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INFORMATION

This report provides information about student achievement results for the District based on
data from the Accountability Pillar. The Accountability Pillar is a comprehensive document
that focuses on three broad learning goals established by Alberta Education (Appendix I).
Data is aggregated from a variety of sources (including data in Appendices Il to VI) to give
an overall report of district growth. Reporting district growth through the Accountability
Pillar provides a consistent method of sharing achievement results across the province.

District level information highlights areas of strength and concern. Just as school-level
results have implications for the school, district level results cause revisions and changes to
district practice. To examine data for groups of students and for curriculum areas, district
level data is disaggregated. Using this information, along with input from schools, decisions
are made in relation to which practices need to be continued, enhanced or discontinued. The
District analyzes student data, such as exemptions and absences on exams, and determines
what strategies need to be put in place to ensure that as many students as possible are given
the opportunity and support to successfully demonstrate standards. The District also
examines curriculum areas and, subject by subject, determines what district supports need to
be put in place to improve student achievement.

Results found in school level Accountability Pillars are best interpreted at the school level.
Schools annually examine in detail their own Accountability Pillar to look for trends from
year-to-year and to inform decision-making. Schools focus on the measures included in the
Pillar that are most relevant to their context, while remaining grounded in how the measures
impact the three broad learning goals. Schools analyze results related to specific outcomes in
curricular areas and this guides instructional improvement. Assistant Superintendents work
with school principals to monitor progress towards the improvement of student achievement
in specific areas reported in the school’s Accountability Pillar.

A more comprehensive analysis of other data in the Accountability Pillar (such as survey
results, etc.) will be reported as part of the Annual Education Results Report, which will be
shared at a subsequent public board meeting.



The major generalizations with respect to the information included in this report are as
follows:
District 2009-2010 Accountability Pillar Results Compared to Previous Years

e The five year completion rate has increased by 4.7 per cent since 2005. Comparison
to years prior to 2005 is no longer valid as the methodology for reporting has
changed.

e There has been an increase in successful course completion in all Grades 10, 11 and
12 courses, with the exception of Grade 12 Science, from 2006-2010. (Appendix VII)

e The overall percentage of Grade 3, 6 and 9 district students achieving the acceptable
standard on Provincial Achievement Tests is higher compared to the previous year, as
well as compared to the previous three year average.

e The overall percentage of Grade 3, 6 and 9 district students achieving the standard of
excellence on Provincial Achievement Tests increased compared to the previous year,
and remains higher than the previous three year average for the District.

e The percentage of district students achieving the acceptable standard on diploma
examinations is lower compared to the previous year and has decreased compared to
the previous three year average. This decline has resulted in an Overall Measure
Evaluation of “Concern.” (see page 6)

e The percentage of district students achieving the standard of excellence standard on
diploma examinations has increased compared to the previous year, however the
percentage is lower than the previous three year average for the District. (see page 6)

District 2009-2010 Accountability Pillar Results Compared to Province (Appendix I1)

e For three of the six Measure Categories Evaluation for which a ranking is available,
the District has the same rating as the province of “Good”. For two of the six
Measure Categories Evaluation, where the province was “Good”, the District has a
rating of “Excellent”.

e For the District and for the Province, Student Learning Achievement (Grades K-9)
has an Overall rating of “Good”. This rating includes both the Acceptable Standard
and the Standard of Excellence. Both measures have “Improved Significantly” for
the District and for the Province.

e Student Learning Achievement (Grades 10-12) overall ratings are not available due to
a change in the basis for Rutherford Scholarship eligibility.
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APPENDIX | - Accountability Pillar-Overall Summary Explanation (Pg. 3, 4)

APPENDIX Il - Accountability Pillar Overall Summaries (District and Provincial Results)
(Pg. 5-7)

APPENDIX Il - Accountability Pillar — Data References (District Results) (Pg. 8-11)

APPENDIX IV - Student Learning Achievement (Grades K-9) (Pg. 12-15)

APPENDIXV - Student Learning Achievement (Grades 10-12) (Pg. 16-19)

APPENDIX VI - High School Completion Rates after Five Years: District and Province
(Pg. 20, 21)

APPENDIX VII - District High School Course Completion Rates Two Year And Five Year
Comparison (Pg. 22)

APPENDIX VIII- International Baccalaureate and Advanced Placement Results (Pg. 23,24)
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APPENDIX |

ACCOUNTABILITY PILLAR - OVERALL SUMMARY EXPLANATION

The Accountability Pillar is based on three learning goals:
e Goal 1 - High quality learning opportunities for all
e Goal 2 - Excellence in learner outcomes
e Goal 3 - Highly responsive and responsible jurisdiction (ministry)

Goal 1 has two measure categories that are assessed with five measures:
e Three of these measures are derived from the provincial attitude survey administered
to students and parents at Grades 4, 7 and 10, and all teachers.

0 Percentage of teachers, parents and students who agree that students are safe
at school, are learning the importance of caring for others, are learning
respect for others and are treated fairly

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

o0 Percentage of teachers, parents and students satisfied with the overall quality
of basic education

e Data for the remaining two measures for Goal 1 is provided by Alberta Education,
and is one year older than the survey or achievement data.

o Dropout rate — annual dropout rate of students aged 14 to 18

o High school completion rate — percentages of students who completed school
within three years of entering Grade 10

Goal 2 has three measure categories that are assessed with nine measures:
e Four of these measures are derived from provincial achievement tests and diploma
examinations.

o0 Percentage of students who achieve the acceptable standard on Grades 3, 6
and 9 provincial achievement tests

o0 Percentage of students who achieve the standard of excellence on Grades 3, 6
and 9 provincial achievement tests

o Percentage of students who achieve the acceptable standard on diploma
examinations

o0 Percentage of students who achieve the standard of excellence on diploma
examinations

e Data for three of the measures for Goal 2 is provided by Alberta Education and is one
year older than the survey or achievement data.

o Diploma exam participation rate — Percentage of students who have written
four or more diploma examinations by the end of their third year in high
school

o0 Rutherford eligibility rate — Percentage of Grade 12 students who meet the
Rutherford scholarship eligibility criteria. An overall evaluation is not
available in 2009 for Rutherford Scholarship eligibility because the basis for
calculating this measure has changed

o Transition rate — Percentage of students who have enrolled in a post
secondary program within six years of entering Grade 10

e The final two measures for this goal are derived from the provincial attitude survey
administered to students and/or parents at Grades 4, 7 and 10, and teachers.
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o Work preparation — Percentage of teachers and parents who agree that
students are taught attitudes and behaviours that will make them successful at
work when they finish school

o Citizenship — Percentage of teachers, parents and students who are satisfied
that students model the characteristics of active citizenship

Goal 3 (labeled Goal 4 on the chart) has two measure categories that are assessed with
two measures:
e The two measures for this goal are derived from the provincial attitude survey
administered to parents and teachers.
o Parental involvement — Percentage of teachers and parents satisfied with
parental involvement in decisions about their child’s education
o0 School improvement - Percentage of teachers and parents indicating that their
school and schools in their jurisdiction have improved, or stayed the same for
the past three years

Comparisons

Jurisdiction and school data for the above measures is subjected to two comparisons:

e The first (Achievement) is a comparison of current year data to a set of standards
which remain constant over time. An explanation of how these standards were
derived is provided on page nine.

e The second (Improvement) is a comparison of current year results with the previous
three-year average.

e Finally, the Achievement Evaluation and Improvement Evaluation are combined to
determine an Overall rating.



APPENDIX I

ACCOUNTABILITY PILLAR 2009-2010 OVERALL SUMMARIES
DISTRICT AND PROVINCIAL RESULTS

For Appendix 11, refer to information pages 6 and 7.

e In the Measure Evaluation Overall category, the District and the Province both have
“Acceptable” for two measures, “concern” for one measure and “Good” or
“Excellent” for all other measures. The District had four “Excellent” measures
whereas the province had only one measure deemed “Excellent”.

e The District and Province report summaries are similar, as they were for the October
2009 reporting period.

e For the 2008-2009 District Diploma: Acceptable was identified as an “Issue”;
however, for 2009-2010 District Diploma: Acceptable has “Declined Significantly”
for a rating of “Concern”. The provincial rating in this category has gone from
“Acceptable” in 2008-2009 to a rating of “Concern” in 2009-2010.



Accountability Pillar Overall Summary
Annual Education Results Reports - Oct 2010

Government
of Albertam

Authority: 3020 Edmonton School District No. 7 Education
Goal M Category M Category M Ed ton School District No. 7 Alberta Measure Evaluation
Evaluation
Current Prev Prew3yr | Current Prev Prev 3 ¥r Achievement Improvement Cwverall
Result Year Average Result Year Average
Result Result
g:ﬁ;‘gﬂ Caring - Safe and Caring 87.3 875 B6.0 876 B6.2 854 High Improved Significantly
Program of Studies 82.0 810 B14 805 803 784 Very High
Goal 1: High-quality . ) - .
leaming oppertunities Student ing Education Quality 901 a1.2 g03 892 Bo3 884 Very High Maintained
Opportunities Drop Owt Rate 3k 57 8.1 4.3 44 48 Intermediate
‘iﬂw pae 871 5.7 640 75 70.8 70.0 Intermediate
Student Leaming EAT: Accepiable T 78.8 7ro 1 783 7.2 Intermediats
Achisvement [Grades
K-3) PAT: Excelience 225 211 208 19.4 18.3 182 Very High
Diploma: Accepiable 813 331 B32 234 4.3 543
Diploma: Excellence 19.9 18.5 203 19.0 18.5 18.2 Intermediats Maintained
i Student Leaming Diploma Exam
Goal Z: Excellence in Achievement [Grades n'a Earicipation Rate (£+ 576 5449 553 335 533 536 Hagh Improved Significantiy
student leaming 10-12) : Exams}
outcomes
Eligibdity Rate arA 582 852 369 7.3 587 Intermediate nfa nia
(Reyised)
] , Transition Eate (8 yri 611 508 563 538 502 587 Goad
Preparation for Lifelong High ig ity
Learning, World of Work Preparation 806 0.9 BD.B 7958 T0.8 789 High Maintained Good
Work, Citizenship —— - -
Ciizenship 822 815 B0.1 814 B0.3 783 Very High Improved Significantly Excellent
Goal 4: Highly Parental Involwement Acceptable Parental Involvement 784 745 7B5 80.0 BO.1 78.8 Intermediate Maintained Acceptable
responsive and
i - Cont; s o
;?iﬂ:n:s'“? education hpm':l“e':#:m “ School Improvemant 80.3 812 788 799 70.4 778 High Improved Good
Notes:

1) PAT results are a weighted average of the percent meeting standards (Acceptable, Excellence) on Provincial Achievernent Tests. The weights are the number of students enrolled in each course. Courses included: English Language Arts [Grades 3, &, 8), Science
{Grades 8, 2), French Language Arts (Grades 8, 9), Frangais (Grades 6, 8).
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 Aris 30-Z, French Language Arts 20-1, Frangais 30-1, Pure Mathematics 30, Applied Mathematics 30. Biclogy 30, Science 30.

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

4) Results for the ACOL measures are available in the detailed report; see "ACOL Measures” in the Table of Contents.
&) Data values hawve been suppressed where the number of students is less than §. Suppression is marked with an asterisk ")



Accountability Pillar Overall Summary

Annual Education Results Reports - Oct 2010

Government
of Alberta m

Province: Alberta Education
Goal Measure Category Measure Category heaﬁure Alberta Measure Evaluation
Evaluation
Current Prew Year Prev 3 yr Achievement Improvement Owerall
Result Result Average
Safe and Caring Schools oo Safe and Caring ar.6 a5.49 554 Improved Significanthy
Goal 1:High-quaity Ectucanon usiy .2 %3 ot -=_ improved Signicarty “
leaming oppertunities EStudent Leamning .
Opportunities Drop Out Rate 43 4.8 458 | Intermediate Improved Significanthy
E— 7.5 708 708 | Intermediate Improved Significanthy —
Student Learning BAT: Accepiable 791 783 772 Intermediate Improved Significanthy “
Diploma: Acceptable 834 243 243 _ Declined Significanthy
Diploma: Excellence 19.0 18.5 18.2 | Intermediate Maintained Acceplable
Student Leamning - o
. - i ! jul - P
Goal 2: Excellence in ':‘ECL";;"E"‘E"‘ (Brades o "’"‘iE"a"‘ Pariicipation 535 53.3 516 Intermediate Maintained Acceptable
. Rate {4+ Exams)
student leaming outcomes 1
Rutherfiord Scholarship
Eligibility Rate (Revised 56.8 &ra se7 Intermediate
Preparation for Lifelong
Citizenship
Citzenship 1.4 803 T4.3 Very High Improwed Significanthy
Goal 4: Highly responsive Parental Involverment Parental Imvoclvement a0.0 ad1 7.6 Improved Significanthy
and responsible education
System Continuous Improvement School Improvement 7.9 784 Tr.G Improved Significanthy

MNotes:

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, §, §), Science
(Grades 8, 9), French Language Ans (Gradas &, ), Frangais (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 20-1. Pure Mathematics 30, Applied Mathematics 20, Biclogy 30, Science 30.

3} Overall evaluations can only be calculated if both improvemnent and achievement evaluations are available.
4} Results for the ACOL measures are available in the detailed report; see "ACOL Measures" in the Table of Contents.

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



APPENDIX I

ACCOUNTABILITY PILLAR 2009-2010 DATA REFERENCES
(DISTRICT RESULTYS)

For Appendix I, refer to information pages 9 to 11.

The District’s PAT Acceptable Standard has received an “Intermediate” rating for

Achievement and has an Improvement rating of “Improved Significantly”. This is rated

“Intermediate” because the “Intermediate” category ranges from greater than or equal to

78.44 to less than 85.13. (see page 10)

The District’s PAT Acceptable Standard has an Overall rating of “Good”. There were 79.7

per cent of students achieving the Acceptable Standard, which is an increase of 2.7 per cent

from the previous three year average. (see page 9)

The District’s PAT Standard of Excellence has received a “Very High” rating for

Achievement. This is rated “Very High” because the high category ranges from greater than

or equal to 22.45 to less than 100.00. It has an Overall rating of “Excellent”. There were

22.5 per cent of students achieving the Standard of Excellence, which is an increase of 1.7

per cent from the previous three year average. (see page 9)

The Overall Measure Evaluation for Diploma: Acceptable is identified as “Concern” and

Diploma: Excellence is identified as “Acceptable”.

» The percentage of district students at the Acceptable Standard for diploma examinations
is 81.5, which is down 1.7 per cent from the previous three year average of 83.2 per cent,
and has decreased 1.6 per cent compared to the previous year.

» The percentage of district students at the Standard of Excellence for diploma
examinations is 19.9, which is down 0.4 per cent from the previous three year average of
20.3 per cent, but has increased 0.4 per cent compared to the previous year.



Accountability Pillar Overall Summary

Annual Education Results Reports - Oct 2010

Government
of Alberta m

Authority: 3020 Edmonton School District No. 7 Education
Goal 1] Category M Category '] Edmonton School District No. 7 Alberta Measure Evaluation
Evaluation
Current Prev Prev 3 yr Current Prew Prev 3 Yr Achievement Improvement Cwerall
Result Year Average Result Year Average
Result Result
gzﬁ;;” Caring ood Safe and Caring B73 875 B6.0 975 BG.2 5.4 High [ ——
Program of Studies 820 81.0 B14 805 BD2 704 Very High
Goal 1: High-quality . . N L
leaming oppartunities Student ing Education Quality 901 91.2 g0 832 Bo3 884 Very High Maintained
Opportunities Drop Cut Rate 56 57 61 4.3 48 458 Intermediate
—_—— &7 857 4.0 715 058 70.0 Intermediate
LCompletion Rate (3 wrl
Student Leaming PAT: Acceptable 797 788 770 791 TE3 772 Intermediate
Achievement [Grades
-2} PAT: Exgellence 2.5 21.1 208 19.4 1832 182 Very High
Diploma: Acceptable 815 821 B3z 834 B43 243
Diploma: Excellence 199 18.8 202 19.0 18.5 18.2 Intermediate Maintained
. Student Leaming Diploma Exam
Goal Z: Excellence in Achievement [Grades nia icipat i 576 54.0 553 535 533 538 Improved Significantly
student leaming 10-12) ' Exams)
outeomes
Eligibiity Rate 574 56.2 552 569 673 567 Intermediate na nia
(Beyiead)
_ ] Trznsiion Bate (6 yr) 614 508 g8 598 502 87 Good
Preparation for Lifelong High = by
Learning, World of Work Preparation 80.6 a0.0 B0E 799 706 T80 High Maintained Good
Work, Citizenship — - - —
Citizenship 8232 81.5 0.1 814 802 7E.3 Very High Improved Significanty Excellent
Goal 4: Highly Parental Involvement Acceptable Parental Involvement 78.4 78.5 7B 80.0 BO.1 78.8 Intermediate Maintained Acceptable
responsive and
responsible education Continuous -
system Improvement School Improvement 80.3 1.2 TO& 798 To4 T7.8 ] Improved Good
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Accountability Pillar Overall Summary
Measure Evaluation Reference

Annual Education Results Reports - Oct 2010
Authority: 3020 Edmonton School District No. 7

Achievement Evaluation

Government
of Albertam

Education

Achievement evaluation is based upon a comparison of Current Year data to a set of standards which remain consistent over fime. 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
Safe and Caring
Program of Studies
Education Quality
Drop Out Rate
High School Completion Rate (3 yr)
PAT: Acceptable
PAT: Excellence
Diploma: Acceptable

Diploma: Excellence

Diploma Exam Participation Rate (4+ Exams)
Rutherford Scholarship Eligibility Rate (Revised)

Transition Rate (6 yr)
Work Preparation
Citizenship

Parental Involvement
School Improvement

Notes:

Moo [ L
(X X7Y 776278105 51.05 - 54.50 P R

0.00 - 66.31 PR Rl 78.43 - 81.59 | 81.59 - 100.00
0.00 - 80.94 SRRl 87.23 - 89.60 | 89.60 - 100.00
100.00 - 9.40 6.90 - 4.27 4.27-2.79 2.79 - 0.00
0.00 - 57.03 (e EgER L 73.88 - 81.79 | 81.79 - 100.00
0.00 - 65.53 78.44 - 85.13 AR RS TR
0.00 - 9.19 11.96 - 17.99 ARk s
0.00 - 74.42 e AN 88.03 - 92.35 | 92.35 - 100.00
0.00 - 10.31 iAWyl 20.27 - 23.77 | 23.77 - 100.00
Ee S LWL 55.78 - 65.99 | 65.99 - 100.00
SuR e 59.41 - 70.55 | 70.55 - 100.00
CRLEETREN 56.15 - 68.34 | 68.34 - 100.00
PP 7778 - 86.13 | 86.13 - 100.00
AN RSN 77.50 - 81.08 | 81.08 - 100.00
ARl 78.50 - 82.30 | 82.30 - 100.00
PR SRRl 76.28 - 80.41 | 80.41 - 100.00

y - 100.00

0.00 - 31.10
0.00 - 43.18
0.00 - 39.80
0.00 - 66.92
0.00 - 66.30
0.00 - 70.76
0.00 - 85.25

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.

Report Generated: Sep 3, 2010
Locked with Suppression for Oct 2010

Report Version 1.0
Data Current as of Sep 01, 2010



Government
of Alberta m

Education

Accountability Pillar Overall Summary
Measure Evaluation Reference

Annual Education Results Reports - Oct 2010
Authority: 3020 Edmonton School District No. 7

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-sguare result.

Evaluation Category Chi-Square Range

. 3.84 + (current < previous 3-year average)

_- 1.00 - 3.83 (current < previous 3-year average)
Maintained 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 combinad to get the
overall evaluation.

Achievement
Improvement Very High High Intermediats Low Very Low

Improved Significantly

oecne BT oo I e

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 (2.g0. 2=Excellent, 1=Good, 0=Intermediate, -1=Issue, -2=Concam).

Report Generated: Sep 3, 2010 Report Version 1.0
Locked with Suppression for Oct 2010 Data Current as of Sep 01, 2010



APPENDIX IV

STUDENT LEARNING ACHIEVEMENT (GRADES K-9)

For Appendix 1V, refer to information pages 13 to 15.

Five out of seven Provincial Achievement Tests were assigned an Overall evaluation
“Good” for the Acceptable Standard.

Four out of seven Provincial Achievement Tests were assigned an Overall evaluation
“Good” for the Standard of Excellence.

One out of seven Provincial Achievement Tests was assigned an Overall evaluation
“Acceptable” for the Standard of Excellence: English Language Arts 6.

One out of seven Provincial Achievement Tests was assigned an Overall evaluation
“Excellent” for the Standard of Excellence: Science 9.

Two out of seven Provincial Achievement Tests were assigned an Overall evaluation
“Acceptable” for the Acceptable Standard.

One out of seven Provincial Achievement Tests was assigned an Overall evaluation
“Issue” for the Standard of Excellence: French Language Arts 9.

of

of

of

of

of

of

Course summaries for Mathematics (Grades 3, 6, 9) and Social Studies (Grades 6, 9) are not

included due to the introduction of new curriculum. There is a need for three years
baseline data to establish trends for the Accountability Pillar.

Contributing or Responding Factors

of

For two consecutive years, PAT participation rates have increased in part due to affording

more students the opportunity to demonstrate standards.

A focus group of Science 9 teachers will be asked to explore the reasons for the increase in

the percentage of students achieving the standard of excellence on the PAT for Science 9.

The K-12 Literacy Guiding Document is supporting teachers in embedding assessment for,

assessment of and assessment as learning practices in their classes.

* Since 2008, the overall PAT Acceptable results have moved from “Concern” to “Good” in the
Accountability Pillar.
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Government
Student Learning Achievement (Grades K-9) of Alberta m

Education
PAT Results Course By Course Summary By Enrolled With Measure Evaluation

Authority: 3020 Edmonton School District No. 7

[Edmonten School District No. 7 Alberta
2010 Prev 3 Yr Avg 2010 Prev 3 YT Avg
Course N % N % N % M k)
5,357 TRy 5,374 785 42 081 B186 42131 BD.&
English Language Aris 3 High Improved - 5257 103 5,374 16.5 42061 10.5 42,131 17.3
Significantly
5,716 831 5,853 TaT 43 500 B33 44 054 Bl1.1
English Language Arts §
5718 1083 5,853 202 43,500 188 44 054 10.9
Pl 878 124 322 2487 Ba.3 2252 go.1
French Languape Aris &
21 i@ 124 16.3 2487 158 2252 137
E - nia nia nia nia 438 0.2 436 032
rangais
n'a n'a nia nia 433 183 436 17.8
5,701 Ta.1 5,333 76.6 43500 TE.8 43,045 7.5
Significantly
Science §
Improved - 5,701 E K] 5,333 289 43500 284 43,045 25.2
Significantly
6,043 Tay 8,180 76.9 43,851 793 44 750 T8
English Langu
6,043 18.0 6,180 182 43851 15.0 44,250 14.8
226 @25 127 857 2403 Ba.1 2,328 B2.5
Significantly
French Language Aris 9
Declined 226 ar 187 16.8 2403 124 2328 1.8
Significanty
: n'a n'a nia nia 324 B43 314 B4.0
n'a nfa nia nia 324 127 34 12.4
mpro” 6,013 Th.4 6,124 727 43372 738 44 075 T0.4
Significantly
Sgience d 3
Very High Improved 6,013 47 56,124 204 43372 177 44075 14.5

Significantly

Notes: 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 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.
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Government
Student Learning Achievement (Grades K-9) of Albertam

Education

Measure Evaluation Reference - Achievement Evaluation
Authority: 3020 Edmonton School District No. 7
i

Achievement evaluation is based upon a comparison of Current Year data fo 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 junsdictions and calculating the 5th, 25th, 75th, and 95th
percentiles. Once calculated, these standards remain in place from year fo 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.

coue v ECTERES] weres: CNRETT
Enalish Language Arts 3 | Acceptable Standard _ 80.49 - 89.12
Standard of Excellence [NLRALN 606 1185 11.35 - 16.93
Enalish Language Arts 6 | Acceptable Standard _ 78.40 - 86.09
Standard of Excellence [NUIRICEIIIGIBANMIIGSN 11.65 - 17.36
French Language Arts 6 | Acceptable Standard _ 73.54 - 92.32
Standard of Excellence _ 8.13-15.29
Science 6 Acceptable Standard _ 78.51 - B6.46
Standard of Excellence [[NUIRERRA] MIASIAA) 17.42 - 25.34
English Language Arts 9 | Acceptable Standard _ 75.66 - 83.70
Standard of Excellence _ 9.43-14.72
French Language Arts 9 | Acceptable Standard .00 - 67. _ 81.33 - 92.06
Standard of Excellence _ 6.81-17.11
Science 9 Acceptable Standard _ 60.14 - 72.50
Standard of Excellence _ 6.71-11.81

MNotes:

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 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.

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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Government
Students Learning Achievement (Grades K-9) of Alberta m

Education

Measure Evaluation Reference - Improvement and Overall Evaluation Table
Authority: 3020 Edmonton School District No. 7

Improvement Table

For each jurisdiciion, improvement evaluation consists of comparing the Current Year result for each measure with the previous three-year average. A chi-square statistical
teat 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-Sguare Range

3.84 + (current < previous 3-year average)

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

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

3.34 + (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 Achisvement and Improvement
evaluations are combined 1o get the overall evaluation.

Achievement
Very High High Intermediate Low Very Low

Improved Significantly mmm Acceptable
imorov - I c<->-o- RS
Declined Significantly = Acceptable -_-
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APPENDIX V

STUDENT LEARNING ACHIEVEMENT (GRADES 10-12)

For Appendix V, refer to information pages 17 to 19.

The percentage of students achieving the Acceptable Standard for Pure Mathematics 30 is
82.3 per cent, increasing 0.9 per cent from the previous three year average of 81.4 per cent.
This accounts for the “Improved” rating.

The Achievement at the Acceptable Standard was rated “Intermediate” for five of seven
diploma examination courses reported. The Achievement at the Acceptable Standard for
English Language Arts 30-1 was rated “Low” while Applied Mathematics 30 was rated
“Very Low”. French Language Arts 30-1 was rated “Very High” at the Acceptable Standard.
With the exception of English Language Arts 30-1 and Applied Mathematics 30, the
Achievement at the Standard of Excellence ranged from ratings of “Intermediate” to “High”.
Four of seven courses received an Overall rating of “Good”, while the remaining courses
were rated “Concern,” “Issue,” and “Acceptable” as an Overall rating for the Standard of
Excellence.

The percentage of students achieving the Acceptable Standard for English Language Arts 30-
1 is 82.4 per cent, declining 2.9 per cent from the previous three year average of 85.3 per
cent. This accounts for the Overall rating of “Concern”.

The percentage of students achieving the Standard of Excellence for English Language Arts
30-1 declined 5.9 per cent from the previous three year average of 16.3 per cent. This
accounts for the Overall rating of “Concern”.

Contributing or Responding Factors
e A focus group of English 30-1 teachers will be asked to explore the reasons for the decrease

in the percentage of students achieving the acceptable standard and the standard of excellence
on the English 30-1 Diploma Examination.

e Anemerging trend is that high schools are holding collaborative professional development

days.

¢ A new high school consultant team is working with teachers to collaboratively create units

using a “universal design build” model to standardize subject content and assessment among
high schools.

* Provincially, both the Acceptable and Standard of Excellence in English 30-1 have declined each
year for the past five years.
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Government
Student Learning Achievement (Grades 10-12) of Alberta m

Education

Diploma Exam Results Course By Course Summary With Measure Evaluation

Authority: 3020 Edmonton School District No. 7

Alertsy

Prev 2 Y1 Awg [ ] Prey 3 Yr Awg
Counrse £ L] % N % N %
g24 4,358 BE.3 3,151 851 3,157 -r ]

Englieh Lang Aty 20-1
102 4,358 16.3 3,151 101 3,157 156
833 1,855 BE.3 14,314 £8.8 13,150 -]

Engitsh Lang Arts 30-2
8.1 1,855 -] 14,314 5.8 13,150 20
562 B 989 1,324 237 1224 252

FErench Lang Auks 301
Z5.5 7B 253 1,322 18.3 1222 zZ1
n‘a nia n'a 152 Sa2 135 =58

Frangats 30-1

n‘a nia n'a 152 155 135 IT.7
823 3,873 B1.s 2917 82139 a1 815

Pure Mamematics 30
z88 3,879 JE.q 2917 87 a1 &6

8.7 1482 a2 10,633 Tra 10,191 e

Apglied MathemaScs 20
9.1 1,462 10.2 10,639 128 10,191 121
82.3 3,545 BiS 2,345 E14 0,585 R ]
Bloiogy 30
3.7 3,545 282 2,345 8.1 0,585 =48
Ta.7 315 77a 18,533 T80 17,370 Te.3
LChemistre 30
04 315 78 18,533 55 17,370 ZT.7
T2 2,050 B0.3 10,350 T3ia 10,072 a3
Prysics 30
02 2,050 253 10,350 0.3 10,072 1
34 585 862 4,341 &0.1 4002 &7.3
Brenpe 30

8.0 s8s 2.3 4,341 I8 4002 m2

Motes: Data values have been suppressed where the numbser of students is less than 8. Suppression is marked with an asterisk (")

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

Achievement Evaluations for Phiysics 30 and Chemistry 30 are not calculated due to the changes in the examinations in 2008. 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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Student Learning Achievement (Grades 10-12) of Alberta m

Education

Measure Evaluation Reference - Achievement Evaluation

Authority: 3020 Edmonton School District No. 7

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.

== o
English Lang Arts 30-1 | Acceptable Standard [ XL RA g (B340 2020 92.02 - 95.13 [ERERETGY
Standard of Excellence [RuO Ot 6:22 13460 13.46 - 20.88 [N RTAes)

English Lang Arts 30-2 | Acceptable Standard [ RGOEAR )| A088 823N 52.43 - 90.72 oI I,

Standard of Excellence JURLH 00 _ 3.13 - 8.65 8.65-11.61 11.61 - 100.00
French Lang Arts 30-1  Acceptable Standard [ NLORRERTA 7227 93:33| 9333 - 100.00 B R e,

Standard of Excellence _ 5.49 - 19.84 19.84 - 28.00 28.00 - 100.00
Pure Mathematics 30 Acceptable Standard [N LUE A D407 767 76.74 - 86.06 DL RN

Standard of Excellence _ 18.46 - 29.38 |[pilehERT Xyl
Applied Mathematics 30 = Acceptable Standard _ 80.94 - 90.03 ENEEE TN

Standard of Excellence [ uNRRTAl 457 10.29 10.29- 1608 PR Rt s
Biology 30 Acceptable Standard (GRS I6A51 /803 75.03 - 5552 oI,

Standard of Excellence [RLREIEE] 1253 19001 19.00- 2560 PR BRI I
Science 30 RSN E S S 0.00 - 76.11 | /0 S EERCIISWIN 91.76 - 97.14 | 97.14 - 100.00
RSN SO 0.00-6.98 |- ti- ) BRETPSIN 2180 - 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 evaluation level,
values range from greater than the lower value to 100%.

Too few jurisdictions offer Frangais 30-1 for an Achievement Evaluation fo 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, 301,
30-2) are not calculated due to the changes in the examinations in 2010.



Students Learning Achievement (Grades 10-12) of Alberta m
Education

Measure Evaluation Reference - Improvement and Overall Evaluation Table
Authority: 3020 Edmonton School District No. 7

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 info 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

3.84 + (current < previous 3-year average)

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

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

3.84 + (current > previous 3-year average)

Overall Evaluation Table

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

Achievement
Very High High Intermediate Low Very Low

Improved Significantly mmm Acceptable
improves occten: | cood | cood [ T
ortanes [ ecerave [
pscnes EE ccoveie [N e
Declined Significantly = Acceptable -_
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APPENDIX VI

HIGH SCHOOL COMPLETION RATES AFTER FIVE YEARS:
DISTRICT AND PROVINCE

e There is a 4.7 per cent increase in the District five year high school completion rate from
2004-2005 to 2008-2009. During this same period of time, the Province has realized an
increase of 2.0 per cent.

e The District’s three year high school completion rate received an Overall Evaluation of
“Good” with an “Improved Significantly” for Improvement for 2008-2009. (see Appendix II,
page 6)

Contributing or Responding Factors
o The District continues to work towards all students crossing the finish line.
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Percentage of Students Completing High School

High School Completion Rates after Five Years:
District vs. Province
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APPENDIX VII

TABLE 1
DISTRICT HIGH SCHOOL COURSE COMPLETION RATES
TWO YEAR AND FIVE YEAR COMPARISON

Core Subject Areas Percentage of Students Percentage of Students
Successfully Completing Courses Successfully Completing Courses
2008-09 2009-10 Difference | 2005-06 | 2009-10 | Difference
Grade 10 English 84.0 85.0 +1.0 80.5 85.0 +4.5
Grade 10 Mathematics 78.0 79.6 +1.6 75.0 79.6 +4.6
Grade 10 Science 83.3 83.2 -0.1 79.5 83.1 +3.6
Grade 10 Social Studies 86.1 85.9 -0.2 82.1 85.9 +3.8
Grade 11 English 87.8 88.4 +0.6 84.7 88.4 +3.7
Grade 11 Mathematics 81.9 82.8 +0.9 79.8 82.8 +3.0
Grade 11 Science 84.9 85.8 +0.9 83.2 85.8 +2.6
Grade 11 Social Studies 88.5 88.7 +0.2 85.8 88.7 +2.9
Grade 12 English 79.0 77.3 -1.7 75.6 77.3 +1.7
Grade 12 Mathematics 74.5 71.2 -3.3 73.4 71.2 -2.2
Grade 12 Science 79.5 76.8 -2.7 78.2 76.8 -1.4
Grade 12 Social Studies 82.7 88.3 +5.6 77.9 88.3 +10.4

Note: Successful completion represents the percentage of students initially enrolled in core
courses who completed the course and achieved credits.

A course grouping includes all the core courses in a specific subject area at a specific grade
level, e.g. Grade 10 English includes English 10-1, English 10-2 and English 10-4.

GENERALIZATIONS

e The two year comparisons are fairly positive. The percentage of students successfully
completing high school core courses increased in all but five core subject areas compared to
2008-09. Of concern is the declining completion rate in three of four Grade 12 core courses.

0 Grade 12 English decreased by 1.7 per cent to 77.3 per cent.
0 Grade 12 Mathematics decreased by 3.3 per cent to 71.2 per cent.
0 Grade 12 Science decreased be 2.7 per cent to 76.8 per cent.

e The five-year comparisons are positive. There were substantial increases in successful
completion rates for all Grade 10 subject areas, which has been a focus for high schools in
the District for the last several years. There were also increases in all Grade 11 subjects and
for two of the four Grade 12 subjects.
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APPENDIX VIII

INTERNATIONAL BACCALAUREATE AND
ADVANCED PLACEMENT 2009-2010 RESULTS

This appendix provides information related to the International Baccalaureate (IB) examination
results. Table 1 provides a detailed analysis of the 2010 data.

This appendix also provides information related to the Advanced Placement (AP) examination
results. Table 2 provides a detailed analysis of the 2010 data.

Detailed Results —IB program

Table 1 provides a comparison of district results to world results from the May 2010 IB test
administration for courses in which a minimum of fifty students wrote the examination. Information on
the total number of students in the world writing each examination is not available.

TABLE 1
COMPARISON OF DISTRICT INTERNATIONAL BACCALAUREATE
RESULTS TO WORLD RESULTS: 2010

Subject Average Score (out of 7) Number of
E.P.S. World District Students
Writing
English (HL) 4.80 4.71 358
History (HL) 4.55 4.72 318
Biology (HL) 4.37 4.18 404
Mathematics (SL) 5.01 4.48 337
Chemistry (SL) 4.56 3.92 380
Physics (SL) 4.59 4.07 75
French B (SL) 4.78 4.69 159
Physics (HL) 5.00 4.50 55
HL - Higher Level SL - Standard Level

In the spring of 2010 students from seven district schools (Harry Ainlay, Jasper Place, M. E. LaZerte,
McNally, Old Scona, Ross Shepherd and Victoria) wrote IB exams.

Results summary

The following highlights have been identified:
e In 2010, the District averages were higher than the world averages for all but one IB
examination written (History). This was the same in 20009.
e The number of students writing any one IB examination varies from a low of two to a high of
404.
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Detailed Results — AP Program

Table 2 provides district and world averages for the seven AP courses in which at least fifty district
students participated.

TABLE 2
AVERAGE SCORE (OUT OF 5) ON
ADVANCED PLACEMENT EXAMINATIONS: MAY 2010

Subject EPS WORLD Number of
District
students
writing

Biology 3.6 2.6 89

Calculus AB 3.6 2.8 140

Chemistry 2.4 2.7 85

English Lang & Composition 3.1 2.9 165

English Lit & Composition 3.3 2.8 196

European History 2.5 29 250

Physics B 3.2 2.8 113

In May 2010, district students from five high schools (Eastglen, Jasper Place, Queen Elizabeth,
Strathcona and W. P. Wagner) wrote AP examinations. District students also wrote examinations in
the following courses: Calculus BC, Chinese Language and Culture, Computer Science A, French
Language, German Language, Physics C, Studio Art: Drawing, and Studio Art: 2 Design. The number
of students participating in any of these examinations ranged from a high of 250 students to a low of
one student.

Results Summary

o District averages were higher than world averages in five of the seven courses for which there
is sufficient data to report on results.
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