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Development, Distribution, and Sharing of the 2008/2009
Annual Education Results Report (AERR)

This Report was shared with the following stakeholders in our educational system:

Alberta Education:  Our AERR is shared withAlberta Education through multiple meetings with our Zone
Director.

Board of Trustees: The Board of Trustees review elements of the AERR at every board meeting. To facilitate
this, senior administration presents an overview of results, and the board is then asked to identify priorities for
our next Three Year Education Plan.

Educational Administrators: Site based administrators are requirtr
AERR on a yearly basis. They analyze these results and target areas for improvement which are then
documented in their yearly strategic plans. The priority areas and actions from these plans are analyzed by
senior administration and they inform the development of the next Three Year Education Plan.

School Councils: A copy of the jurisdictionbs AERR is diistr
the Jurisdiction. Site based administrators also share their AERR data with their school councils in a document

ed |to

i but e

called the nAnYear I n Revi ewo. Each school council i s af sc

that they would like to s ee the jurisdiction focus on in the next Three Year Education Plan. Priorities are
communicated by school council chairs to senior administration via our Council of School Councifsgroup. This
information is used to inform the development of the jurisdicti o nds Thr ee Year Educati

Ward Committees: The AERR is distributed and shared at ward committee meetings, which include
principals, local trustees, parish priests, school council chairs, and administration. As with the school councils,
the ward committee is asked for input about priority areas to target for improvement in our next Three Year
Education Plan.

Schools: Principals distribute a copy of their school level Year /In Review AERR to each parent at their school.
Results are also featuredregd arl'y i n newsletter feature stories.
each school . In addition, a brochure is sent to al
directing them to where the full AERR can be accessedonthejur i sdi cti ono
Parishes: A copy of the AERR is sent to each parish. In addition, a brochure will be sent to parishioners
summarizing our annual results and directing them to where the full AERR can be accessed on the jurisdictions
web site.

The A.E.R.R. has been posted on our division web site and can be found at:
http://www.redeemer.ab.ca/Pages/Default.aspx

Class Size Reports are available online and are found at:
http://www.redeemer.ab.ca/reports -docs/Documents/ClassSize Information -System.pdf

Al S Reports are available online and are foun8chypobkebes
clicking on the this link:
https://extranetapp.learning.gov.ab.ca/AlSIClearingHouse/Forms/SearchProjects.aspx?CHHeAction=Search&Search|D=1#

Copies of this Plan may also be obtained by contacting Scott Morrison or Gary
Chiste, Associate Superintendents, at Divisional Office , 46 Elma Street West,
Okotoks, AB T1S 1J7 or by calling 403 -938-2659 or 1 -800 -737 -9383.

Page 3

s web site.

on |PI

Cop|li e
I par

—

ftalg



http://www.redeemer.ab.ca/Pages/Default.aspx
http://www.redeemer.ab.ca/reports-docs/Documents/Class-Size-Information-System.pdf
https://extranetapp.learning.gov.ab.ca/AISIClearingHouse/Forms/SearchProjects.aspx?CHFileAction=Search&SearchID=1

Accountability Statement

The annual education results report for Christ the Redeemer Catholic Schools for the 2008 2009 school year was
prepared under the direction of the board in accordance with the responsibilities under the School Actand the Government
Accountability Act. The board is committed to using the results in this report, to the best of our abilities, to improve the
outcomes for students in our jurisdiction. We will use the results to de velop sound strategies for our Three Year Education
Plan to ensure that all our students can acquire the knowledge, skills and attitudes they need to be self -reliant, responsible,
caring and contributing members of society.

Vijay Domingo Michael W. O6 Br i en
Board Chair Superintendent
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Mission of the Board

As an evangelizing school division, in partnership with the family, we will deliver an
authentic Catholic learning experience by creating a foundation of faith and knowledge in a
warm, caring environment to guide all students to appreciate the goodness of all creation
and to meet the challenges of life with hope and confidence.

As we strive to live our mission, we seek to achieve the following vision:

Vision of the Board

Let the truth of Christ and knowledge of
in the students, staff, parents and supporters of our Catholic school community.

To fulfill our mission and vision we will be at all times guided b y the following beliefs:

Fundamental Beliefs of our Catholic School Division: The Four Pillars

FAITH

We embrace the teaching of the Magisterium of the Church. Our Catholic Faith permeates
all that we do. Our schools become faith communities when st aff and students give witness
to their faith. Jesus is the source of our morals and values. Prayer is essential.

LEARNING

We believe the family is the fundamental unit of society and that parents are the primary
educators of their children. The educational needs of all students must be met in a manner
that does not deprive others of access to quality education.

SAFE AND CARING

We believe that the infinite value of each
we do. This calls for respect in all relationships.

STEWARDSHIP OF RESOURCES

We are called to be faithful stewards of
accountable to the Bishop of the Diocese of Calgary, the Minister of Education, and our
parents and supporters. The Board provides direction to its staff and students.
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Accessing Individual School Results Reports

| ndi vi dual School Results Reports are ceadnhl ed
s ¢ h oWwdrddCe®mmittee and School Council. They are alsopostedonth e i ndi vi dual
web page which can be accessed through our main website: redeemer.ab.ca.  Electronic

links to these locations may be accessed below.

Assumption Roman Catholic School

Centre for Learning @ Home

Holy Family Academy

St. Josephods Coll egi ate

St. Anthonyds School

Sacred Heart Academy

Holy Cross Collegiate

Holy Spirit Academy

Notre Dame Collegiate

Holy Trinity Academy

John Paul Il Colleqgiate

Good Shepherd School

St . Lukeds Outreach

St . Maryods School

Our Lady of the Snows Catholic Academy

Oyen
Okotoks
Brooks
Brooks
Drumheller
Strathmore
Strathmore
High River
High River
Okotoks
Okotoks
Okotoks
Olotoks, Brooks, High River
Okotoks

Canmore
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http://www.redeemer.ab.ca/arc/Pages/default.aspx
http://www.redeemer.ab.ca/hfa/Documents/Year-in-review.pdf
http://www.redeemer.ab.ca/sjc/Documents/Year-in-Review.pdf
http://www.redeemer.ab.ca/sta/Documents/Year-in-Review.pdf
http://www.redeemer.ab.ca/SHA/Documents/Year-in-Review.pdf
http://www.redeemer.ab.ca/hcc/Documents/Year-in-Review.pdf
http://www.redeemer.ab.ca/HSA/web%20docs/Year-in_Review.pdf
http://www.redeemer.ab.ca/ndc/Documents/Year-in-Review.pdf
http://www.redeemer.ab.ca/hta/Documents/Year-in-Review.pdf
http://www.redeemer.ab.ca/jp2/Documents/Year-in-Review.pdf
http://www.redeemer.ab.ca/gss/Documents/Year-in-Review.pdf
http://www.redeemer.ab.ca/stl-oko/Pages/default.aspx
http://www.redeemer.ab.ca/stm/Documents/Year-in-Review.pdf
http://www.redeemer.ab.ca/ols/Documents/Year-in-review.pdf

October 2009 Accountability Pillar Overall Summary

Measure Category

Goal Measure Category Eeletion Measure Christ the Redeemer CSRD No. 3 Alberta Measure Evaluation
Current Prev Year | Prev 3yr Current Prev Year | Prev 3 Yr .
Result Result Average Result Result Average achicrenent lmpichenent Gl
. i .
Safe and Caring e S| >2fe and Caring 90.9 89.1 88.5 86.9 85.1 84.6 Very High (maioyed Excellent
Schools Significantly
Program of Studies 80.0 79.7 783 80.3 79.4 78.7 High Improved Good
Goal 1: High Quality - -
Learning Opportunities . Education Quality 91.7 91.6 91.1 89.3 88.2 87.8 Very High Excellent
for Al Student Learning
Opportunities Prop Out Rate 26 2.9 26 48 5.0 49 Very High Excellent
High School 72.8 818 785 70.7 710 70.6 Intermediate \
Completion Rate (3 yr)
Student Learning PAT: Acceptable 84.0 85.8 82,6 76.8 75.3 75.6 High \ improved | Good
Achievement (Grades Excellent BAT: Excell
K-9) - EXxcellence 25.6 25.4 24.1 19.2 18.3 18.3 Very High Excellent
Piploma: Acceptable 89.9 90.7 00.3 84.4 84.4 845 High \ Good
Piploma: Excellence 215 21.9 216 19.1 19.4 20.3 High \ Good
Student Learning Diploma Exam
Goal 2: Excellence in fg‘l';‘)'eme”t (Grades na Participation Rate (4+ 56.2 63.7 60.2 53.3 53.6 53.6 High \ | Acceptable
Learner Outcomes Exams)
Rutherford Scholarship
Eligibility Rate 73.1 83.4 76.3 57.3 56.8 55.8 Very High n/a n/a
(Revised)
. Transition Rate (6 yr) 59.4 64.8 60.5 60.7 60.3 59.1 High \ Good
Preparation for
Lifelong Learning, |VVork Preparation 82.2 82.7 813 79.6 80.1 78.1 High Maintained Good
\World of Work,
e hi — -
Citizenship Citizenship 86.0 82.7 825 80.3 77.9 771 Very High TS Excellent
Significantly
T |
Goal 4: I—_hghly Parental Involvement Excellent Parental Involvement 86.1 84.5 83.2 80.1 78.2 77.9 Very High Improved Excellent
Responsive and
Responsible Jurisdiction |Continuous ISchool Improvement . Improved
(Ministry) Improvement Excellent 82.7 83.0 79.5 79.4 77.0 76.7 Very High Significantly Excellent

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), Francgais (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 writing 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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What does the Colour Coding System Mean?

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.

pigh Very High
81.05 - 84.50
72.65 - 78.43

Measure Very Low
Safe and Caring 0.00 - 77.62
Program of Studies 0.00 - 66.31
Education Quality 0.00 - 80.94
Drop Out Rate 100.00 - 9.40
High School Completion Rate (3 yr) 0.00 - 56.75
PAT: Acceptable 0.00 - 64.45
PAT: Excellence 0.00 - 10.79
Diploma: Acceptable 0.00 - 73.09
Diploma: Excellence 0.00 - 8.94
Diploma Exam Participation Rate (4+ Exams) 0.00 - 31.10
Rutherford Scholarship Eligibility Rate (Revised) 0.00 - 43.18
Transition Rate (6 yr) 0.00 - 41.60
Work Preparation 0.00 - 66.92
Citizenship 0.00 - 66.30
Parental Involvement 0.00 - 70.76
School Improvement 0.00 - 65.25

Notes:

1) For all measures except Drop

Out

(86,15 -6266 | 62007367 |

Rat e:
value, and "less than" the "High" value. For the Very High category, values range from greater than the "Low" value to 100%.

The

84.50 - 88.03
78.43 - 81.59
87.23 - 89.60

73.87 - 81.47

18.73 - 23.97
87.99 - 91.53
20.43 - 22.59

77.78 - 86.13
77.50 - 81.08
78.50 - 82.30

range of

4.27-2.79

82.24 - 86.22

55.78 - 65.99
57.37 - 63.73

88.03 - 100.00
81.59 - 100.00
89.60 - 100.00

2.79 - 0.00

81.47 - 100.00

86.22 - 100.00

23.97 - 100.00
91.53 - 100.00
22.59 - 100.00

65.99 - 100.00

70.55 - 100.00

63.73 - 100.00

86.13 - 100.00
81.08 - 100.00
82.30 - 100.00

80.41 - 100.00

ul o'l the élsw" a

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)

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
LNECEEFEGl  Excellent | Good | Good Good Acceptable
Improved Excellent | Good | Good

Maintained Excellent | Good  [REEEE Concern
Declined ST 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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Successes:

We ear ned aratifigihehe y
creation of iSaf e
al so earned ASigni
Our stakeholders feel we create schools
where the students are nourished, caced
respected, and safe.

We ear ned aratifigiher y
AEducati on Quality
students are encouraged, assisted, and
challenged.

We earned a fiVery
ADrop Out Rateodo wh
value their educatioand are staying in
school.

We ear nedatiminiHi gho
fAchievement Tesfcceptablé and this
representa n il mpr o. We aso
ear nv¥atyHa giho r ati ng
AAchi evement TOers't
students are learning at high levels.

We e ar reeady driifigih the

ARut herford Schol a
73% of our students earning these
scholarshipshat are awardetb students
with 80% averages.

We ear ned aratifigihehe y
ACitizenshipo area
students treatne another well, follow
school rules, show respect, and are
encouraged to get involved with activitie:
to promote community growth.

We ear ned aratifigihghe y
inParent al I nvol vem
feel they are meaningfully involved in the
life of the school.

We ear ned aratiigihghe y
NfnSchool | mpr ovemen
have always been a very high performin
jurisdiction, our stakeholders continue to
believe we are getting better!

On Achievement Tesin which we had
adequatsample sizes dEnglish as a
Second Languagé&EGL) studentspur ESL
students outperformetie ESL students
across the province ohof 10 possible
measures

Challenges:

Our First Nations, Métis, and Indian
(FNMl)st udent s perfor
Lowo idmavo | evel on
flAchievement Tesh c ¢ e p tratefaride
fAchievement TedExcellenc® rate
respectively. We must meet the needs o
these learner®©ur Self Pacegrogram in
Canmoré our major FNMI centre is a
new initiative focused on serving these
students more effectively.

We have declined |
Compl eti on Rateo a
the Al ntermedi at eo
above Provincial averages, we must retu
this rate to the 0
range.Our newly created divisioh&areer
and Post Secondary Coaphbsition is a
major initiative aimed at improving this
statistic as is the creation oDavisional
Counseling Departmemnabling
counselors to share best practices with
respect to the promotion of high school
completion.

Athough we haver A Ma
il mpr ow medoémance on
fAchievement TestandfiDiploma Exand
performance, we would like to moeeir
ratings that ar@ Hi g the ratingof
AVery Higho.

Though our ADiplom
Rateo i so,stwd |wainHti
rating back up to
The aforementioned initiatives to promot
high school completion are also aimed a
improving this measure.

Although our Special Education students
outperformed the Special Education
studentsn the province on 11 of 16
measures on the AP
Test so, our Gr ade
a total of 2 of the 6 measures. We must
meet the needs of these learners. Our
Precision Reading Initiatives a major
pilot project aimed a seing delayed
readers in graceS to 12.




Faith Community Pillar

Outcome: Students will develop a personal relationship with our Triune God and show a
commitment to their faith.

Performance Measure: % of students who indicate they have a regular prayer life Results (in percentages) Target
by engaging in prayer.

iy AR 2005 | 2006 |2007 |2008 2009 | 2009
Redeemer

Regular NA | NA | 25 | 24 | 24 | 30%
Sometime| NA | NA | 30 30 29 35%

Students

Comment on Results:

'These scores are a composite of different types of prayer: morning and evening prayer, thanksgiving,
petitions for help with problems, Bible reading, formal traditional prayers , and contemplation. 53% of
our students engage in prayer regularly (24%) or sometimes (29%). This is 12% below a , perhaps
overly optimistic, target of 65%. A gain of 2% in the coming year would be a reasonable target.

Further analysis of the composite data indicate
more formal prayer (34%) is significantly lower than other types of prayer impacting the overall
composite score.

More than half of our students do have a prayer life but are not highly engaged with the Catholic
tradition.

Further analysis of this data indicates that the larger the community or the newer Catholic education is to
a community the less engaged people appear to be with their religion. Strategies need to be
implemented to invite families to fuller engagement with their local parish and thus encourage religious
practices outside the school setting which in turn should impact personal prayer.

Performance Measure: % of students who attend Catholic mass or, if not Results (in percentages) Target
Catholic, services at their church on a weekly basis.

The 1- = Faith pill

}‘{ﬁéﬁ e aith Pillar 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2009

Students 35 32 28 29 25 35%

Comment on Results:

Regular Mass attendance has been on a steady decline. Researcher Reginald Bibby has noted the trend
toward a lack of religious affiliation in the culture in general. Our challenge is to determine how to
counter it.

Analysis of the trends in our school division indicate that the larger the community , or the newer Catholic
education is to a community, the less engaged people are with the religious practices of their faith
tradition. Through analysis of our demographic data, the division has learned that many of our Catholic
students have not received the sacraments of initiation (baptism, first communion, confirmation). This is
one indicator of a lack of commitment to the practices of the Catholic faith.

Schools area means by which local parishes can reach out to those with tenuous ties to their faith. In
the coming year, we are actively collaborating with our Bishop and the parish of each community to
educate parents about the Catholic faith and invite them and th eir children to prepare for the sacraments
at their local parish. We have seen significant preliminary success in the communities of Okotoks and
Strathmore. Having said this, an incremental gain of 2% per year back towards the historical high for
Mass atendance would be a reasonable target.
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Outcome. Students can explain the core teachings of our faith at an age appropriate level.

Performance Measure: % of students, grades 4, 8, and 11 achieving an Results (in percentages) Target

Acceptable Standard and an Excellence Sandard on asessment

%}::‘*'T’f‘ B RiGE 2005 | 2006 [2007 |2008 | 2009 | 2009
Redeemer <~

Acceptablg NA NA NA 96 98 100%

Grade 4
Excellencg NA NA NA 46 38 50%

Acceptablg NA NA NA 96 95 100%

Grade 8
Excellencg NA NA NA 26 28 50%

Acceptablg NA NA NA NA 92 TBD
Grade 11
Comment on Results: Excellencg NA | NA [ NA | NA 18 TBD

In grades four and eight, we are pleased to have achievement oft h e @ A c c tarudrdd Well abov8
90%. We will continue to support teachers to deliver a religion program that will meet the needs of all
students so they can be successful and attain the fExcellenceSt andar d o

In grade eleven, 92% of our st udent s h aeceptablecStandardo.eThis indicatds that we
have good curriculum alignment across the school division. Through on-going collaboration, senior high
teachers will develop strategies to ensure the success of all students in their classes.

Outcome: Students demonstrate an understanding of the meaning of personal vocations.
Performance Measure: % of students who demonstrate Christ like behaviours . Results (in percentages) Target
Cheiefe == o pilar 2005 [2006 |2007 |2008 2009 | 2009

Redeemer ~~—_

Regularly [ NA | NA | 59 | 59 | 59 | 60%

Students -
Sometimes NA | NA | 34 | 34 | 34 | 35%
Comment on Results:
This result is a composite of five categories w
actiono; fAhelpwhggotbaédepseot fieh adul tsod; fAshowin
ot hers when bullying is happeningbo.

\We have maintained a consistent level of positive behaviour in our schools; we are only 2% off of our
targets. This means that the modeling a nd teaching we do through our character education is reaching
most students.

5% of our students report that they seldom engage in these behaviours; this means that only 2% of our
student population see themselves as finever engagingo in these positive behaviours. These students
require strategies that go above and beyond what is already being done in our schools. Included in this
measure is also a question about religious vocation; 14% of students report thinking that they have
thought about becoming a religious sister, brother or priest.
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Outcome: Our stakeholder recognizes us as Christcentered Catholic School Division.

Performance Measure: % of parents satisfied with what students learn in Results (in percentages) Target
religious studies classes.
Christ L . _
Bt Sy, TR 2005 (2006 |2007 |2008 |2009 | 2009
Parents 97 97 96 95 95 98%

Comment on Results:

We have maintained a consistent satisfaction level regarding the content of religious education classes.

A brochure for parents and a monthly information article about the Catholic Faith are two new strategies
that wil |l better inform the parents

a b o u ton clas$sest

Performance Measure: % of parents satisfied with the schools efforts to do all Results (in percentages) Target
things like Jesus would want them done.
Christ — . _
Bg;gfp,stg Faith Pillar 2005 | 2006 |2007 |2008 2009 | 2009
Parents 94 | 93 | 90 | 93 | 93 | 95%
Comment on Results:
We continue to maintain the satisfaction level of parents in this regard.
Regul ar communication and attentiveness to peop
everything as Jesus would do.
Outcome: Staff develops an awareness of the need for ongoing conversion in their personal
relationship with Christ.
Performance Measure: % of staff indicating involvement in 3 or more faith growth Results (in percentages) Target
experiences.
The - | == faith Pilar 2005 | 2006 | 2007 |2008 |2009 | 2009
Bifleemersos
Staff NA | NA | 41 | 43 | 52 | 50%

Comment on Results:

this measure.

This year we have exceeded our target by 2%. Since 2007, we have shown an improvement of 11% on

Local, diocesan and provincial faith development opportunities are consistently promoted to all staff.
Teachers are being encouraged to have a faith goal in their Professional Growth Plans The division has
provided funding for 7 participants to the S.P.I.C.E. conference and 7 participants to the Blueprints
conference. The division has als started to financially support university course work in the area of
religious education; 5 people participated in some form of course work. 24 people participated in
weekend retreats supported by the school division at the Martha Retreat Center in Lethbridge.
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Outcome:

The teachings of our Catholic faith shall permeate the school.

Performance Measure:

Christ =
he

Redeemer ~—

Two C.A.L.M. units developed.

Faith Pillar

Results (in percentages) Target
2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2009
50 100%

Comment on Results:

Faciltating collaboration of teachers for this particular work has been a challenge as teachers assigned to
C.A.L.M. have significant teaching commitments in other areas which tend to be their focus.

The Assistant Director for Religious Educationwho is leading this process was not hired until November
and the timing of professional development days delayed the start of this project until the end of January.

Performance Measure:

Christ =
he

Redeemer =<

Four P.D. opportunities will be made available

Faith Pillar

Results (in percentages) Target
2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2009
100 | 100%

Comment on Results:

respectively.

This year we offered five PD opportunities in the area of faith and religious ed ucation at our local PD
days; two of a general nature and three more geared at elementary, junior high, and senior high
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Goal One: High Quality Learning Opportunities for All

Outcome.:  Schools provide a safe and caring environment.
Results (in percentages) Target**
Performance Measure 2005 |2006 2007 (2008 |2009 | 2009
Percentage of teacher, parent and student Authority | 875 | 87.8 | 885 | 89.1 KeloKe) 90%
agree_ment tr_]at: students are s_afe at school, are Overall (required) Province | 831 | 844 | 822 | 851 D [
learning the importance of caring for others, are : : : : :
learning respect for others and are treated fairly in Authority | 953 | 954 | 959 | 965 | 955
school. Teacher (optional) -
Province | 92.3 | 92.8 | 92.6 | 93.1 | 93.8
T 1 e S g Piiar Authority | 87.1 | 90.2 | 88.6 | 89.5 | 91.9
Redeemer ~~——. Parent (optional) -
Province | 79.9 | 82.1 | 81.7 | 83.2 | 85.3
Authority | 802 | 77.8 | 81.0 | 81.5 | 855
Student (optional) -
Province | 772 | 784 | 785 | 79.1 | 817
Comment on Results Graph of Overall Authority Results (optional)
The jurisdiction exceeded its target by 1%. The
result was very gratifying and demonstrates that our 100 1 °
stakeholders feel we provide a safe and caring 80 4
environment. There has been an upward trend in .
this statistic with four straight years of improvement. SR
Not only did our jurisdi 5 40
achieveme nt , but we al so ex E )
Improvement o as measured
Accountability Pillar. We were most pleased with the 0 : : : : :
4% increase in student satisfaction rates. 2D e
There is no single strategy that has enabled us to —®— Overal
earn this result, nor is there any single strategy that
has enabled us to show i
Instead, there are multiple factors. We will mention 100 -
two of them. First, the Divisional Theme -fi L e a v ¢ 80 4 W
Not One He & fotuseBtieemissiod and S 604
the efforts of every teacher in every school. Second, =
almostallofthej ur i sdi ctionébés s § 401
developed some form of an intervention system to & 20
respond to students who are at risk academically, 0 . . . . .
socially, emotionally, physically, or spiritually. 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
—e&— QOverall Parent
—a— Student Teacher
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Outcome: The education system meets the needs of all K i’ 12 students, society and
the economy.

Results (in percentages) Target
Performance Measure 2005 | 2006 |[2007 |2008 |2009 2009
Percentage of teachers, parents and students Authority | 736 | 777 | 776 | 79.7 80%
satisfied with the opportunity for students to receive Overall (required)

a broad program of studies including fine arts, career, Province | 76.7 | 78.1 | 785 | 79.4
technology, and health and physical education. Authority | 784 | 832 | 84.1 | 87.1
Teacher (optional)

Province | 836 | 85.2 | 85.7 | 86.4
Authority | 73.0 | 78.3 | 75.6 | 78.6 | 78.9
Province | 750 | 76.6 | 76.9 | 77.6 | 78.7
Authority | 69.4 | 71.7 | 73.1 | 73.3 | 73.3
Province | 715 | 72.6 | 729 | 74.1 | 75.3

Christ = P y
The ——— Learning Pillar
Redeemer ~~——__

Parent (optional)

Student (optional)

Comment on Results Graph of Overall Authority Results (optional)

The jurisdiction met its target of 80% . There has

been four years of steady improvement in this area. 100 1
According to the Alberta Accountability Pillar, the B0 —e——e—9 9
rating we earned was fHi .
fil mprovedo. g 907

5 40
We have been blessed to acquire several new &
facilities and we have retrofitted others to add new 201
Career and Technologies Studies programs. We 0 . . ; ; .
believe this has led to increasing levels of 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
satisfaction.

—&— QOverall

We feel our Fine Arts programs have shown steady
improvement as we have focused on recruiting
specialists and increasing enrollment. Manyof our 1T
schools stage drama productions and mustals, and . ° °
we feel these initiatives have raised the profile of the 801 2 &1+ 1
arts. g 60

S 40 -
Our Physical Elucation programs remain strong and § 0
we have many specialists working in these o . . . . .

rograms.
prog 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

With respect to technology, we have financially
committed to an ever-greening plan and we feel we
have never been in a better position with respect to
staff and student access to technology.

—&— Qverall Parent

—aA— Student Teacher
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Outcome:
the economy. (continued)

The education system meets the needs of all K i’ 12 students, society and

Performance Measure

Results (in percentages) Target

2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2009

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

Overall (required)

Authority | 89.1 | 90.6 | 91.0 | 91.6
Province | g6.1 | 87.7 | 87.6 | 88.2

92%

Christ e
The —

Learning Pillar
Redeemer ~~—__

Teacher (optional)

Authority | 96.9 | 97.2 | 97.7 | 97.7 | 97.1
Province | 939 | 94.8 | 94.7 | 94.9 | 95.3

Parent (optional)

Authority | 832 | 87.9 | 86.7 | 88.8 | 885
Province | 789 | 81.6 | 81.8 | 83.0 | 84.4

Student (optional)

Authority | 87.3 | 86.7 | 885 | 88.4 | 89.6
Province | 856 | 86.6 | 86.4 | 86.6 | 88.3

Comment on Results

The jurisdiction met its ambitious target of 92%. In
addition, we have experienced four years of growth
on this measure. According to the Alberta
Accountability Pillar,
Hi gho.

We feel our stakeholders support the quality of
education because we have been authentically
Catholic and have always promoted academic
excellence.

In addition, we feel we are a transparent and
accountable organization. When achievement is
high, we celebrate and communicate. However,
when achievement is low, we identify concrete
actions to improve it.

Graph of Overall Authority Results (optional)

100 -
o o o 9
80 A
60 -

40 -

Result (%)

20 A

2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

—e— Qverall

100 ~
80 -

—i—a——i
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—a— Student

Parent
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Outcome.:  The education system meets the needs of all Ki' 12 students, society and
the economy. (continued)
Results (in percentages) Target
Performance Measure 2005 [2006 |2007 |2008 |2009 | 2009
Percentage of teacher, parent and student Authority | 683 | 722 | 705 | 70.8 | 749 | 75%
satisfaction with the accessibility, effectiveness and Overall (required) Provi
efficiency of programs and services for students in rovince | 67.2 | 685 | 68.2 | 69.2 | 70.3
their community. Authority | 76.1 | 80.7 | 78.0 | 77.6 | 83.1
Teacher (optional) -
Province | 70,0 | 71.5 | 72.0 | 73.4 | 745
'cl‘;lrm 1- —_ Learning Pill: i
o = ing ity _ Authority | 54.4 | 61.1 | 60.8 | 59.9 | 65.1
Parent (optional) -
Province | 549 | 56.9 | 55.9 | 56.5 | 58.1
Authority | 745 | 74.7 | 72.7 | 75.1 | 76.6
Student (optional) -
Province | 767 | 77.1 | 76.8 | 77.7 | 78.4

Comment on Results

The jurisdiction met its target of 75%. In addition,
our satisfaction rate was up by 4.1% over last year.

We feel satisfaction has improved because we have
targeted early literacy and improved Early
Intervention in Readingprograms across the
jurisdiction. We have done so by creating a divisional
literacy policy and by creating a process to monitor
and evaluate the Early Intervention in Reading
programs.

At the secondary level, we have appointed a
Divisional Department Head to assist our counselors
at our small schools to more effectively offer career
and academic counseling. We feel this has already

i mproved satisfaction,
be even higher due, in part, to th e additional focus
we have placed on this by developing a divisional
Career and Post Secondary Coacfposition.

Graph of Overall Authority Results (optional)

100 -

i P
g 60 -
5 40
4

20 -

0 T r r r )
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—&— Qverall

100 -

80 - e
< 60 -
S 40 A
[%2]
(0]
x 20 -
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2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
—&— Qverall Parent
—aA— Student Teacher
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Outcome.:  Children and youth at risk have their needs addressed through effective programs

and supports.
Results (in percentages) Target
Performance Measure 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
Drop Out Rate - annual dropout rate of students aged 14 to 18 6.0 2.3 2.6 2.9 6
(required). Authority 2.5%
Christ = 4 y
"l;l;:iccmcr = Learning Pillar 53 5.0 4.7 5.0 4.8
pm— Province
Authority | 253 | 195 | 159 | 153 | 33.1
Returning Rat ti |
eturning Rate (optional) Province | 230 | 213 | 212 | 213 | 19.8

Comment on results

The jurisdiction was within one tenth of one percent
of its target. According to the Alberta Accountability
Pilar, the rating we ear

We feel this rating is positive because of the formal
and informal intervention programs that exist in
most of our schools. We also attribute it to our
Outreach programs that assist at-risk students.

We plan to use the newly created Career and Post
Secondary Coachposition to furth er improve this
rating by helping the students set academic, post-
secondary, and career goals that will help them
realize the importance and efficacy of staying in
school.

Graph of Overall Authority Results (optional)
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Outcome.:  Children and youth at risk have their needs addressed through effective programs

and supports. (continued)

Results (in percentages) Target
Performance Measure 2005 | 2006 (2007 | 2008 | 2009 2009
Percentage of teacher, parent and student agreement Authority | 818 | 852 | 84.1 | 83.2 | 87.1 N/A
that programs for children at risk are easy to access | Overall (required) Provi
and timely. rovince | 769 | 786 | 783 | 79.5 | 814
- ; Authority | 943 | 95.7 | 96.2 | 93.9 | 95.6
iis = Teacher (optional -
The -+ | == tearing Pillar Province | 906 | 91.6 | 91.2 | 91.9 | 925
oo .
Authority | 712 | 79.2 | 77.0 | 75.2 | 82.9
Parent (optional) -
Province | 63.8 | 67.0 | 66.8 | 685 | 71.3
Authority | 798 | 80.8 | 79.2 | 80.5 | 82.9
Student (optional) -
Province | 76.1 | 77.1 | 77.0 | 78.0 | 80.3

Comment on results

The jurisdiction did not set a target in our last T hree
Year Education Ran for this measure. However, our
stakehol derds |l evel of
rate ever and significantly above that of the
province.

Our formal intervention programs, our Early
Intervention in Reading Programs, and our Learning
Support Programsare responsible for this level of
satisfaction. A major new initiative to further improve
this rating will be to pilot the Precision Reading
Program. We feel this program will assist our
delayed readers, and also allow us to more
judiciously deploy our Educational Assistants,
particularly at the junior and senior high level.

Our teachers are also given excellent support and
guidance from our Director of Student Services
and her department. Over the past three years,
the central office Student Services department
has reduced staff yet improved performance. It
would be an understatement to say that we are
very pleased with effectiveness of this
department.

Graph of Overall Authority Results (optional)

Result (%)

Result (%)
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Outcome. Students complete programs.

Results (in percentages) Target
Performance Measure 2004 (2005 |2006 (2007 |2008 2009
High School Completion Ratei percentages of students Authority | 79.0 | 73.3 | 805 | 81.8 | 72.8 | 82%
who completed high school within three, four and five Within 3 Years -
years of entering Grade 10. Province | 69.3 | 70.4 | 70.4 | 71.0 | 70.7
Authority | 78.8 | 82.4 | 79.9 | 86.0 | 83.8
Christel = — Within 4 Years
The ———— Learning Pillar Province | 73.4 | 75.1 | 76.2 | 76.3 | 76.5
e
Authority | 79.4 | 82.8 | 86.1 | 82.2 | 87.6
Within 5 Years
Province | 75.5 | 77.4 | 78.6 | 79.5 | 79.2

Comment on Results

The jurisdiction was well below it s target, and has
moved from an Alberta Accountability Pillar ranking
of 1 kbithgthfoi | nt er medi at eo.
higher than the Provincial average, this is an area of
significant concern. We have hired a Career and Post
Secondary Coachto provide academic, post-
secondary, and career counseling to help all of our
students set tangible goals that, we hope, will
further i mprove oureasmtiugdg
high school completion credential within three years.
The work of the Coachis also designed to be a
model for training our site based counselors to
create and enhance their own programs.

Our students are above the province with respect to
three year completion by 2.1%. We outperform the
province on the four year completion rate by 7.3%
and on the five year completion rate by 8.4%. We
attribute this increasing rate to t he fact that our
students at the Centre for Learning, our large home
schooling program, often plan four year programs
intentionally. Having said this, our goal is to continue
to improve our three year completion rate.

At present, the province has many means by which
students can earn a high school completion
credential. However, some of our homeschooling
students at the Centre For Learning at Home choose
not to pursue any of these diverse means, electing,
instead, to not work on Alberta Education

curriculum. Although the families have this right
under the School Act and the Home Education
Regulation, it is the desire of the Centre For Learning
at Home to ensure all homeschooling families are
made aware of the diverse means by which they can
be considered a high school completer in the eyes of
the Province.

Graph of Overall Authority Results (optional)
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Goal Two: Excellence in Student Learning Outcomes
Outcome. Students demonstrate high standards in learner outcomes.

Performance Measure Results (in percentages)**
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).
Christ = — — —
‘l“::; ti Learning Pillar
2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
A E A E A E A E A E
English Language Authority| 89.1 (30.7 | 84.4|24.7|85.0(27.8(86.8(22.4(86.2|27.7
J Arts 3 Province| 82.2|16.2|81.3(14.1(80.3|17.7|80.1|16.1|81.3|18.2
Grade 3
Authority| 88.7 [49.3|84.8|44.1|83.8(31.0(86.0(34.4(85.8(37.3
Mathematics 3
Province| 80.3|26.1|82.0(26.9(79.9|23.5|78.7|23.9|79.7 | 26.8
English Language Authority| 90.8 [ 27.3|86.8|22.688.4(29.3(89.9(34.0(82.5(26.8
Arts 6 Province| 77.3|15.5|79.0|15.9|80.3|19.8|81.1(21.0(81.8[18.9
Authority| 90.7 | 28.4|85.0|18.6|83.4|17.1|84.8(21.5(86.0(22.0
Mathematics 6
Province| 78.2|18.1|75.2(15.6(74.0|14.5|74.6|15.9|76.6 | 16.8
Grade 6
Authority| 83.4(38.1|76.1|31.8|75.1|28.5|86.3(32.3(88.2|36.0
Science 6
Province| 79.8|26.0|78.1(27.7 (75.2|26.6 | 74.8|24.1|76.5(24.8
Authority| 82.8(34.2|77.5|27.2|76.3|26.7 |87.3(42.7(83.3|33.3
Social Studies 6
Province| 78.4|21.5|78.6(22.9(77.4|22.3|77.9|23.8|84.8(27.6
English Language Authority| 87.9(20.0(85.3|15.5|85.6(18.1(88.0(18.4(85.4|17.3
Arts 9 Province| 77.9|14.1|77.4(13.6(77.5|14.8|76.5|14.8|78.7|14.7
French Language Authority| 81.6 | 5.3 |85.0| 5.0 |79.3| 3.4 |94.9(23.1({81.8| 6.1
Arts 9 Province| 85.9/13.6(83.3(10.9(81.3|12.9|84.5|12.4|81.8(10.3
Authority| 75.1(21.1|69.5|13.8|74.0(18.1|78.7(21.1(74.9|21.6
Grade 9 Mathematics 9 -
Province| 68.0|19.7|67.4(17.4(66.3|18.3|65.7|18.5|67.0|18.6
Authority| 67.7 [ 10.8|73.5|14.8|75.5(22.3(84.7(19.7(83.9(19.8
Science 9
Province| 67.5|12.8|67.4(13.3(69.6|14.7|169.3|13.0|72.2|15.8
Authority| 79.2(19.3|78.4|25.7|76.9(23.1(86.9(28.9(71.4|42.9
Social Studies 9
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
A E A E A E
Authority 842 | 28.0 | 80.8 | 23.3 | 81.3 | 23.8
Overall***
Province 76.4 | 184 | 76.0 | 179 | 755 | 18.6
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Comment on Results Graph of Overall Authority Results (optional)

The jurisdiction was below its targets for
Achievement Test fAcceptabled rates and
Achievement Test fExcellenced rates. However, the

Alberta Accountability Pillar rating for our s

fi kcellencedr at e was i n the AV s ®—e9 —o—9—9
theratingforour A Ac c e prt atbd ewas g 60-

addition, our i A c ¢ e pratadist earded a rating £ 4

of Al mpAltwwgb aidtargetsfor i Ac c e p )

rates and fi & atesark dmbitoesethe = 22 |

jurisdiction has approached both of these targets in
our best years. As a result, we plan to maintain the
targets and strive to meet them.

2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

—8— Acceptable Standard %

. .. . 0,
The jurisdiction has been very focused on planning Standard of Excellence %

grade level retreats to improve both curriculum and
instruction. We believe these retreats will continue to
have a positive impact on results. Retreats have
been planned for every elementary grade as well as
Junior High Language Arts, Social Studies, and
Mathematics.

We are targeting Language Arts 3, 6, and 9 as areas
for i mprovement and are
Reading Programo ai med &
our delayed reader in grades 3to 12.

Our performance on the new Grades 6 and 9 Social
Studies exams, that now includes a written
component, was above that of the province .
However, we are targeting that area as well.
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PAT Results Course By Course Summary Binrolled With Measure Evaluation

Christ the Redeemer CSRD No. 3 Alberta
. Prev 3 Yr Prev 3 Yr
Achievement |Improvement [Overall 2009 2009
Avg Avg
Course Measure N % N % N % N %
Acceptable Standard Intermediate Maintained Acceptablg 491 86.2 487 85.4 |41,722| 81.3 |42,041| 80.6
English Language Arts
Standard of Excellence Maintained Excellent | ik 277 487 25.0 |41,722| 18.2 |42,041| 16.0
Acceptable Standard Intermediate Maintained Acceptablg 499 85.8 489 84.9 | 41,720 80.2
Mathematics 3
Standard of Excellence Very High Maintained Excellent | [Riel] 37.3 489 36.5 | 41,720 24.8
Acceptable Standard Intermediate Deciice 549 82.5 552 88.3 |43,327 80.1
i Significantly
English Language Arts
Standard of Excelence Maintained SN 549 26.8 552 28.7 | 43,327 18.9
Acceptable Standard Maintained Good 549 86.0 551 84.4 | 43,328 74.6
Mathematics 6
Standard of Excellence Improved Good 549 22.0 551 19.1 | 43,328 15.3
Acceptable Standard (e Ml 467 | 882 | 523 | 79.2 |43,216 76.0
. Significantly
Science 6
Standard of Excellence Very High Improved Excellent | [ilrg 36.0 523 30.9 |43,216 26.1
Acceptable Standard High Maintained Good 561 85.4 518 86.3 |43,675| 78.7 |44,685| 77.1
English Language Arts
Standard of Excellence High Maintained Good 561 17.3 518 17.3 | 43,675 [N ' 44,685 14.4
Acceptable Standard Intermediate Maintained Acceptablg 33 81.8 29 86.4 | 2,262 | 81.8 | 2,286 | 83.0
French Language Arts
Standard of Excellence Maintained 33 6.1 29 105 | 2,262 | 10.3 | 2,286 | 12.1
Acceptable Standard High Maintained Good 550 74.9 510 74.1 |43,118| 67.0 |44,317| 66.5
Mathematics 9
Standard of Excellence High Improved Good 550 21.6 510 17.6 |43,118| 18.6 |44,317| 18.0
. Improved
Acceptable Standard Very High A Excellent | st 83.9 501 77.9 |43560| 72.2 |44,505| 68.8
. Significantly
Science 9
Standard of Excellence Very High Maintained Excellent YL 19.8 501 19.0 | 43,560 [EmisRs} I 44505 | 13.7

Achievement Evaluatons for Social Studies 6 and Social Studies 9 are not calculated due to the change in the tests.

AA0 =

standard of excellence.

Accept abl ed théperoentagestaghie\enly theeacceptable standard include the percentages achieving the

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. Courses included: ELA(Grades 3, 6, 9), Math(Grades 3, 6, 9),
Science(Grades 6, 9, French Language Arts(Grades 6, 9).
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Measure Evaluation Reference - Achievement Evaluation

Achievement evaluation is based upon a comparison of Current Year data to a set of standards which remain consistent over time. The
Standards are calculated by taking the 3 year average of baseline data for each measure across all school jurisdictions and calculating the
5th, 25th, 75th, and 95th percentiles. Once calculated, these standards remain in place from year to year to allow for consis tent 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. 93.04 - 100.00
English Language Arts 3 U
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 P ‘
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 I—— |
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
Science 6 Acceptable Standard 0.00 - 60.36 ‘ 78.51 - 86.46 86.46 - 90.64 90.64 - 100.00
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 Excelence 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 Excell ‘ 6.81-17.11 17.11 - 28.68 28.68 - 100.00
andard of Excellence .81 - 17. A1 - 28. .68 - .
. Acceptable Standard ‘ 59.61 - 69.06 69.06 - 83.15 83.15 - 100.00
Mathematics 9
Standard of Excellence ‘ 11.96 - 18.90 18.90 - 23.96 23.96 - 100.00
Sci 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" th e "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 Francais
(Grades 6, 9) are included in the aggregation of all PAT courses. Achievement Evaluations for Social Studies 6 and Social Stdies 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 t he 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 Signifcantly 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.

Achievemen t

Intermediat

Acceptable | \

Declined Significantly

Concern

Very High High e Low Very Low
Improved Significantly Excellent | Good | Good \ Good Acceptable
Improved Excellent \ Good \ Good \ Acceptable
Maintained Excellent \ Good \ Acceptable Concern
Declined Good \ Acceptable \ Concern

Concern
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Graph of Provincial AchievementTest Results by Course (optional)
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Graph of Provincial AchievementTest Results by Course
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Outcome: Students demonstrate high standards in learner outcomes. (continued)

Performance Measure

Results (in percentages)**

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
examinations.
Christ e
The — Learning Pillar
Medeemer ~=
2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
A E A E A E A E A E
English Lang Arts 30-1 Authority | 94.1 | 249 | 92.3 | 17.0 | 949 | 25.1 | 90.3 | 17.7 | 91.8 | 145
Province| 89.1 | 17.8 | 88.0 | 19.3 | 87.7 | 19.0 | 87.1 | 155 | 86.1 | 12.3
English Lang Arts 30-2 Authority | 90.4 | 9.6 | 957 | 58 | 944 |11.3|96.4 | 11.7 | 954 | 12.3
Province| 89.4 | 10.1 [ 86.1 | 8.1 [88.7| 9.7 | 889 | 88 [ 882 | 85
Pure Mathematics 30 Authority | 82.1 | 20.0 | 82.0 | 15.3 [ 89.4 | 31.2 | 89.3 | 25.0 | 89.5 | 24.9
Province| 80.6 | 25.7 | 82.8 | 26.5 | 81.1 | 24.6 | 81.3 | 25.8 | 82.1 | 26.3
Applied Mathematics 30 Authority | 88.7 | 226 | 76.3 | 9.2 [ 833 | 7.9 | 93.1|11.9|79.3|17.8
Province| 87.6 | 21.8 | 77.5 | 11.8 | 77.6 | 12.1 | 76.4 | 10.7 | 79.4 | 135
Social Studies 30 Authority | 89.1 | 23.8 | 94.5 | 25,5 | 90.5 | 25.9 | 92.7 | 25.3 | 915 | 26.3
Province| 85.2 | 24.3 | 85.5 | 23.9 | 86.1 | 24.6 | 84.7 | 21.5 | 842 | 21.4
Social Studies 33 Authority | 89.5 | 14.0 | 92.9 | 17.6 | 93.8 | 175 | 905 | 21.4 | 91.8 | 22.4
Province| 85.0 | 17.6 | 83.5 | 19.0 | 84.8 | 19.6 | 85.3 | 18.9 | 85.6 | 20.2
Biology 30 Authority | 84.2 | 30.4 | 85.6 | 18.7 | 92.9 | 36.8 | 86.0 | 30.8 | 87.8 | 27.5
Province| 81.9 | 26.6 | 81.4 | 26.4 | 835 | 27.4 | 82.3 | 26.3 | 83.0 | 26.6
Chemistry 30 (Note: Exam began measuring a new| Aythority | 96.0 | 43.0 | 93.6 | 48.2 | 97.4 | 443 | 97.2 | 506 | 86.6 | 31.7
curriculum in 2009) -
Province| 88.2 | 33.4 [ 88.4 | 37.1 [ 89.3 | 37.9 | 89.2 | 39.2 | 76.3 | 27.7
Physics 30 (Note: Exam began measuring anew | aAuthority | 87.1 | 17.1 | 80.2 | 22.6 | 88.0 | 31.5 | 885 | 31.7 | 86.1 | 12.2
curriculum in 2009) -
Province| 84.2 | 27.8 | 84.4 | 30.0 | 86.1 | 29.3 | 85.7 | 32.0 | 79.3 | 23.1

*HAO0 =
standard of excellence.

AeceflEabE & thepercdntagescaehieving the acceptable standard include the percentages achievingthe

Results (in Percentages) Target
2005 2006 2007
A E A E A E
Authority 88.3 | 231 | 889 | 175 | 914 | 253
Overall***
Province 855 | 21.2 | 842 | 20.7 | 84.8 | 20.9
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Comment on Results Graph of Overall Authority Results (optional)

The jurisdiction was below its targets for Diploma 100 -

Exam fAcceptabledrates and fi kcellencedrates. 5 o o —© o 9
The Alberta Accauntability Pillar rating for our < 60 -

fi ¥cellencedr at e was i angdahdthed H \_g 40 -

rating for oratewadialscicthept a b £ 50

AiHi ghdo range. These two 0

disappointments astheratewas i n t he ' ' ' ' '

2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
range on both measures last year.

—8— Acceptable Standard %

We believe our target forthe A Ac ¢ e prataib | e RN N

achievabl e. Moellenees rate targetoofs r
29% may be overly ambitious as our best ever rate
was 25%. We will consider lowering this target in

our next Three Year Education Plan.

The jurisdiction is targeting English 30-1, Physics 3Q
and Applied Math 30 as key areas for improvement.
Teachers across the jurisdiction will be gathering to
participate in curriculum and instruction workshops
in those three subjects.
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Diploma Exam Results Course By Course Summary With Measure Evaluation

Christ the Redeemer CSRD No. 3 Alberta
. Prev 3 Yr Prev 3 Yr
Achievement [Improvement |Overall 2009 2009
Avg Avg
Course Measure N % N % N % N %
Acceptable Standard Maintained 317 91.8 289 92.5 |28,330 28,021 | 87.6
English Lang Arts 30-1
Standard of Excellence Intermediate 317 14.5 289 19.9 | 28,330 28,021 | 17.9
Acceptable Standard High Maintained Good 130 95.4 84 955 |13,473| 88.2 |12,858| 87.9
English Lang Arts 30-2 }
Standard of Excellence Very High ‘ Maintained Excellent |[kely] 12.3 84 9.6 13,473| 85 |12,858| 8.9
|
Acceptable Standard High Maintained Good 237 89.5 195 86.9 [22,197| 82.1 |22,435| 81.7
Pure Mathematics 30 RS
Standard of Excellence Maintained [Acceptablg] 237 24.9 195 23.8 22,197 25.7
Acceptable Standard r Maintained 135 79.3 101 84.2 110,429 77.1
Applied Mathematics 30 } i
Standard of Excellence High Improved Good 135 17.8 101 9.7 10,429 115
Acceptable Standard High Maintained Good 293 91.5 267 92.6 |22,845 85.4
Social Studies 30
Standard of Excellence High Maintained Good 293 26.3 267 25.6 |22,845 23.3
|
Acceptable Standard Very High Maintained Excellent |k 91.8 97 92.4 |15,101 84.5
Social Studies 33 J
Standard of Excellence Very High Maintained Excellent |k 22.4 97 18.9 | 15,101 19.1
|
Acceptable Standard High Maintained Good 262 87.8 223 88.2 |21,088 824
Biology 30
Standard of Excellence High Maintained G 262 275 223 28.7 21,088 26.7
NOTE: Physics 30 and Chemistry 30 are not included because the curriculum ad exams have changed. Stadards will be set by

the province in the coming years.
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Measure Evaluation Reference

- Achievement Evaluation

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

0.00 - 6.22

English Lang Arts 30-2

Acceptable Standard

Standard of Excellence

French Lang Arts 30-1

Acceptable Standard

0.00 - 77.27

Standard of Excellence

Pure Mathematics 30

Acceptable Standard

0.00 - 54.07

Standard of Excellence

Applied Mathematics 30

Acceptable Standard

Standard of Excellence

Social Studies 30

Acceptabe Standard

0.00 - 71.92

Standard of Excellence

Social Studies 33

Acceptable Standard

Standard of Excellence

Acceptable Standard

0.00 - 67.51

Biology 30
Standard of Excellence
) Acceptable Standard
Science 30
Standard of Excellence
Notes:

13.46 - 20.88
82.43 - 90.72
3.13 - 8.65

0.00 - 70.83
0.00 - 0.00

0.00 - 0.00

0.00 - 73.06
0.00 - 4.57

0.00 - 7.99
0.00 - 68.88
0.00 - 4.72

0.00 - 12.33
0.00 - 76.11
0.00 - 6.98

High

0.00 - 83.76 92.02 - 95.13 95.13 - 100.00

20.88 - 27.39

90.72 - 96.00
8.65 - 11.61

93.33 - 100.00 |EKe/eXe[olemuv/oX0]o}

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

25.60 - 30.05
91.76 - 97.14
21.80 - 36.81

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

30.05 - 100.00
97.14 - 100.00
36.81 - 100.00

The range of values at each evaluation level is interpreted as "greater than or equal to" the "Low" value, and "less than" th e "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 previou s three-year
average. A chi-square statiscal test is used to determine the significance of the improve ment. 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

Improved
Improved 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)

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

Very High
Excellent
Excellent
Excellent

Good

Acceptable

Good
Good
Good

|
| lssue | issue |

Intermediate
\ Good \ Good

JNCT I Acceptable |
| _Acceptabe |

Very Low
Acceptable

Concern
Concern
Concern

Concern
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Diploma Exam Results By Course

English Lang Arts 30-1
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Diploma Exam Results ByCourse

Biology 30
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Outcome: Students demonstrate high standards in learner outcomes. (continued)

Results (in percentages) Target
Performance Measure 2004 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 |2008 | 2009
Diploma examination participation rate: Percentages of students Authority | 60.8 | 55.6 | 61.2 | 63.7 64%
who have written four or more diploma exams by the end of their
third year of high school.
i:;d'm :z S i Province | 52.4 | 535 | 53.7 | 53.6 | 53.3
Christ the Redeemer CRD No. 3 Alberta

2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
N 297 316 347 430 466 | 43,221 | 43,032 | 43,930 | 44,661 | 45,432
% Writing 0 Exams 14.4 17.9 12.2 13.7 15.5 18.3 18.1 17.8 18.0 18.4
% Writing 1+  Exams 85.6 82.1 87.8 86.3 84.5 81.7 81.9 82.2 82.0 81.6
% Writing 2+ Exams 83.1 79.6 84.3 84.5 80.8 77.9 78.3 78.5 78.6 78.0
% Writing 3+ Exams 71.1 67.3 74.9 76.4 66.6 64.1 65.6 65.6 65.6 64.9
% Writing 4+ Exams 60.8 55.6 61.2 63.7 56.2 52.4 53.5 53.7 53.6 53.3
% Writing 5+ Exams 37.0 33.0 36.1 40.4 34.8 33.9 345 34.6 34.7 34.3
% Writing 6+ Exams 13.9 10.3 14.5 13.0 12.6 12.8 12.8 13.0 13.2 12.7

Comment on Results

The jurisdiction was below its target for Diploma
Exam Participation Rates and has declined from
AVery Hi gh otheaPoovirtié Acgonbabiliy
Pillar. This reversed a two year trend of
improvement.

Through improved academic counseling and
continued systems of intervention, we hope to
improve this rate.

Our Career and Post Secondary Coachuill be
working closely with counselors and students across
the jurisdiction to ensure they understand how
importantitistokeep oneédés opti ons
challenging programs.

Graph of Overall Authority Results (optional)

100 ~
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Outcome. Students demonstrate high standards in learmer outcomes. (continued)

Results (in percentages) Target
Performance Measure 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
Percentages of Grade 12 students who meet the Rutherford Authority | 69.9 | 70.0 | 75.6 | 83.4 67%
Scholarship eligibility criteria.
T = i Rk Province | 52.9 | 54.6 | 56.1 | 56.8 | 57.3

e e
Redeemer ~~—__
CcaTwoLICscHooLS

Comment on Results

The jurisdiction was well above its target for
fRutherford Scholarshipg, and remained in the
AVery Highod range on t
Pillar.

We attribute t his performance to the constructive
attitudes that our teachers hold with respect to the
degree of accountability they accept for student
achievement.

Our target has been increased to 77% in our most
recent Three Year Education Plan.

h €

Graph of Overall Authority Results (optional)

Result(%)
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40
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2007
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—&— 9% Higible for Scholarship
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Outcome. Students are well prepared for lifelong learning.

Results (in percentages) Target
Performance Measure 2004 (2005 |2006 (2007 |2008 2009
High school to post-secondary transition rate within four Authority | 53.1 | 52.9 | 63.7 65%
and six years of entering Grade 10. Within 6 Years -
Province | 54.4 | 57.5 | 59.5
T =g Pl . Authority | 36.3 | 40.4 | 41.2 | 45.8 | 37.9
Redeemer =~ Within 4 Years -
Province | 34.0 | 37.0 | 39.5 | 40.7 | 40.3

Comment on Results

The jurisdiction was below its target for our
transition rate to post -secondary. Our Provincial
Accountability Pillar r

As expl ained i nomplétend i Hi
section, the large cohort of students at the Centre
for Learning at Home, our large home schooling
organization, impact this statistic as they have
unigue goals that often do not involve entering
accredited post-secondary institutions in Alberta.
Having said this, the Centre for Learning at Home is
focused on actively preparing students for post-
secondary entrance by making them aware of how
various post-secondary schools require coursesfrom
the Alberta Program of Studies.

We also plan to use our divisional Career and Post
Seconadary Coachto more effectively counsel
students so that they are aware of the many post-
secondary options available to them as well as the
requirements they need to earn entry.

Q)

(0

Graph of Overall Authority Results (optional)
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Outcome. Students are well prepared for lifelong learning. (continued)

Results (in percentages) Target
Performance Measure 2005 | 2006 [2007 |2008 | 2009 2009
Percentage of teacher and parent satisfaction that Authority | 682 | 68.4 | 69.4 | 73.2 | 725 NA
high school graduates demonstrate the knowledge, Overall (required) Provi
skills and attitudes necessay for lifelong learning. rovince ] 64.4 | 66.1 | 65.6 | 66.7 | 67.4
Authority | 79.7 | 76.2 | 75.8 | 78.4 | 78.0
s = Teacher (optional) Provi
Tt 1‘ == iearming Pilldr rovince | 737 | 742 | 741 | 73.8 | 74.0
Redeemer ~~—__ B
SempcE Authority | 56.7 | 60.6 | 63.1 | 67.9 | 66.9
Parent (optional) -
Province | 551 | 57.9 | 57.1 | 59.5 | 60.8

Comment on Results

The jurisdiction did not set a target for this measure
in our Three Year Education Plan.There is a general
trend of improvement. It appears, however, that our
teachers have significantly more confidence than do
our parents. The newly created Career and Post
Secondary Coacposition is a part of our strategy to
be more intentional about ensuring that our
secondary students reflect on their options upon
high school completion; we believe this will help
them to identify the skills they will need to be

lifelong learners.

Graph of Overall Authority Results (optional)
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Outcome: Students are well prepared for employment.

Results (in percentages) Target
Performance Me asure 2005 | 2006 [2007 |2008 | 2009 2009
Percentages of teachers and parents who agree that Authority | 781 | 815 | 79.6 | 82.7 KPR 382%
students are taught attitudes and behaviours that will | Overall (required) Provi
make them successful at work when they finish rovincé 1 74.9 | 770 | 77.1 | 801
school. Authority | 924 | 88.8 | 87.3 | 87.2 | 875
Teacher (optional) -
cmm-l-;/ Province | g9.1 | 89.4 | 89.2 | 89.3 | 88.9
The — Learning Pillar =
e Authority | 639 | 74.2 | 72.0 | 78.2 | 76.8
Parent (optional) -
Province | 60.8 | 64.6 | 65.1 | 70.9 | 70.2

Comment on Results Graph of Overall Authority Results (optional)

The jurisdiction met its target with respect to this

measure. Our rating on the Provincial Accountability 100 1

Pillar remainsi V e righa H . 801 9o—®— ¢ —O—9
Once again, it appears that our teachers have SR

significantly more confidence than do our parents. 5 40

The newly created Career and Post Secondary Coachi 2 0

position is a part of our strategy to be more

intentional about ensuring that our secondary 0 : : : : :
students reflect on their options upon high school Avts a0y b i LY

completion; we believe this will help them to iden tify
and develop the skills they will need to be successful
atwork. To this end, every grade 7-12 student in
our jurisdiction will receive at least two hours of

—&— Qverall

intensive career and post secondary training that will 100 ~
raise awareness and help them make dedsions. In . 80 - :D:.‘j‘:
addition, at risk students will have access to one-on- = 60
one follow up counseling. g
ERRLE
@
20 -
0 . . . . .
2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
—e&— Qverall Parent —a— Teacher
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Outcome. Students model the characteristics of active citizenship.

Results (in percentages) Target
Performance Measure 2005 | 2006 [2007 |2008 | 2009 2009
Percentages of teachers, parents and students who Authority | 820 | 82.4 | 82.4 | 82.7 KRB 83%
are satisfied that students model the characteristics of| Overall (required) Provi
active citizenship. rovinceé ] 75.3 | 76.8 | 76.6 | 779
Authority | 96.0 | 95.3 | 94.0 | 94.3 | 94.6
St =" oo Teacher (optional) -
Redoemer Sy (O Province | 895 | 90.3 | 89.9 | 90.6 | 91.8
Authority | 80.1 | 84.0 | 83.0 | 82.4 | 86.0
Parent (optional) -
Province | 703 | 72.4 | 726 | 747 | 774
Authority | 70.0 | 67.8 | 70.2 | 71.3 | 77.5
Student (optional) -
Province | 66.1 | 67.5 | 67.1 | 68.5 | 71.8

Comment on Results

The jurisdiction was well above its target for the
measure on active citizenship. The Provincial

Accountability Pillar r¢g

range. In addition, the jurisdiction has shown
iSignificant | mprovement

We attribute our success on this measure to the
prominence of social justice projects and high school
service projects that help to teach our students how
to actively engage in their communities. An area for
reflection is determining why our students are our
least satisfied stakeholders.

Graph of Overall Authority Results (optional)
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Goal Three: Highly Responsive and Responsible Jur

Outcome.

isdiction

The authority demonstrates effective working relationships.

Performance Measure

Results (in percentages) Target

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

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

Overall (required)

Authority | 79.8 | 84.4 | 80.6 | 84.5 85%
Province | 76.1 | 77.9 | 775 | 78.2

Christ e
The —
Redeemer
caTHoLIC scHODLS

Stewardship Pillar

Teacher (optional)

Authority | 916 | 94.3 | 88.6 | 92.9 | 93.7
Province | 87,0 | 87.6 | 87.1 | 87.5 | 88.0

Parent (optional)

Authority | 68.0 | 74.6 | 72.6 | 76.1 | 78.6
Province | 5.2 | 68.1 | 67.9 | 69.0 | 72.2

Comment on Results

The jurisdiction met its ta rget for the measure on
fi &ental Involvementa In addition, the Provincial

range. And finally, despite our superb performance,
we are also improving in this area.

We attribute this to the fact that we still remember
our roots and the fact that it was parents in each of
our communities who voted to form our Catholic
Schools. This commitment has ledto a strong
culture of listening to our parents.

We also attribute this to the meaningful role that our
School Councils play in our schools as well as the
resources the division invests into developing the
capacity of our School Council Chairs.

Accountability Pillar r

Graph of Overall Authority Results (optional)

100 -
80 - ./—.\_./-.———.
S 60 -
> 40
2
20 ~
0 T T T T ]
2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
—&— QOverall
100 -
ol A a4 8
g 60 -
> 40
@
20 -
0 T T T T ]
2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
—e— Qverall Parent —&— Teacher

Page 39




Outcome. The authority demonstrates leadership and continuous improvement.

Performance Measure

Percentages of teachers, parents and students

jurisdiction have improved or stayed the same the

indicating that their school and schools in their Overall (required)

last three years.

Christ e
The i Learning Pillar
Redeemer ~—__

Results (in percentages) Target
2005 | 2006 | 2007 [2008 |2009 | 2009
Authority | 79.2 | 76.6 | 79.0 | 83.0 IEYNM 80%
Province | 739 | 76.8 | 76.3 | 77.0
Authority | 812 | 69.5 | 77.3 | 83.2 | 82.6
Teacher (optional) -
Province | 731 | 755 | 745 | 756 | 78.2
Authority | 78,0 | 81.8 | 82.4 | 83.9 | 805
Parent (optional) -
Province | 709 | 754 | 75.1 | 75.9 | 78.1
Authority | 78.4 | 785 | 77.3 | 82.0 | 84.9
Student (optional) -
Province | 779 | 794 | 793 | 795 | 81.8

Comment on Results

The jurisdiction was above its target for the measure
on school improvement. In addition, the Provincial
Accountability Pillar rag
range. Despite high levels of stakeholder satisfaction,
the jurisdiction also #dl
area.

We are most pleased that the highest level of
satisfaction is actually attributed to our students.

We attribute our success to improved
communication programs that make our
stakeholders aware of our high levels of
achievement and stakeholder satisfaction. There are
two major initiatives that assist with this. First, we
have established positive connections with our local
media and we let them know when there are good
news stories to tell. Secondly, the jurisdiction, and
each school, have used brochures, newsletters, e
mails, and the internet to more clearly communicate
the jurisdicti omebulis. e x e mq

Graph of Overall Authority Results (optional)
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Outcome. The authority demonstrates leadership and continuous improvement. (continued)

Results (in percentages) Target
Performance Measure 2005 |2006 |[2007 |2008 |2009 2009
The percentage of teachers reporting that in the past Authority | 776 | 76.9 | 83.1 85%
3-5 years the professional development and in- Overall (required) Provi
servicing received from the school authority has been rovince | 76.5 | 78.2 | 78.8
focused, systematic and contributed significantly to Authority | 776 | 769 | 831 | 858 | 84.7

their ongoing professional growth.

Province

Pre T Teacher (optional)
.l:h;-s-l-i T 76.5 | 78.2 | 78.8 | 80.4 | 815

Comment on Results Graph of Overall Authority Results (optional)

The jurisdiction met its target for the measure on
A Pr of e seselommerdad We Rre very pleased 100 -

with the steady improvem ent in this area as we have . 804 W
changed our professional development philosophy
quite significantly over the past three years and have g 60 1
endeavored to be more data driven and intentional. S 40
Q
. . o 20 u
In this current school year, we have moved virtually
all Professional Development to our dedicated 0 - - - - -
Catholic Learning Community time, scheduled for 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
every Friday, and to our Divisional Retreatsthat
focus on curriculum and instruction. We are —&— Overall
anxiously awaiting feedback about how these
changes have impacted teacher views. 100 -
80 -
S 60 -
> 40
Q
% 20
0 ; ; ; ; .

2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

—&— Qverall Teacher
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Christ
The
Redeemer <=

CATHOLIC SCHOOLS

——— =y e
1- ————— Stewardship Pillar

Construction Projects Underway

Community Project Educational Purpose Status Completion
Date
Canmore New 590 | The new schoakill be shared by Christ | Paving of the School
capacity the Redeemer Catholic School Division| parent drop off | opened
Kg12 and the Greater Southern Alberta area and bus January 5,
school Francophone School Division. This sch| loop was 20009.
will provide much needed classroom completed
space for the Catholic Anglophone and| November 12,
Francophone students in the Town of | 2009. 50% of
Canmore. A well it will provide new the landscaping
facilities for career and technological | has been
studies, library services, physical completed.
education, special education and learni
support programs.
Drumheller | New550 |! ySg {G® ! yi{i K2y & (Constructionis | The school is
capacity will provide much needed classroom underway. As of| scheduled to
Kg12 space for students from kindergarten to| November, openin
school. grade 12.As well it wil provide new 2009, September
facilities for career and technological | approximately | 2010.
studies, library services, physical 20% of the
education, special education and learni| school has been
support programs. completed.
Okotoks Modular Holy Trinity AcademyDue to significant | Working January 2010.
Classroom | growth in student population, a modulal drawings are
Addition classroom has been reallocated by currently being
Alberta Education from Canmore. This| prepared.
will help the school to address the
current demand for classroom
instructional space.
Brooks Modular Holy Family AcadennDue to significant| Working January 2010.
Classroom | growth in student population, a modula| drawings are
Addition classroom has been reallocated by currently being

Alberta Education from Canmore. This
will help the school to address the
current demand for classroom

instructional space.

prepared.
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Financial Report For The Yea r Ended August 31, 2009

Revenues

2007- 2008 2008- 2009 %
Alberta School Foundation Fund (A.S.F.F.) 15,977,260 17,826,818 27.13%
General Revenue Fund 25,114,668 25,874,539 39.37%
Other Government Funds 11,018,332 11,741,902 17.87%
Local Schools TaxRequisition, etc. 4,288,955 4,470,662 6.80%
Fees, Rentals, Investments, Misc. 2,110,569 2,396,722 3.65%
Amortization Of Capital Allocations 3,152,807 3,404,660 5.18%
Total 61,662,591 65,715,303 100.00%
Expenses

2007-2008 2007 2008 %
Instruction 39,458,739 41,930,037 64.77%
School Administration and Instructional Support 6,735,514 7,020,741 10.84%
Operation and Maintenance of Schools 4,888,613 5,639,957 8.71%
Transportation 3,225,926 3,606,933 5.57%
Board and System Administration 1,512,072 1,801,646 2.78%
Debt Service 436,806 383,065 0.59%
Amortization of Capital Expenditures 4,113,165 4,360,486 6.74%
Total 60,370,835 64,742,865 100.00%
Surplus (Deficit) Before Allocation for Capital 1,291,756 972,438
IMR and Capital Expenditures -998,922 -1,591,017
Unsupported Amortization Allowance 960,358 955,826
Net Surplus (Deficit) 1,253,192 337,247
Accumulated Operating Reserves 2,769,723 3,146,315
Accumulated Capital Reserves 69,856 30,511

Note: The Board approved Audited Financial Statements and School Generated Funds Schedule may be aobtained from the
Secretary Treasurer at the offices of Christ the Redeemer Catholic Schools, 46 Elma StreetWest, Okotoks, AB T1S 1J7.
Financial information may also be accessed atwww.redeemer.ab.ca

Debt Amort. of
Services Capital
System 0.59% Exp.
Admin. 6.74%
2.78%

Trans.
5'57010/&
Op. &

haint.

871%
School
Admin. '”Sitgrf‘:t
10.64% 64 77%

Christ the Redeemer Catholic Schools Financial Statement and School Generated Funds Schedule:
http://www.redeemer.ab.ca/reports -docs/Documents/afs.pd

Probvincial rollup of jurisdictitions Audited Financial Statements:
http://www.education.alberta.ca/admin/funding.aspx
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