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Authority: 0175 Phoenix Home Education Foundation

Message from the Board Chair

The past year has been both excitin g and challenging for the Board, staff and

families at Phoenix. We experienced a surprise bump in enrollment when we

stepped in to rescue the families from another private school that was closing

its doors. This brought out the best in our team as we welco med these new
students with open arms and delivered the education and direction that Phoenix

is becoming known for across Southern Alberta. This experience also allowed our

administrative team to work through systems and processes that will propel us

into the future with a solid foundation behind the operations of our school.

Phoenix is also growing its "culture of learning” further by working with our

staff at all levels to ensure the best possible resources, direction and

opportunities are made availabl e. As important as it is that we ensure that
they are applicable to each child's individual learning style. This is very

exciting and it bodes well for our future when we hear other educators,

legislators and families talking about our successes. This mode | of education
is vital in our province and it is refreshing to see that we will have a hand

in shaping that future for our children and their children to come.

This report showcases many of those accomplishments and is a testament to the
advancement our school and Board are making every day in our families R lives.
It is our hope and belief that we will continue to expand and grow and serve

our families in new and exciting ways for many years to come.

Sincerely,
Barry Davidson
on behalf of the Board of Directors

Accountability Statement
School Authorities:

The annual education results report for Phoenix Home Education Foundation for the 2009 school year was prepared
under the direction of the Board of Directors in accordance with the responsibilities under the Private Schools Regulation and
the Education Grants Regulation. The Board is committed to using the results in this report, to the best of our abilities, to
improve the outcomes for our students. We will use the results to develop 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.
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Authority: 0175 Phoenix Home Education Foundation

Background Information
PURPOSE:

The purpse of this document is thrémd. (1) to satisfy the requirements of AB Education (2) to highlight and
summarize our major accomplishments for the 2008/2009 school year and (3) to improve the quality of the
educational programs Phoenix provides to thguesncommunity it serves.

What is Phoenix and who does it serve? Phoenix is-afemkind, accredited neprofit private school. The school

is run by the Phoenix Home Education Foundation. In 2008/2009 the school @iffereducation programs:
kindergarten, schoetdlirected, home educatiphigh schoobnd blended. It serviced more than 205 students. We had
between 1&2 staff members throughout the year.

BASIS:

The statistics in this report are based on a survey completedsipritig of 2009 byAlberta EducationWe had very

low participation ratesIn order to add body and soul to this report, we have drawn on anecdotal information and
observations made by key stakeholders and outside parties. This document references conclusions made by Deani
Van Pelt, M. Ed. in her study ent-Canddiand2008, bsomvelleas, &ud uc at i
Three Year Plan and other critical documents such as our technology plan and local school authority policy.

TERMINOLOGY:

Community Class$ clases offered at Phoenix. These classes are open to all students. They are usually
handson, messy and very enjoyable, however, they may not necessarily constitute an entire course or
curriculum. For example, one math class offered over a 6 week periocoxmyooe concept strand but

woul d not be adequate for an entire ydhesalne study
manneras a book, kit or guide. What the student, parent and teacher do together to achieve the APS is a
Afcourseo.

Distributed Learning is a method of instruction that relies primarily on indirect communication between
students and teachers, includingternet or other electronibased delivery, teleconfe@ng or
correspondence; (British Columbia, School Act, 2006). In British Columbia, the term distance education has
been replaced by distributed learning. There are approximately 53 Distributed Learning (DL)
schools/programs in British Columbia. Phoenia BL school with an emphasis orgarson or face to face
communication in addition to the use of technology.

Homebased refers to an education program whereby part of the learning occurs at home.

Home Educatiori refers to the specific educational gram in which a student is registered with AB
Education. This program choice is governed by the provisions of the Home Education Regulations.

Homeschoolingi is the term families use to describe their educational beliefs and practices. It may not be

an accurate reflection of the program enroliment with AB Education. i.e. families may have a student
enrolled in an online program, a blended program and a home education program, all of which are classified
by AB Education as different and yet call themselvefihome school erso when in
technically enrolled in a home education program.

SchoolDirectedi created by AB Education personnel, this term refers to the program designed by the
Phoenix Foundation. It is not home education, howévenay be homdased. Under this educational

option, the certificated teachers play a key role in that they are responsible for the diagnostic, prescriptive
and evaluative components of the studedoddys educa
instruction.
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Authority: 0175 Phoenix Home Education Foundation

Highlights for 2008/09

Accredited Private School Authorities:
Hi ghlights for the previous schacommplishments (nphct of har agtivitiesisteategies), sSncludiogo
programs and results of specific populations of students, such as special needs, ESL, FNMI, home education, as applicable.

ADDITIONAL STUDENTS -In August anotherprivate school ceased to operate ahthe last minuteve
agreed to hire on their principal and to look after their stadditat caused our enroliment to increase
approximately 65 students. While the majority ofstngtudents wereegistered abome education student
quite a few werathigh schoolevel. Phoenix was not quite ready to cater to this level and as suchiadon
their experience in this area.

FMNI - Our FMNI coordinator taught several classes thés.y@ur students in grade 4 in particular were ak
to learn the curriculum through the lens of the aboriginal perspective. They also enjoyed beaingainlént a
very handson manner. This included lessons taught while sitting on a buffalo robe.

Level Two funding - We decided to accept the level Il fundihg year and the increased accountability the
accompanied this decision. It should be notegdwer that we did not count on this money. Further, our bu
was prepared well in advance of the additional students mentioned above and the increase in funding.
we were able to save a significant amount of money that will be used over théngpgesns during times of
economic hardship. This also helps to resolve the issue brought up each year by our auditor about our
reserves.

AISI T (Alberta Student Improvement Initiative ) Again this year, we participated in this grant. We are a
of a group and together work on and submit our annual application and reports. It istzabeshgroject with
many individual facets. We use our grant money to upgrade our teaching resources. We would like to
de Mour and the others in our gpfor making this a very easy and enjoyable process. * This documen
not include a web link to our AISI annual report as we were a part of a large group and did not do an i
report. For more infor mat i oociatiorpNex \ea kecaose of buasize
will be required to submit our own AISI project rather than working within the group.

HOME EDUCATION i This year we hadar morehome education studerdsie to the increase from tk
other private schoolMost of our families prefer theSchool Directed program. We did encounter s(
problems with this as some families were attracted to the high resource amount but were not willing to
program requirements. Next yeave will encourage parents to make tbetchoices more suited to the
familiesd |ifestyle, student needs and their-r

SHIP 1 (Student Health Partnership) We had several students participate in this program. Parents re
that they were generally happy with the servicethadesults. We will continue to distribute and promote
program for students with special needs who could benefit from extra support including speech, occ
therapy and more.

ECSi (Early Childhood Services)Our kindergarten program camtiesto be successful. We had 2idents
enrolled this year. The Phoenix Kinder Program continues to meet or exceed all of the AB Education
and requirements for an ECS prograns. Nau left us part way through the year for personal reasons ar
placed by Mrs. Shelley Dainamllost of the Kinder Kids were well prepared for future learning and parent
a good role model for teaching academic concepts, should they decide to homeschool in the future.
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Authority: 0175 Phoenix Home Education Foundation

October 2009 Accountability Pillar Overall Summary (Required for Public/Separate/Francophone/Charter School Authorities and Level 2 Private Schools)

Goal Measure Category Meaé;’;?ugﬁ:)er?my Measure Phoenix Home Education Alberta Measure Evaluation
Current Prev Year | Prev 3yr Current Prev Year | Prev 3 Yr .
Result Result Average Result Result Average achievement lploement Ol
Safe and Caring nla Safe and Caring 100.0 nfa nla 86.9 85.1 84.6 e nla nla
Schools
Program of Studies 96.4 nia nia 80.3 79.4 78.7 e nia n/a
Goal 1: High Quality - -
Learning Opportunities . Education Quality 100.0 n/a n/a 89.3 88.2 87.8 e g n/a n/a
for Al Student Learning na
Opportunities Drop Out Rate * 20.0 20.0 48 50 4.9 % * *
High School
Completion Rate (3 yr) n/a n/a n/a 70.7 71.0 70.6 n/a n/a n/a
Student Learning PAT: Acceptable 113 23.4 245 76.8 753 75.6 VeryLow || Concern
Achievement (Grades AT Excell
K-9) - Excellence 25 5.2 36 19.2 18.3 18.3 Very Low \ Concern
Piploma: Acceptable nia nia na 84.4 84.4 845 na nia nia
Piploma: Excellence nia nia na 191 19.4 203 na nia nia
Student Learning Diploma Exam
Goal 2: Excellence in fgf‘l';‘)’eme”t (Grades na Participation Rate (4+ nia nia nla 53.3 53.6 53.6 nla nla nla
Learner Outcomes Exams)
Rutherford Scholarship
Eligibility Rate n/a n/a n/a 57.3 56.8 55.8 n/a n/a n/a
(Revised)
. Transition Rate (6 yr) n/a n/a n/a 60.7 60.3 59.1 n/a n/a
Preparation for
Lifelong Learning, Work Preparation .
World of Work, n/a 100.0 n/a n/a 79.6 80.1 78.1 Very High n/a n/a
Citizenship Citizenship 100.0 n/a n/a 80.3 77.9 77.1 Very High n/a n/a
Goal 4: Highly Parental Involvement n/a Parental Involvement 100.0 n/a n/a 80.1 78.2 77.9 Very High n/a n/a
Responsive and
Responsible Jurisdiction |Continuous School Improvement -
(Ministry) Improvement n/a 100.0 n/a n/a 79.4 77.0 76.7 Very High n/a n/a

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 (*).

This table is a quick summary thfe survey results
obtained by Alberta education regarding our school
and unigue method of educating children.
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Authority: 0175 Phoenix Home Education Foundation

Measure Evaluation Reference (Op

tional)

Achievement Evaluation

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

evaluation.

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

Measure

Very Low

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 e

xcept Drop Out Rate: The

[56.5-6266 | 6267357 |

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

4.27-2.79

82.24 - 86.22

55.78 - 65.99
57.37 - 63.73

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

pigh Very High
81.05 - 84.50
72.65 - 78.43

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 > pl

revious 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
Improved Significantly Excellent
Improved Excellent |
Maintained Excellent ‘
Declined Good
Declined Significantly Acceptable

Category Evaluation

‘ Acceptable

Low
Good

Acceptable

Intermediate
Good Good
Good ‘ Good

Good ‘ Acceptable

High Very Low

Acceptable

Concern
Concern
Concern

| Concern

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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Authority: 0175 Phoenix Home Education Foundation

Goal One: High Quality Learning Opportunities for All

Outcome:  Schools provide a safe and caring environment.
Results (in per centages) Target**
Performance Measure 2005 |2006 |2007 {2008 |2009 2009
Percentage of teacher, parent and student Authority | n/a | nfa | nfa | n/a 1100.0 if set
agreement that: students are safe at school, are| Overall (required) Province
learning the importance of caring for others, are 831844842851 (869
learning respect for others and are treated fairly in Authority | n/a | nfa | nia | n/a *
school. Teacher (optional) :
Province | 923 | 928 [ 926 [ 93.1 | 93.8
Authority | n/a | n/a | n/a | n/a |100.0
Parent (optional) -
Province | 799 | 82.1 [ 81.7 [ 83.2 | 85.3
_ Authority | n/a [ n/a | nia | nia | n/a
Student (optional) -
Province | 772 | 78.4 | 785 | 79.1 | 81.7
Comment on Results 1  Graph of -- Overall Authority Results (optional)
We continue to review our emergency plan each year and
to address relevant issues as they arise. 100 + ®
. - . 80 -
Miscellaneous building maintenance such as regular carpet
cleaning, repairing equipment and repainting or completed. S 60 -
We ran a two-day emergency first aid course for all staff. 2 40 1
High school students and parents were invited to attend as T 5
well.
0 . . . . s
We continue to provide activities for students to participate 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
in community projects such as environmental Earth week.
Students visited a recycling center, put on various plays —e— Overall
and even a trashy fashion show.
Each year we add to our compassion fund from donations
by parents. From this fund each child receives a birthday oS
card. We also use this fund to send out thank you cards, 80 -
gifts to speakers, baby gifts and other cards. S 60 -
We encouraged our staff to be positive role models for § 40 1
students. Further, we embed into our job descriptions one & 20
staff project each year and require each staff member to do @
acts of kindness. This dovetails nicely with our act of 2005 ' 2006 ' 2007 ' 2008 ' 2009 '
kindness award. The recipient this year was Megan
Davidson.
—8— Qverall Parent

We continue to maintain our wing feather program that
encourages volunteer contribution, leaps of learning and
recognizes superior effort. We also utilized our brag board
to give positive feedback to students. We created a new
student body called the Thunderbirds. This club taught
leadership and encourages students to partake in
community activities. The club was run by our FMNI
coordinator.

—@— Student Teacher

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

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

required measure.
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Authority: 0175 Phoenix Home Education Foundation

Outcome: The education system meets the needs of all K1 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 | n/a | nfa | nta | nia | 96.4 | if set
satisfied with the opportunity for students to receive Overall (required) Brovince
a broad program of studies including fine arts, career, 76.7 [ 78.1 [ 785 | 79.4 | 80.3
technology, and health and physical education. Authority | n/a | nfa | nfa | n/ia *
Teacher (optional) -
Province | 83.6 | 85.2 | 85.7 | 86.4 | 86.8
_ Authority [ n/a | nia | nfa | nia | 96.4
Parent (optional) -
Province | 750 | 766 | 76.9 | 77.6 | 78.7
Authority | n/a | nfa | nia | nia | n/a
Student (optional) -
Province | 715 | 726 | 729 | 741 | 75.3
Comment on Results Graph of Overall Authority Results (optional)
We offered high quality classes to supplementt e a ¢ h
program work with students. The 42 weeks of 100 - ®
programming cover the curriculum in many optional topics ol
of interest. Phoenix offered approximately 1200 hrs. of
access to instruction. S 60
We offered an extensive art program, several technology g 40 1
classes and many Phys. Ed. classes including health. We .
had some difficulties with our drama program this year with
staffing. Fortunately, our old drama teacher was able to 0 . . . s
return. We also expanded our music program so that we 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
had choir, private piano lessons, guitar lessons, voice
lessons and more. o Overall
We acquired an organ, several new buckets of small
instruments, a karaoke machine and a small set of risers
for our music room. 100 ~
80 -
We implemented a regular survey system to test for quality —_
. ; S 60 -
and to provide feedback to instructors. <
§ 40
Having all of our staff work on-site has worked very well. C 20
Parents know that they can contact the teacher Tuesday to .
Friday from 9 AM to 4 PM throughout the school year. The ' ' ' ' '
teachers worked out of a single large office. 2005120065 2007- 5 20088852000
We continued to use our website, phone calls, e-mail, mail, —8— Overall Parent
our family files, one to one communication and various —e— Student Teacher
other tools to communicate with our families.
To increase the awareness of the SHIP program we added Note: Data values have been suppressed where the number of
the application forms to our welcome packages. This respondents is less than 6. Suppression is marked with an asterisk (*).
worked very well.

Page 8



Authority: 0175 Phoenix Home Education Foundation

Outcome:  The education system meets the needs of all K 12 students, society and
the economy. (continued)
Results (in percentages) Target
Performance Measure 2005 | 2006 |2007 |2008 |2009 2009
Percentage of teachers, parents and students Authority | n/a | n/a | n/a n/a |100.0]| ifset
satisfied with the overall quality of basic education. Overall (required) -
Province | g6.1 | 87.7 | 87.6 | 88.2 | 89.3
Authority | nja | nfa | nfa | nia | *
Teacher (optional) -
Province | 93.9 | 94.8 | 94.7 | 94.9 | 95.3
_ Authority | n/a | n/a | n/a | n/a |100.0
Parent (optional) A
Province | 789 | 81.6 | 81.8 | 83.0 | 84.4
_ Authority | nja | n/a | nfa | nfa | nia
Student (optional) -
Province | g56 | 86.6 | 86.4 | 86.6 | 88.3

Comment on Results

Parents are very happy with the school and the
basic quality of education they receive, and create
here at the school. Parents appreciate the ability
to have a customized education plan for their
children. Resources are selected based on input
from the teacher, the parent and child.

Our parents continue to be concerned with:
1 individual progress vs. standardized
norms
skills and abilities vs. rote facts
flexibility in learning styles and
accommodations for children
1 that learning should be enjoyable and
interest-based.

f
f

Our teachers were generally happy with parents
in their day-to-day instruction. Each year we have
some less than active students. Teachers work
very hard to encourage these families. After
repeated attempts, these students are transferred
to a home education program.

We do our best to accommodate requests for new
classes or resources. Thus our programming is
highly responsive to the needs of our community.

Graph of Overall Authority Results (optional)

100 ~ @
80 A
60 -

40

Result (%)

20 A

2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

—e— Qverall

100 ~
80 -
60
40 -

Result (%)

20 A

2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

—&— Qverall

—&— Student

Parent

Teacher

Note: Data values have been suppressed where the number of
respondents is less than 6. Suppression is marked with an asterisk (*).
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Authority: 0175 Phoenix Home Education Foundation

Outcome:  The education system meets the needs of all K’ 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 | n/a n/a | n/a n/a | 545 | ifset
satisfaction with the accessibility, effectiveness and Overall (required) Province
efficiency of programs and services for students in 67.2 | 685 | 68.2 | 69.2 | 70.3
their community. Authority | n/a | nfa | nia | n/a *
Teacher (optional) -
Province | 700 | 715 | 72.0 | 734 | 745
_ Authority | n/a | n/a | nia | nia | 545
Parent (optional) A
Province | 549 | 56.9 | 55.9 | 56.5 | 58.1
_ Authority | nja | n/a | nfa | nfa | nia
Student (optional) -
Province | 767 | 77.1 | 76.8 | 77.7 | 78.4

Comment on Results

Our community classes are open to all students
regardless of which school boards are registered
with. We try to accommodate all students who
express an interest in attending classes, including
drop-ins and rescue students. Class sizes are
limited to a maximum of 12 students depending on
the room and activity. A typical class this year due to
economic reasons tended to be approximately 6 to 8
students.

In response to student interest, parent request or
newly available expertise, we offered many new
classes. Many parents would like us to be able to
offer courses such as mechanics and other areas
that involve far more space and equipment that we
have available. As a small school, some of these
options are simply not available to us. Further some
parents were not happy with the high school options
we had to offer.

We appreciate that parents would like these things
to be available however as we are a not-for-profit
private school that operates on approximately 40%
of the public school, this is not feasible.

We do provide generous resource allotment to allow
students to take classes and courses off-site to meet
these needs. Supplemental funding is easy to
access provided students have met the
requirements.

Furthermore, we noticed this year that fewer of our
new parents were willing to volunteer and help
create these kinds of opportunities for their children
and others. Phoenix relies heavily on parent "sweat
equity" rather than a tuition fee. When parents are
unwilling or unable to volunteer this limits our
program offering.

Graph of Overall Authority Results (optional)

100 ~
80 A
60 -

40

Result (%)

20 A

2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

—e— Qverall

100 ~
80 -
60
40 -

Result (%)

20 A

2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

—&— Qverall

—&— Student

Parent

Teacher

Note: Data values have been suppressed where the number of
respondents is less than 6. Suppression is marked with an asterisk (*).
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Authority: 0175 Phoenix Home Education Foundation

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 Authority | n/a na na | 200 i if set

(required).

Province 5.3 5.0 4.7 5.0 4.8

Returning Rate (optional)

Authority n/a n/a n/a n/a 0.0

Province | 230 | 21.3 | 21.2 | 21.3 | 19.8

Comment on results

With regards to the annual dropout rate of
students aged 14 to 18, many of our students are
registered as either straight home education or
blended.

As such many of our students may not achieve a
high school diploma. A high school diploma is no
longer a requirement for postsecondary entrance.

Furthermore, next year's rate will most likely be
affected by the fact we accept this students from
another private school, many of whom were close
to graduating but were unable to complete their
program due to their school closing down.

Graph of Overall Authority Results (optional)

100 ~
80 -
60 -

40 -

Results(%)

20 A ®

2004 2005 2006 2007 2008

—8— Drop Out Rate

100 ~
80 A
60 -

40 -

Results(%)

20 A

0 T T T T
2004 2005 2006 2007

&—,
2008

—@— Returning Rate

Note: Data values have been suppressed where the number of
respondents is less than 6. Suppression is marked with an asterisk (*).
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Authority: 0175 Phoenix Home Education Foundation

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 | n/a n/a | n/a nfa | 95.2 | ifset
that programs for children at risk easy to access and | Overall (required) -
timely. Province | 769 | 78.6 | 78.3 | 79.5 | 81.4
Authority | nja | nfa | nfa | nia | *
Teacher (optional) -
Province | 90.6 | 91.6 | 91.2 | 91.9 | 925
_ Authority | n/a | n/a | nia | nia | 95.2
Parent (optional) A
Province | 63.8 | 67.0 | 66.8 | 68.5 | 71.3
_ Authority | nja | n/a | nfa | nfa | nia
Student (optional) -
Province | 76.1 | 77.1 | 77.0 | 78.0 | 80.3

Comment on results

In the past, we have defined the term risk as
problems ranging from hyperactivity to dropping
out of school to become involved in crime. Six
significant risks factors have been identified by
various organizations. These include poverty,
welfare dependence, absent parents, one parent
families, unwed mothers and parents who did not
graduate from high school.

Our demographics generally d o nriclude i
children affected by these six factors and thus
might not be considered at risk. However,
approximately 25 to 35% of our student
population could be considered special needs.
These students often come to us further into their
educational journey from the public system. We
have identified two key entry points at grade 4
and grade 7. To effect change in these groups is
far more difficult the later they come to us. We are
often a last resort for these families.

Each year in January we usually accept
approximately 5 to 10 families for whom the
regular system is not working. We do our best to
support these families. However, there is no
funding available to them and while we often
provide free resources and classes to get started,
it is difficult to provide the level of support these
families require without additional funding.

We continue to maintain our partnership with
Children's Link. They utilize our facility monthly to
host support groups for special needs children.

We continue to utilize and expand the special
education skills of all of our staff with regards to
children at risk. Two of our staff completed the
mental first aid course this year.

Graph of Overall Authority Results (optional)
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Note: Data values have been suppressed where the number of
respondents is less than 6. Suppression is marked with an asterisk (*).
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Authority: 0175 Phoenix Home Education Foundation

Outcome: Students complete programs.

[No Data for High School Completion Rate]

Comment on Results

We have not had any students graduate from
Phoenix yet. Although some of the students from the
other private school were very close to completing.

This year we completed a review of the various
handbooks published by other schools with regards
to the various high school options offered by similar
educational institutions. Next year we will complete
and publish our own handbook.

We continued to work with Alberta distance learning
as our team teaching partner in this matter. We
submitted various course marks as students
completed course material and learned how to
submit marks to Alberta education. We had a few
challenges with regards to this.

We attended several workshops by Alberta
education with regards to the racers program. This
program was installed on our systems of the school
and now allows us to track CEU's and funding for the
students.

Graph of Overall Authority Results (optional)

[No Data for 3 Year Completion Rate]

[No Data for 4 Year Completion Rate]

[No Data for 5 Year Completion Rate]

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

Include a note indicating that the 3-year rate is the Accountability Pillar measure, which is evaluated and reported in the
Accountability Pillar Summary. Also report results on all local authority Goal One measures from the A u t h o Thied-Yedr s
Education Plan 2008/09 i 2010/11 in relation to Goal 1, Goal 1 outcomes and targets for 2008/09. Minimum one year of
results i Authorities are encouraged to provide multi-year results for trend analysis.

Page 13



Authority: 0175 Phoenix Home Education Foundation

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

Performance Measure Results (in percentages)** Target
PAT Results by Number Enrolled -
percentages of students who achieve the
acceptable standard and the percentages
who achieve the standard of excellence on
Grades 3, 6 and 9 Provincial Achievement
Tests (cohort results). 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2009
A|lE|JA|E|A|E|A|E|JA]|J]E]|A]I|E
English Language Authorityln/a|n/al * | * | * | * |38.50.0] * | * [if set|if set
Grade 3 Arts 3 Province|82.2|16.2|81.3(14.1{80.3|17.7|80.1/16.1/81.3|18.2
rade
) Authorityln/a|n/a|l * | * | * | * [30.8]0.0[26.3]|5.3 |if set]if set
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] * | * [ * | * | * | * | * | * | * | * [fsetif set
Arts 6 Province|77.3]15.5/79.0[15.9(80.3|19.8]81.1/21.0[81.8{18.9
French Language [Authority|n/ajn/a|n/a|n/a|n/a|n/a|n/a[n/a|n/a|n/a|if setfif set
Arts 6 Province([85.1| 8.8 [87.5[11.2|88.1{11.0/87.7{14.2/91.5/15.9
i Authority] n/a | n/a | n/a | n/a|n/a|n/a|n/a|n/a|n/a|n/a |[if setlif set
Francais 6
Province|92.0[22.8[94.5/|19.7|93.0{18.0|94.3|17.1]92.6/18.7
Grade 6 - - -
Authority] * | * [ * | * | * | * | *| * | * | * [if set|if set
Mathematics 6
Province|78.2|18.1{75.2|15.6/74.0[14.5|74.6/15.9|76.6/16.8
) Authority] * | * [ * | * | * | * | * | * | * | * [fsetifset
Science 6
Province|79.8|26.0[78.1]27.7|75.2[26.6|74.8|24.1|76.5[24.8
) ) Authority] * | * [ * | * | * | * | * | * | * | * [fsetifset
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 [Authorityln/afn/af * [ > [ = [ = | = ] * | * | * [if setfif sef
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|n/a|n/a|n/a|n/a|n/a|n/a|n/a[n/a|n/a|n/a|if setfif set
Arts 9 Province|85.9]13.6/83.3[10.9[81.3|12.9/84.5/12.4(81.8{10.3
) Authority] n/a | nfa | n/a | n/a|n/a|n/a|n/a|n/a|n/a]|n/a [if setlif set
Francais 9
Province|87.2|17.4{86.1|14.7|81.6{12.6|84.8|11.7|85.6/12.9
Grade 9 - - -
Authorityln/aln/al * | * | * | * | * | * | * | * [if set|if set
Mathematics 9 -
Province|68.0]|19.7(67.4{17.4{66.3|18.3|65.7|18.5/67.0/18.6|
) Authorityln/afnfal * | * | * | * | * | * | * | * [ifset|if set
Science 9
Province|67.5(12.8(67.4|13.3|69.6{14.7|69.3|13.0|72.2|15.8
Authorityln/an/al * | * | * | * | * | * [n/a|n/al|if set|if set
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 2008 2009 2009
A E A E A E A E A E A E
o | Authority * 9.3 1.2 40.9 4.5 23.4 5.2 11.3 2.5 if set if set
verall***
Province 76.4 18.4 76.0 17.9 75.5 18.6 75.3 18.3 76.8 19.2

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

* A3 AO
standard of excellence.

Accept abl eg thdpEréentagesBchieving theeacceptable standard include the percentages achieving the
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Authority: 0175 Phoenix Home Education Foundation

** Overall Results: Required for public, separate, francophone, charter and Level 2 private school authorities; not required for level
1 private schools. Aggregated PAT results are based upon a weighted average of Acceptable or Excellence percent meeting
standards. The weights are the number of students in the cohort for the course. Student Learning Achievement: PAT Values
reported are weighted averages of PAT Acceptable and PAT Excellence results. Courses included: ELA(Grades 3, 6, 9),
Math(Grades 3, 6, 9), Science(Grades 6, 9), French Language Arts(Grades 6, 9), Francais (Grades 6, 9).

Comment on Results

Phoenix fully supports and promotes this testing
initiative, however, we do not feel that the provincial
achievement test results accurately reflect our
students progress for the following reasons:

1 Alarge number of students have special
needs that are not coded as we do not
receive any extra funding for these students
and do not agree with the labels.

9 There are a very small number of students
actually writing the exams and, therefore,
one student can significantly impact the
results.

1 The vast majority of Phoenix families do not
believe in, embrace or support the provincial
achievement test. As a result, student
attendance for testing is low.

Strategies: due to the unique nature of our school we
have established the following strategies to increase
participation:

1 To expect participation of all school directed
students -- this expectation is clearly
communicated in our handbook and other
documentation given to parents. We require
parents to sign that they understand that
their students are required to participate.

I To host an awareness night to explain and
highlight the benefits of the tests -- we try to
do this each year in addition to sending out
any literature provided by Alberta education.

91 To offer practice sessions for students - this
was done for grade 3, 6 and 9.

I To achieve our participation target -- please
see our three year plan for more information
on these target rates.

1 To utilize additional forms of assessment
such as the Kaufman test and other
diagnostic tools.

Graph of Overall Authority Results (optional)
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Note: Data values have been suppressed where the number of
respondents is less than 6. Suppression is marked with an asterisk (*).
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Authority: 0175 Phoenix Home Education Foundation

Graph of Provincial Achievement Test Results by Course (optional)
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Note: Data values have been suppressed where the number of students is less than 6. Suppression is marked with an asterisk (*).
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Authority: 0175 Phoenix Home Education Foundation

Graph of Provincial Achievement Test Results by Course (optional)
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Note: Data values have been suppressed where the number of students is less than 6. Suppression is marked with an asterisk (*).
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Authority: 0175 Phoenix Home Education Foundation

Graph of Provincial Achievement Test Results by Course (optional)
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Note: Data values have been suppressed where the number of students is less than 6. Suppression is marked with an asterisk (*).

Additional Note:

Please note that some of ous t u d egeasultssdd not appear to be included in these graph$or
example we hadseveralstudents write the grade 9 povincial achievement tests andst the results
do not appear here. We will investigatehis further. It i s possible thatour tests were not senin

properly or recorded properly. Our principal usually supervises these exams but as she was away

at the time, the otherteacher (the past principalfrom the private schoolwe rescued)supervised our

provincial achievement testsWe felt she had the experience to complete this task. Unfortunately,
this individual is no longer with us and as such are not sure what happened to our provincial

achievement tests.
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Authority: 0175 Phoenix Home Education Foundation

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

Phoenix Home Education Alberta
. Prev 3 Yr Prev 3 Yr
Achievement|improvement|Overall 2009 2009
Avg Avg
Course Measure N % N % N % N %
Acceptable Standard * * * 19 * 13 38.5 |41,722| 81.3 |42,041| 80.6
English Language Arts 3
Standard of Excellence * * * 19 * 13 0.0 [41,722| 18.2 |42,041| 16.0
Acceptable Standard Very Low Concern 19 26.3 13 30.8 | 41,720 | 79.7 | 42,053 | 80.2
Mathematics 3 ———
Standard of Excellence Very Low Concern 19 53 13 0.0 41,720 | 26.8 | 42,053 | 24.8
Acceptable Standard * * * 6 * n/a nfa |43,327| 81.8 |44,326| 80.1
English Language Arts 6
Standard of Excellence * * * 6 * n/a n/a 43,327 | 18.9 |44,326| 18.9
Acceptable Standard n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a 2,183 | 915 2,220 | 87.8
French Language Arts 6
Standard of Excellence n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a 2,183 15.9 2,220 121
Acceptable Standard n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a 434 92.6 406 93.9
Francais 6
Standard of Excellence n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a 434 18.7 406 18.2
Acceptable Standard * * * 6 * n/a n/a |43328| 76.6 |44,327| 74.6
Mathematics 6
Standard of Excellence * * * 6 * n/a nfa |43,328| 16.8 |44,327| 153
Acceptable Standard * * * 6 * n/a n/a |43216| 76.5 |44,209| 76.0
Science 6
Standard of Excellence * * * 6 * n/a nfa |43,216 | 24.8 |[44,209| 26.1
Acceptable Standard * * * 8 * n/a nfa |43,675| 78.7 |44685| 77.1
English Language Arts 9
Standard of Excellence * * * 8 * n/a n/a |43,675| 14.7 |44,685| 14.4
Acceptable Standard n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a 2,262 | 81.8 2,286 | 83.0
French Language Arts 9
Standard of Excellence n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a 2,262 10.3 2,286 | 12.1
Acceptable Standard n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a 333 85.6 285 84.2
Francais 9
Standard of Excellence n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a n/a 333 12.9 285 13.0
Acceptable Standard * * * 8 * n/a n/a |43,118| 67.0 |44,317| 66.5
Mathematics 9
Standard of Excellence * * * 8 * n/a nfa |43118| 18.6 |[44,317| 18.0
Acceptable Standard * * * 8 * n/a nfa |43560| 72.2 |44,505| 68.8
Science 9
Standard of Excellence * * * 8 * n/a nfa |43560| 15.8 |[44505| 13.7

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

Too few jurisdictions offer Francais (Grades 6, 9) for an Achievement Evaluation to be calculated. However, the results from

Francais (Grades 6, 9) are included in the aggregation of all PAT courses. Achievement Evaluations for Social Studies 6 and Social
Studies 9 are not calculated due to the change in the tests.
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Authority: 0175 Phoenix Home Education Foundation

Measure Evaluation Reference - Achievement Evaluation

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

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

Course Measure
0007259 I KRR 00125004

Very High
93.04 - 100.00
20.27 - 100.00
91.92 - 100.00
36.99 - 100.00
91.37 - 100.00
22.46 - 100.00
97.93 - 100.00
23.86 - 100.00
90.26 - 100.00
25.59 - 100.00
90.64 - 100.00

Acceptable Standard

English Language Arts 3
Standard of Excellence

0.00 - 73.66
0.00 - 17.25
0.00 - 67.95
0.00 - 6.83
0.00 - 41.69
0.00-2.72
0.00 - 65.88
0.00 - 8.68
0.00 - 60.36

88.39 - 91.92
30.79 - 36.99
86.09 - 91.37
17.36 - 22.46
92.32 - 97.93
15.29 - 23.86
84.77 - 90.26
19.62 - 25.59
86.46 - 90.64

Acceptable Standard

Mathematics 3
Standard of Excellence

Acceptable Standard

English Language Arts 6
Standard of Excellence

Acceptable Standard

French Language Arts 6
Standard of Excellence

Acceptable Standard

Mathematics 6
Standard of Excellence

Acceptable Standard

Science 6
Standard of Excellence 0.00-11.74 17.42 - 25.34 25.34 -34.31 34.31 - 100.00
. Acceptable Standard 0.00 - 63.55 75.66 - 83.70 83.70 - 90.27 90.27 - 100.00
English Language Arts 9
Standard of Excellence b 9.43 -14.72 14.72 - 20.46 20.46 - 100.00
Acceptable Standard . 81.33 - 92.06 92.06 - 97.26 97.26 - 100.00
French Language Arts 9 e e — |
Standard of Excellence 6.81-17.11 17.11 - 28.68 28.68 - 100.00
. 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 60.14 - 72.50 72.50 - 76.89 76.89 - 100.00
cience P e ——— |
Standard of Excellence 6.71-11.81 11.81 - 15.85 15.85 - 100.00
Notes:

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

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

Improvement Table

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

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

Evaluation Category

Declined Significantly

Maintained

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

Declined Significantly

Very High Intermediate Very Low
Improved Significantly Excellent |  Good | Good | Good Acceptable
Improved Excelent | Good | Good | Acceptable |
Maintained SN Acceptable | Concern
Declined I Acceptable | \ Concern

Acceptable | | Concern Concern
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Authority: 0175 Phoenix Home Education Foundation

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

[No Data for Dtploma Exam Results]
[No Data for Diploma Exam Results]

*HAA0 = Accept abl ed theipErcentagesBohieving thesaccepeble standard include the percentages achieving the
standard of excellence.

** Overall Results: Required for public, separate, francophone, charter and Level 2 private school authorities; not required for level
1 private schools. Aggregated Diploma results are based upon a weighted average of Acceptable or Excellence percent meeting
standards. The weights are the number of students writing the Diploma Examination for each course. Courses included: English
Lang Arts 30-1, English Lang Arts 30-2, French Lang Arts 30, Frangais 30, Pure Mathematics 30, Applied Mathematics 30, Social
Studies 30, Social Studies 33, Biology 30, Science 30.

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

Comment on Results Graph of Overall Authority Results (optional)

None of our students wrote any of the diploma exams

this year [No Data for Diploma Exam Results]

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

Outcome: Students demonstrate high standards in learner outcomes. (continued)
[No Data for Rutherford Eligibility Rate]

Comment on Results Graph of Overall Authority Results (optional)

Information regarding the Rutherford scholarship was
photocopied and made available at our parent center. [No Data for Rutherford Eligibility Rate]

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

Outcome: Students are well prepared for lifelong learning.
[No Data for High School to Post-Secondary Transition Rate]

Comment on Results Graph of Overall Authority Results (optional)
No information or data is available at this time.

[No Data for High School to Post-Secondary
Transition Rate]

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

Include a note indicating that the 6 year rate is the Accountability Pillar measure, which is evaluated and reported in the Accountability Pillar
Summary.
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Authority: 0175 Phoenix Home Education Foundation

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 | n/a | nfa | nf/a | nfa | 58.3 | ifset
high school graduates demonstrate the knowledge, | Overall (required) |5
skills and attitudes necessary for lifelong learning. 644 | 661|656 | 667 | 674
_ Authority | n/a | nfa | nfa | nia 2
Teacher (optional) -
Province | 737 | 74.2 | 74.1 | 73.8 | 74.0
Authority | n/a | nia | nfa | nla | 58.3
Parent (optional) -
Province | 551 | 57.9 | 57.1 | 59.5 | 60.8

Comment on Results

Upon further investigation, the results for this area reflect a
growing uncertainty that parents have about the future and
what students will need to know in the way of knowledge, skills
and attitude in order to be successful. This does not reflect on
the school but rather on society in general.

Parents expressed deep concern about issues such as
globalization, climate change, increased competition and the
changing nature of work.

Parents have also noted the changing nature of students.
More and more children seem to need additional assistance in
meeting learning outcomes. There is a growing number of
students with allergies and other special needs.

Phoenix is not a special needs school however we do our best
to meet the needs of each and every child who enrolls here.

Thus, we made the decision to participate in the Inspiring
Education dialogue and all other initiatives by Alberta
Education with regards to education in this province and to
provide feedback based on our unique culture. We also set up
our own dialogue over the summer and forward to our results
to Alberta education. This was a great workshop entry
worthwhile with regards to the visioning process for Phoenix.

We believe that in many ways we already exemplify the
characteristics that schools will require to meet the future
needs of students. As a school, we believe that the
acquisition of knowledge is a lifelong journey and that students
who participate in education through Phoenix will be well-
equipped to deal with the future. Phoenix offers:

1  the unique environment where students can work at
their own pace with flexible scheduling,

1 access to all wide variety of community resources
including experts in the field

1  avariety of hands-on educational experiences
including many field trips,

1  access to different styles of learning

1 opportunities for parents to be involved in the
planning and delivery of the program,

1  students the opportunity to take responsibility for
their own learning and to explore areas of personal
interest.

Graph of Overall Authority Results (optional)
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Note: Data values have been suppressed where the number of
respondents is less than 6. Suppression is marked with an asterisk (*).
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Authority: 0175 Phoenix Home Education Foundation

Outcome: Students are well prepared for employment.

Results (in percentages) Target
Performance Measure 2005 | 2006 |2007 |2008 |2009 | 2009
Percentages of teachers and parents who agree that Authority | n/a | nia | nia | n/a |100.0| ifset

students are taught attitudes and behaviours that will | Overall (required) Province
make them successful at work when they finish 749 | 770 | 77.1]80.1]79.6

school. Authority | n/a n/a | n/a n/a *

Teacher {optional Province | 89.1 [ 89.4 | 89.2 | 89.3 | 88.9

Authority | n/a | n/a | n/a | n/a |100.0
Province | 60.8 | 64.6 | 65.1 | 70.9 | 70.2

Parent (optional)

Comment on Results Graph of Overall Authority Results (optional)
It is hard to determine what skills are needed to 100 - ™
prepare students for the future. As such, our focus
has been more on attitudes and behaviours. - 801
Long-term studies have shown that the children of g 601
this current generation of home-based educators § 40 -
have results that continue to surpass those achieved Iy
by the average public school student in these areas. 20 1
Home-schooled children are more independent 0

learners and happier overall. Additionally, these
children all moved on to participate in the labor force
or to higher education and none were dependent on

2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

social assistance. (Deani van Pelti) ®— Overall
Our parents were asked at our Inspiring Education
Night that we hosted here at the school, what were
the attitudes necessary for success at work. Here 100 +
are the results: 80
1  Take responsibility for learning < 60 A
1  Leadership roles g 407
_ & 201
1 Become lifelong learners
0 . . . . s
1 Maintain a positive attitude 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
1 Develop passions —e— Overall Parent —8— Teacher

1T Be accepting of ot he Note: Data values have been suppressed where the number of
respondents is less than 6. Suppression is marked with an asterisk (*).

f Be creative and know that there are other
ways of accomplishing things

Be solutions oriented

1 Independent learner

1 Positive self image
We have tried to create work opportunities here at
the Centre for students. This gives them a safe place
to try out their skill sets.
Further, these attitudes are demonstrated in how the

older children here at Phoenix care take the smaller
students.
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Authority: 0175 Phoenix Home Education Foundation

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 | n/a | nfa | n/a | n/a |[100.0] ifset
are satisfied that students model the characteristics of| Overall (required) Province
active citizenship. 753 | 768 | 76.6 | 77.9 | 80.3
Authority | n/a | nfa | nfa | n/a *

Teacher {optional Province | 895 [ 90.3 | 89.9 | 90.6 | 91.8

Authority | n/a | nfa | n/a | n/a |100.0

Parent (optional) 1o odince | 703 | 724 | 725 | 747 | 774

Authority | n/a | nfa | nla | nla | n/a

SHEE e Province | 66.1 | 67.5 | 67.1 | 685 | 71.8

Comment on Results Graph of Overall Authority Results (optional)
Our staff, school leaders and parents provide 100 - °
positive role models to students on a daily
basis with regards to active citizenship. Our 80 1
grade 6 class actively follow various elections S 60 -
and participated in some of their own mock =
elections. 2 401

& 20
We maintain our wing feather program that 0
acknowledges extraordinary accomplishments 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
by staff students and parents. Everyone can
nominate someone. Those receiving the most 5
. . verall
number of nominations at the end of the year
are acknowledged with a special certificate at
our year-end ceremony. 100 -
Our Thunderbird club took on several projects - B09

this year including raising money for group S 60
projects. We would like to thank our FNMI % 40 -
coordinator for her assistance with this group. é 20 -

Their achievements were highlighted on the
special board in the front entrance. g ' ' ' ' '

2005 2006 2007 2008 2009

Our staff and parents also assisted students
with personal service projects. As a result of
their efforts, one of our students was —o— Student Teacher
recognized by Volunteer Calgary for her work
with the homeless. We would like to
. L Note: Data values have been suppressed where the number of

CongratUIate Megan Davidson for winning the respondents is less than 6. Suppression is marked with an asterisk (*).
Leaders of Tomorrow Youth Award for her
efforts.

—e&— Qverall Parent

Also report results on all local authority Goal Two measures from the authorityd s T-Yiear &ducation Plan 2008/09 i
2010/11 in relation to Goal 2, Goal 2 outcomes and targets for 2008/09. Minimum one year of results i Authorities are
encouraged to provide multi-year results for trend analysis.
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Authority: 0175 Phoenix Home Education Foundation

Goal Three: Highly Responsive and Responsible Jurisdiction
Outcome:  The authority demonstrates effective working relationships.

Results (in percentages) Target
Performance Measure 2005 [ 2006 | 2007 |2008 |2009 2009
Percentage of teachers and parents satisfied with Authority | n/a | n/a | nia | n/a |100.0| if set
parental involvement in decisions about their child's Overall (required) -
education. Province [ 76.1 [ 77.9 | 775 | 78.2 | 80.1
_ Authority | nja | nfa | nfa | nia | *
Teacher (optional) -
Province | g7.0 [ 87.6 | 87.1 | 87.5 | 88.0
_ Authority [ n/a | nfa | nia | n/a [100.0
Parent (optional) -
Province | 652 | 68.1 | 67.9 | 69.0 | 72.2

Comment on Results

Due to the nature of the school, this is an
essential part of enrolment i parents are equal
partners in the educational process and
participate in all key decisions.

We worked hard to increase contact for school-
directed programs. We used MAX, a computer
contact management software program, to
track most of our contacts. Unfortunately, due
to lack of staff training and use, NOT all
contacts were recorded.

Further, chat line and yahoo emails were not
recorded in MAX. Overall, however, we were
happy with the general number of contacts
between the school and families.

(Due to a lack of use by parents a decision was
made at the end of the year to discontinued the
chat line as it did not seem to be an effective
use of teachers time. Further, teachers disliked
the MAX system. Subsequently, various
contact management programs will be
investigated and a new one implemented for
September.

We conducted our own quality monitoring
process in the spring by reviewing
approximately 15 to 20 files selected at
random. For the most part we were very
pleased with the quality of supervision that our
teachers provide to our students. They are
excellent learning coaches providing support to
parents, diagnostic assessment for students,
and evaluative components that allow the
parties to adjust education plans as needed.

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