives (emphasized in
above courses) and it is a dynamic process

-Improving teaching and learning

Measure Details

High School Completion Rate — percentages of students who completed high school within three, four and five years of entering
Grade 10.

School Authority Province

2005 | 2006 |2007 |2008 |2009 |2005 |2006 |2007 |2008 |2009 |2005 |2006 |2007 |2008 | 2009

3 Year Completion 67.8 | 69.7 | 79.7 | 655 | 76.1 | 71.9 | 71.5 | 71.3 | 70.2 | 73.3 | 70.7 | 70.6 | 71.1 | 70.8 | 71.5

4 Year Completion 843 | 71.2 | 73.7 | 824 |73.1 | 769 | 774 |76.4 | 752 |752 | 750 |76.1 | 76.1 | 76.3 | 76.1

5 Year Completion 846 | 843 |73.8 | 775 | 846 | 781|786 |79.3 | 785 |77.8 | 770 781 |78.9 |78.7 |79.0

Graph of School Result (optional) Graph of School Result (optional)
100 100
80 ._—_./.\./. 80 .\._’_./.\.
E’ 60 E/ 60
5 5
3 40 g 40
a4 o
20 20
0 0
2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
—®— 3 Year Completion —®— 4 Year Completion
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School: 4102 David Thompson School

Graph of School Result (optional)

100

60 r—o\./_./o

60

40

Results(%)

20

2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

—®— 5 Year Completion

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

Also report targets and results for all local school/authority measures related to Goal 1 (minimum one year of results —
authorities are encouraged to provide multi-year results for trend analysis).
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School: 4102 David Thompson School

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

Results (in percentages) |Target Evaluation Targets

Performance Measure

2006 (2007|2008|2009(2010| 2010 |Achievement[mprovement| Overall 2011 {2012 (2013

Overall percentage of students in
Grades 3, 6 and 9 who achle_veq the 86.0176.3172.5[74.4 |a02| 75 Very Low _De_c_llned

acceptable standard on provincial Significantly
achievement tests.

Concern & 80 85

Overall percentage of students in
Grades 3, 6 and 9 who achieved the
standard of excellence on provincial
achievement tests.

11.0|12.9|11.6 |11.1| 3.4 10 Very Low (Ol 11 | 12 | 13

Overall percentage of students who

achieved the acceptable standard on |90.0 [82.5|82.6 {78.6 |74.8| 80 Maintained 82 | 83 | 84
diploma examinations.

Overall percentage of students who

achieved the standard of excellence |15.7|8.2 |11.6| 7.1 |11.7| 13 Maintained 14 | 15 | 16
on diploma examinations.

Results (in percentages) |Target Evaluation Targets

Performance Measure -
2005(2006|2007|2008(2009| 2010 |Achievement[mprovement| Overall 011 (2012|2013

Percentage of students writing
four or more diploma exams within {49.3|38.5|43.248.7 [49.5| 50 |Intermediate | Maintained |Acceptable| 52 | 54 | 56
three years of entering Grade 10.

Percentage of Grade 12 students
eligible for a Rutherford 66.7 |61.9 |57.8 |55.9(54.9| 60 |Intermediate n/a n/a 60 | 61 | 62
Scholarship.

Comment on Results (OPTIONAL)
(an assessment of progress toward achieving the target)

PAT results dropped for acceptable standards by 34 percent and excellence by 7.7 percent.
It is a difficult situation to explain. The same teachers, teaching mostly the same curriculum
(math was piloted) with improved teaching and student learning as per our goals for last
year resulted in far lower achievement. The only variable is the students. In our small
sampling data can be mercurial. The 2010 grade 9 class presented many social and
behavioral problems for our school.

Strategies

-To continue to provide professional development opportunities, coaching and
preparation time for staff to further learn about and implement SmartLearning and
Galileo in their teaching.

-Provide collaborative opportunities for staff to investigate cross curricular opportunities
internally using both school based and collaborative PD days a minimum of five times in
2010-11.

-Provide additional focused time for teachers to develop their new teaching skills with a
minimum of 50% of the time during a school based PD day allocated for this.

-Provide opportunities and PD for staff to continue to develop exemplary teaching skills
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School: 4102 David Thompson School

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

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

Graph of Overall Provincial Achievement Test Results (optional)

100
80

Results(%)

2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

—®— Acceptable Standard %

Standard of Excellence %
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School: 4102 David Thompson School

PAT Results Course By Course Summary By Enrolled With Measure Evaluation

David Thompson School Alberta
. Prev 3 Yr Prev 3 Yr
Achievement (Improvement |Overall 2010 evs 2010 evs
Avg Av
Course Measure N % N % N % N %
Declined
English Language Acceptable Standard Very Low Significantly Concern ¥ 36.4 42 70.9 (43,651 | 79.3 (44,250 | 77.6
S © IStandard of Excellence Very Low ‘ Maintained Concern (¥} 45 42 7.7 |43,651(15.0 (44,250 | 14.8
Acceptable Standard [ERVARTY LS 13 | 422 | 42 | 78.0 |43,372 | 73.6 44,075 | 70.4
Science 9 Significantly
Standard of Excellence [IRVSARN AL 13 | 23 | 42 | 161 [43372|17.7 |44075]|145
Significantly

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.

Evaluations for Mathematics (Grades 3, 6, 9) and Social Studies (Grades 6, 9) are not calculated due to the changes in the tests.
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School: 4102 David Thompson School

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 Very Low
0.00 - 72.53
0.00 - 6.06
0.00 - 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
0.00 - 67.59
0.00 - 1.67
0.00 - 50.57
0.00 - 3.39

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
11.81-15.85

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
15.85 - 100.00

Acceptable Standard

English Language Arts 3
Standard of Excellence

Acceptable Standard

English Language Arts 6
Standard of Excellence

Acceptable Standard

French Language Arts 6
Standard of Excellence

Acceptable Standard

Science 6
Standard of Excellence

Acceptable Standard

English Language Arts 9
Standard of Excellence

Acceptable Standard

French Language Arts 9
Standard of Excellence

Acceptable Standard

Science 9
Standard of Excellence

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 the lower value to 100%.

Too few jurisdictions offer Francais (Grades 6, 9) for an Achievement Evaluation to be calculated. However, the results from Francais
(Grades 6, 9) are included in the aggregation of all PAT courses.

Evaluations for Mathematics (Grades 3, 6, 9) and Social Studies (Grades 6, 9) are not calculated due to the changes 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 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

Maintained

Improved
Improved Significantly

Overall Evaluation Table

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)

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

Declined Significantly

Acceptable

Very High Intermediate Very Low
Improved Significantly Excellent Good Good Good Acceptable
Improved Excellent Good Good
Maintained Excellent Good Concern
Declined Good Concern

Concern Concern
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School: 4102 David Thompson School

Performance Measure Results (in percentages) Target
g?;tci'ceigz;t’ioﬁn;r?(tje;in provincial achievement tests (PATSs) for 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 2010
School 94.0 | 87.2 | 94.3 91.1 81.8 95
English Language Arts 9 Authority 86.7 | 86.4 | 90.9 86.5 89.9
Province 87.7 | 879 | 877 89.7 89.8
School 94.0 | 93.5 | 100.0 | 93.3 n/a 95
Mathematics 9 Authority 89.1 |87.4 | 90.6 87.9 91.0
Province 87.3 |88.0 | 88.0 89.8 86.8
School 94.0 | 93.5 | 100.0 | 93.3 81.4 95
Science 9 Authority | 889 | 87.6 | 92.1 88.3 89.3
Province 88.1 |88.8 | 89.0 90.5 90.4
School n/a n/a n/a n/a 81.8 95
Social Studies 9 Authority n/a n/a n/a n/a 89.9
Province n/a n/a n/a n/a 90.2
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School: 4102 David Thompson School

Measure Details

Diploma Exam Course by Course Results by Students Writing

Results (in percentages) Target
2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2010
A E A E A E A E A E A E
School 91.7 |33.3 | 87.0 43 909 | 0.0 85.2 3.7 85.7 4.8
English Lang Arts 30-1 Authority 86.1 | 105 | 87.2 |15.1 |91.3 |11.2 | 84.3 5.6 85.3 55
Province 88.0 |193 | 87.7 |19.0 [ 87.1 | 155 | 86.1 |12.3 | 851 | 10.1
School 90.5 4.8 84.2 0.0 | 88.9 | 16.7 | 100.0 | 45 94.4 5.6
English Lang Arts 30-2 Authority 83.8 3.1 92.8 39 (909 | 9.7 91.8 6.0 91.0 8.0
Province 86.1 8.1 88.7 9.7 | 889 | 88 88.2 8.5 88.8 9.8
School 100.0 | 25.0 | 929 | 143 [ 84.6 | 30.8 | 73.7 |21.1 | 73.3 | 20.0
Pure Mathematics 30 Authority 67.4 8.0 67.1 | 158 | 745|221 | 711 |133 | 785 | 121
Province 828 |265 | 811 | 246 (813|258 | 821 |26.3| 829 |29.7
School 83.3 0.0 76.2 95 (727 | 0.0 77.3 0.0 739 | 174
Applied Mathematics 30 Authority 63.5 2.7 67.7 6.1 | 544 | 29 79.8 8.4 76.1 | 11.0
Province 775 | 118 | 776 |12.1 |76.4 |10.7 | 794 | 135 | 77.3 | 126
School 75.0 | 250 | 889 |11.1 | 733 | 6.7 90.5 | 28.6 n/a n/a
Social Studies 30 Authority 743 |13.7 | 76.6 | 14.1 |81.7 | 124 | 88.8 | 25.0 * *
Province 855 (239 | 86.1 | 246 (847 | 215 | 842 | 214 | 678 | 104
School n/a n/a n/a nfa | nla | nla n/a n/a | 100.0 | 37.5
Social Studies 30-1 Authority n/a n/a n/a nfa | nla | nla n/a n/a 83.9 9.5
Province n/a n/a n/a nfa | nla | nla n/a n/a 845 | 16.1
School 91.7 4.2 76.2 | 19.0 | 88.2 | 59 96.2 | 23.1 n/a n/a
Social Studies 33 Authority 844 |11.3 | 87.8 | 199 | 88.6 | 146 | 858 | 19.6 | 76.9 7.7
Province 835 (190 | 848 |19.6 | 853|189 | 856 |20.2 | 764 | 115
School n/a n/a n/a nfa | nla | nla n/a n/a | 100.0 | 12.5
Social Studies 30-2 Authority n/a n/a n/a nfa | nla | nla n/a n/a 81.7 | 109
Province n/a n/a n/a nfa | nfa | nla n/a n/a 85.0 | 13.7
School 88.2 | 235 | 73.7 |105 | 750 | 6.3 57.1 9.5 53.8 | 115
Biology 30 Authority 756 | 205 | 793 [21.3|76.2|156 | 735 |159 | 794 | 225
Province 814 |26.4 | 835 |274 (823|263 | 830 |266 | 814 |281
School 81.8 |36.4 | 100.0 | 28.6 | 81.8 | 27.3 n/a n/a n/a n/a
Chemistry 30 Old Authority 87.0 [ 26.0 | 94.0 | 34.6 | 84.6 | 33.3 * * n/a n/a
Province 884 (371 | 893 |379 (89.2|39.2 | 776 |195| 875 |375
School n/a n/a n/a nfa | nfa | nla 529 | 17.6 | 73.3 | 20.0
Chemistry 30 Authority n/a n/a n/a nfa | nla | nla 67.8 | 21.2 | 80.9 | 27.0
Province n/a n/a n/a nfa | nfa | nla 76.3 | 27.7 | 79.0 | 29.9
School 88.9 |22.2 n/a n/a | 62.5 | 0.0 n/a n/a n/a n/a
Physics 30 Old Authority 68.7 8.1 72.7 |18.2 | 75.3 | 16.4 * * n/a n/a
Province 844 |30.0| 861 |29.3 (857|320 | 744 |256 | 750 | 250
School n/a n/a n/a nfa | nla | nla 72.7 9.1 54.5 9.1
Physics 30 Authority n/a n/a n/a nfa | nla | nla 63.2 8.8 725 | 11.3
Province n/a n/a n/a nfa | nfa | nla 79.3 | 231 | 739 | 20.3
School n/a n/a * * n/a | nla * * n/a n/a
Science 30 Authority 818 | 205 | 88.0 | 36.0 |66.7 | 4.2 68.1 6.4 60.0 | 26.7
Province 828 |17.3 | 87.1 |18.0 [ 88.6 | 21.6 | 86.0 | 20.9 | 80.1 | 228

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

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

excellence.
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School: 4102 David Thompson School

Graph of Diploma Examination Results — Overall (optional)
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School: 4102 David Thompson School

Diploma Examination Results by Course
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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: 4102 David Thompson School

Diploma Examination Results by Course
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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: 4102 David Thompson School

Diploma Examination Results by Course
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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: 4102 David Thompson School

Diploma Exam Results Course By Course Summary With Measure Evaluation

David Thompson School Alberta
. Prev 3 Yr Prev 3 Yr
Achievement [Improvement | Overall 2010 evs 2010 evs
Avg Av
Course Measure N % N % N % N %
English Lang Arts | Acceptable Standard 21 | 857 | 20 |87.7 |29,151|85.1 (28,157 |87.0
30-1 Standard of Excellence [RYESAR ‘ Concern‘ 21 | 48 | 20 | 2.7 [29,15110.1 |28,157 |15.6
English Lang Arts Acceptable Standard High Good 18 94.4 20 91.0 (14,314 | 88.8 [13,150 | 88.6
30-2 IStandard of Excellence| Intermediate Maintained  |Acceptable| 18 5.6 20 7.1 |14,314|9.8 |13,150| 9.0
French Lang Arts Acceptable Standard n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a nla | 1,324 |93.7 | 1,224 |95.2
30-1 IStandard of Excellence n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a nla | 1,324 (16.3 | 1,224 |22.1
Acceptable Standard n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a 154 |94.2 | 135 |96.8
Francais 30-1

[Standard of Excellence n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a 154 |[15.6 135 | 27.7
Pure Mathematics Acceptable Standard Maintained 15 73.3 15 83.7 (22,917 | 82.9 (22,411 |81.5
30 IStandard of Excellence| Intermediate cceptable 15 20.0 15 22.0 |22,917 |29.7 |22,411 | 25.6
Applied Acceptable Standard Maintained 23 73.9 18 75.4 (10,639 | 77.3 (10,191 | 77.8
Mathematics 30 iStandard of Excellence High Improved Good ‘ 23 |17.4 | 18 | 3.2 |10,639|12.6 {10,191 |12.1
Acceptable Standard Very Low Concern 26 53.8 19 68.6 (22,345 |81.4 (20,946 | 82.9

Biology 30
IStandard of Excellence Very Low ‘ Concern ‘ 26 11.5 19 8.8 |22,345|28.1 (20,946 | 26.8
Acceptable Standard n/a Improved n/a 15 73.3 17 52.9 (18,933 |79.0 (17,370 | 76.3

Chemistry 30

IStandard of Excellence n/a Maintained n/a 15 20.0 17 17.6 (18,933 (29.9 |17,370 | 27.7
Acceptable Standard n/a Maintained n/a 11 545 11 72.7 (10,360 | 73.9 (10,072 | 79.3

Physics 30
IStandard of Excellence n/a Maintained n/a 11 9.1 11 9.1 |10,360|20.3 [10,072 | 23.1
Acceptable Standard n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a | 4,941 | 80.1 | 4,004 |87.3

Science 30
IStandard of Excellence n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a nla | 4,941 (22.8 | 4,004 |20.2

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 30-1 for an Achievement Evaluation to be calculated. However, the results from Francais 30-1 are included in the
aggregation of all Diploma courses.

Achievement Evaluations for Physics 30 and Chemistry 30 are not calculated due to the changes in the examinations in 2009. Evaluations for Social
Studies (30, 33, 30-1, 30-2) are not calculated due to the changes in the examinations in 2010.
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School: 4102 David Thompson School

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 Very Low Intermediate High Very High

) Acceptable Standard 0.00 - 83.76 92.02 - 95.13 95.13 - 100.00 100.00 - 100.00
English Lang Arts 30-1
Standard of Excellence [EMeNe[oRN:W-» 13.46 - 20.88 20.88 - 27.39 27.39 - 100.00
) Acceptable Standard 0.00 - 70.83 82.43 - 90.72 90.72 - 96.00 96.00 - 100.00
English Lang Arts 30-2
Standard of Excellence [ o[0ENeX0[o] 3.13-8.65 8.65-11.61 11.61 - 100.00
Acceptable Standard 0.00 - 77.27 93.33 - 100.00 [EKe[oNolo}e o]0 N0[0] 100.00 - 100.00
French Lang Arts 30-1
Standard of Excellence [EeNe[oRNoX0[o} 5.49 - 19.84 19.84 - 28.00 28.00 - 100.00
Acceptable Standard 0.00 - 54.07 76.74 - 86.06 86.06 - 92.18 92.18 - 100.00
Pure Mathematics 30
Standard of Excellence [EoNe[oRGHL 18.46 - 29.38 29.38 - 34.62 34.62 - 100.00
) ) Acceptable Standard 0.00 - 73.06 80.94 - 90.03 90.03 - 91.69 91.69 - 100.00
Applied Mathematics 30
Standard of Excellence [ I0EWR:Y4 10.29 - 16.08 16.08 - 23.77 23.77 - 100.00
Biol 0 Acceptable Standard 0.00 - 67.51 78.03 - 85.82 85.82 - 89.41 89.41 - 100.00
iolo ese T I ——
i Standard of Excellence [oNo[oRs Ak} 19.00 - 25.60 25.60 - 30.05 30.05 - 100.00
sci 20 Acceptable Standard 0.00 - 76.11 83.33-91.76 91.76 - 97.14 97.14 - 100.00
cience
Standard of Excellence [EMoNe[oRGH¢}:} 11.36 - 21.80 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 lower value, and less than the higher value. For the
Very High category, values range from greater than the lower value to 100%.

Too few jurisdictions offer Frangais 30-1 for an Achievement Evaluation to be calculated. However, the results from Frangais 30-1 are
included in the aggregation of all Diploma courses.

Achievement Evaluations for Physics 30 and Chemistry 30 are not calculated due to the changes in the examinations in 2009. Evaluations
for Social Studies (30, 33, 30-1, 30-2) are not calculated due to the changes in the examinations 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 3.84 + (current < previous 3-year average)
1.00 - 3.83 (current < previous 3-year average)
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
Very High Intermediate Very Low
Improved Significantly Excellent Good Good Good Acceptable
Improved Excellent Good Good
Maintained Excellent Good Concern

Declined Good Acceptable Concern

Declined Significantly Acceptable Concern Concern
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School: 4102 David Thompson School

Measure

Details

Diploma examination participation rate: Percentage of students writing 0 to 6 or more Diploma Examinations by the end of their 3rd

year of high school (optional)

School Province

2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
% Writing 0 Exams 13.0 8.6 13.6 22.1 15.1 18.1 17.8 18.0 18.4 18.0
% Writing 1+ Exams 87.0 91.4 86.4 77.9 84.9 81.9 82.2 82.0 81.6 82.0
% Writing 2+ Exams 84.1 79.4 82.1 77.9 83.1 78.3 78.5 78.6 78.0 78.7
% Writing 3+ Exams 60.9 52.9 67.0 60.9 67.2 65.6 65.6 65.6 64.9 65.2
% Writing 4+ Exams 49.3 38.5 43.2 48.7 49.5 53.5 53.7 53.6 53.3 53.5
% Writing 5+ Exams 26.1 19.2 23.8 34.1 23.0 34.5 34.6 34.7 34.3 34.7
% Writing 6+ Exams 17.4 9.6 10.8 9.7 14.1 12.8 13.0 13.2 12.7 12.9

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

of high school, by course and subject

(optional)
School Province

2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009
English 30/30-1 314 | 31.0 | 426 | 28.6 | 474 | 544 | 547 | 545 | 53.8 | 54.0
English 33/30-2 51.4 | 50.0 | 38.3 | 47.6 | 35.1 | 23.7 | 235 | 23.6 | 24.0 | 245
Total of 1 or more English Diploma Exams 829 | 810 | 809 | 76.2 | 825 | 76,9 | 77.1 | 77.0 | 76.7 | 77.1
Social 30 28.6 | 33.3 | 319 | 357 | 36.8 | 49.1 | 495 | 49.3 | 48.1 | 48.1
Social 33 543 | 54.8 | 53.2 | 40.5 | 456 | 29.1 | 28.8 | 28.8 | 29.5 | 30.1
Total of 1 or more Social Diploma Exams 829 | 881 | 8.1 | 762 | 825 | 770 | 77.2 | 77.2 | 76.7 | 77.4
Math 30/Pure 257 | 19.0 | 27.7 | 357 | 28.1 | 41.1 | 419 | 41.7 | 41.1 | 40.8
Math 33/Applied 40.0 | 28.6 | 426 | 26.2 | 36.8 | 19.9 | 195 | 195 | 19.1 | 19.7
Total of 1 or more Math Diploma Exams 60.0 | 45.2 | 66.0 | 59.5 | 64.9 | 60.4 | 60.7 | 60.7 | 59.7 | 59.9
Biology 30 429 | 38.1 | 36.2 | 452 | 351 | 39.4 | 39.6 | 39.8 | 39.1 | 39.8
Chemistry 30 314 | 23.8 | 298 | 26.2 | 149 | 344 | 342 | 343 | 345 | 17.3
Physics 30 20.0 | 119 | 10.6 | 19.0 7.9 21.6 | 21.6 | 21.5 | 20.4 | 10.0
Science 30 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 8.8 7.0 7.0 7.0 7.4 8.2
Total of 1 or more Science Diploma Exams 51.4 | 429 | 42.6 | 476 | 52.6 | 56.6 | 56.7 | 56.5 | 56.1 | 56.1
Frangais 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 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.4 2.7 2.7 2.7 2.7
Total of 1 or more French Diploma Exams 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.6 2.9 2.9 2.9 2.9
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School: 4102 David Thompson School

Measure Details

Rutherford eligibility rate (optional)

Reporting Grade 10 Rutherford Grade 11 Rutherford Grade 12 Rutherford Overall

School Total Number of | Percent of | Number of | Percent of | Number of | Percent of | Number of | Percent of

vear |Students| stydents | Students | Students | Students | Students | Students Students | Students
Eligible Eligible Eligible Eligible Eligible Eligible Eligible Eligible

2005 33 20 60.6 16 48.5 9 27.3 22 66.7
2006 42 23 54.8 20 47.6 7 16.7 26 61.9
2007 45 22 48.9 19 42.2 11 24.4 26 57.8
2008 34 18 52.9 14 41.2 14.7 19 55.9
2009 51 25 49.0 20 39.2 13.7 28 54.9
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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: 4102 David Thompson School

Outcome: Students are well prepared for lifelong learning.

Target Evaluation Targets
Performance Measures 2005 | 2006 | 2007 (2008 2009 -

2010 |Achievement Improvement | Overall [2011 {2012 |2013
High school to post-secondary
transition rate within six years |65.0 [53.2 |58.9 |58.4 |49.3 69 Intermediate | Maintained |[Acceptable| 50 | 53 57
of entering Grade 10.

Comment on Results (OPTIONAL)
(an assessment of progress toward achieving the target)

Strategies

-Continued focus on Career Planning process. Every student from grade 8 to 12 will receive individual Career Counseling.
-Health 8/9, CTS 10, CALM 20 and mandatory Career classes in grade 12 will ensure proper sequence of career counseling and
emphasis at different stages of students school career
-Increase exposure of students to post secondary opportunities through post secondary forums and school visitations
-Make students aware from grade 8 that a career is everything that they have experienced throughout their lives (emphasized in
above courses) and it is a dynamic process

Measure Details

High school to post-secondary transition rate

School Authority Province
2005 | 2006 |2007 (2008 |2009 |2005 |2006 |2007 |2008 |2009 |2005 |2006 |2007 | 2008 | 2009
6 year rate 65.0 | 53.2 | 58.9 | 58.4 | 49.3 | 48.6 | 49.2 | 52.2 | 55.0 | 47.8 | 56.6 | 58.1 | 58.8 | 59.2 | 59.8
4 year rate 452 | 405 | 30.1 | 385 | 321 | 324 | 327 | 285 | 306 | 287 |356 | 377 | 387 |389 (375
Graph of School Result (optional) Graph of School Result (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: 4102 David Thompson School

Outcome: Students are well prepared for employment.

Results (in percentages) |Target Evaluation Targets

Performance Measure

2006|2007 {2008|2009|2010| 2010 ([Achievement|mprovement| Overall 2011 |2012 (2013

Percentages of teachers and parents
who agree that students are taught
attitudes and behaviours that will 80.085.3 (66.7 |67.3|64.2| 73 Very Low Maintained [ y=l8l 75 | 80 | 85
make them successful at work when
they finish school.

Comment on Results (OPTIONAL)
(an assessment of progress toward achieving the target)

Strategies

-Continued focus on Career Planning process. Every student from grade 8 to f2 will receive individual Career Counseling.
-Health 8/9, CTS 10, CALM 20 and mandatory Career classes in grade 12 will ensure proper sequence of career counseling and
emphasis at different stages of students school career and be aware of what is required of 21> Century workers

-Make students aware from grade 8 that a career is everything that they have experienced throughout their lives (emphasized in
above courses) and it is a dynamic process

-Ensure continued high rate of work experience opportunities to teach 21* Century working skills and needs of employers

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
2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 |2006 | 2007 |2008 |2009 (2010 |2006 |2007 |2008 | 2009 | 2010
Overall 80.0 | 853 | 66.7 | 673 | 642 | 725 | 71.5 | 76.8 | 76.2 | 729 | 77.0 | 77.1 | 80.1 | 79.6 | 79.9
Teacher 90.0 | 100.0 * 846 | 75.0 | 84.0 | 84.2 | 89.2 | 91.0 | 90.0 | 89.4 | 89.2 | 89.3 | 88.9 | 90.0
Parent 70.0 | 70.6 | 66.7 | 50.0 | 53.3 | 61.0 | 58.7 | 643 | 61.5 | 559 | 64.6 | 651 | 70.9 | 70.2 | 69.8
Graph of Overall School Results (optional) Graph of Detailed 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: 4102 David Thompson School

Outcome: Students model the characteristics of active citizenship.

Results (in percentages) |Target Evaluation Targets

Performance Measure -

2006|2007|2008(2009|2010| 2010 |Achievement|mprovement| Overall [2011 2012|2013
Percentages of teachers, parents
and students who are satisfied
that students model the 74.4|77.7 |63.6 |66.4|73.9| 72 |Intermediate | Maintained |Acceptable| 74 | 76 | 78
characteristics of active
citizenship.

Comment on Results
(an assessment of progress in relation to past performance)

curriculum that occurred in grades 8-12.

Again with changing demographics of families in our community it apparent that the school needs to take additional responsibilities in creating
in students a strong sense of civic duty within the school and community. The increase of 7.5 % would reflect the implementation of citizenship

Strategies

per grade by September 2013.

DTHS will develop leadership/citizenship curriculum from grades 8-12 resulting in a
grades 8-12 scope and sequence and a replicable curriculum, using specific resources

Measure Details

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

School Authority Province
2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 |2010 |2006 | 2007 |2008 (2009 |2010 |2006 |2007 |2008 | 2009 | 2010
Overall 744 | 77.7 | 636 | 66.4 | 73.9 | 69.7 | 685 | 720 | 751 | 751 | 76.8 | 76.6 | 77.9 | 80.3 | 81.4
Teacher 95.8 | 96.7 * 87.7 | 90.0 | 81.0 | 81.3 | 84.0 | 88.6 | 91.4 | 90.3 | 89.9 | 90.6 | 91.8 | 93.0
Parent 729 | 675 | 61.7 | 483 | 65.8 | 66,5 | 63.2 | 656 | 66.6 | 684 | 724 | 726 | 747 | 774 | 785
Student 545 | 688 | 65.6 | 63.2 | 66.0 | 61.7 | 61.1 | 66.3 | 70.0 | 65.4 | 675 | 67.1 | 685 | 71.8 | 72.7
Graph of Overall School Results (optional) Graph of Detailed School Results (optional)
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School: 4102 David Thompson School

Goal Four: Highly Responsive and Responsible Jurisdiction
Outcome:  The jurisdiction demonstrates effective working relationships.

Results (in percentages) |Target Evaluation Targets
Performance Measure

2006 (2007|2008|2009(2010| 2010 |Achievement[mprovement| Overall 2011 {2012 (2013

Percentage of teachers and parents
satisfied with parental involvement in
decisions about their child's
education.

79.8 |73.7 |44.3 |66.8 |66.6 | 75 Very Low Maintained [ yd=l8l 75 | 80 | 85

Comment on Results
(an assessment of progress toward achieving the target)

Strategies

-Continued attempts to encourage parental involvement in School Council via direct callouts with one personal invite per parent over

the course of the year

-Improved communication home by creating First Class email lists of parents so as to send home regular pdf newsletters, daily
and/or weekly updates of school events/successes

Measure Details

Percentage of teachers and parents satisfied with parental involvement in decisions about their child's education.

School Authority Province
2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 |2010 | 2006 | 2007 |2008 |2009 |2010 |2006 |2007 |2008 | 2009 | 2010
Overall 79.8 | 73.7 | 443 | 66.8 | 66.6 | 77.8 | 75.2 | 80.0 | 79.4 | 76.8 | 779 | 775 | 782 | 80.1 | 80.0
Teacher 82.0 | 89.7 * 96.9 | 69.2 | 849 | 86.1 | 90.1 | 90.0 | 88.6 | 87.6 | 87.1 | 87.5 | 88.0 | 88.6
Parent 776 | 57.6 | 443 | 36.7 | 64.0 | 70.7 | 643 | 69.9 | 688 | 650 | 68.1 | 679 | 69.0 | 72.2 | 71.3
Graph of Overall School Results (optional) Graph of Detailed School Results (optional)
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Outcome: The jurisdiction demonstrates leadership, innovation and continuous improvement.

Results (in percentages) |Target Evaluation Targets
2006|2007 |2008|2009/|2010| 2010 2011 (2012 (2013

Performance Measure

Achievement|mprovement| Overall

Percentages of teachers, parents
and students indicating that their
school and schools in their 66.5|70.4 |66.0 [49.358.1| 66 Very Low Maintained [ a=l8l 70 | 73 | 77
jurisdiction have improved or stayed
the same the last three years.

Comment on Results (OPTIONAL)
(an assessment of progress toward achieving the target)

Significant improvement over previous year and a move closer to 5 year average.
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School: 4102 David Thompson School

Strategies

-Continued attempts to encourage parental involvement in School Council

-Improved communication home by creating First Class email lists of parents so as to send home regular pdf newsletters, daily
and/or weekly updates of school events/successes

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
2006 | 2007 | 2008 |2009 |2010 |2006 |2007 |2008 | 2009 |2010 |2006 |2007 |2008 | 2009 | 2010
Overall 66.5 | 70.4 | 66.0 | 49.3 | 58.1 | 740 | 67.0 | 752 | 79.0 | 765 | 76.8 | 76.3 | 77.0 | 79.4 | 79.9
Teacher 90.0 | 66.7 * 69.2 | 50.0 | 75.0 | 62.1 | 73.6 | 832 | 77.2 | 755 | 745 | 756 | 78.2 | 80.8
Parent 70.0 | 750 | 69.2 | 33.3 | 60.0 | 722 | 66.2 | 744 | 71.9 | 747 | 754 | 75.1 | 759 | 781 | 77.0
Student 394 | 69.6 | 628 | 455 | 64.3 | 749 | 727 | 77.7 | 8L7 | 77.6 | 79.4 | 79.3 | 79.5 | 81.8 | 818
Graph of Overall School Results (optional) Graph of Detailed School Results (optional)
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