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SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT PLAN
Rexton Elementary School’s 

2009–2010 School Improvement Plan

School Mission: To encourage the development of each student’s full potential by nurturing a love of learning and fostering respect for the uniqueness of each individual through a safe and friendly school community.
I.  School Demographics
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The Rexton Elementary School is a modern educational facility located in the village of Rexton, New Brunswick. This K-5 school serves the large, mainly rural, geographic area of Kent County. The population is diverse with many students coming from bilingual homes and communities where English/French or English/MicMac is spoken. Also, approximately one-third of the children come from the First Nations Communities of Bouctouche, Indian Island, and Elsipogtog. 
We have approximately 280 students, 20 teachers, 7 Teacher Assistants, two First Nations Liaison personnel, a part-time Librarian Assistant, 3 custodians. RES also has an active Home and School Association and PSSC that collaborate with Rexton Elementary’s teaching and non-teaching staff to ensure that our school is a safe and positive learning environment.                      
Instruction and Curriculum
Rexton Elementary School strives to be a positive learning environment for all students and staff. Provincial curriculum materials, instructional strategies and supports, professional development and student assessments are utilized to ensure higher student achievement. 
II. STANDARDS: 

100% of RES’ grade 2, 3, and 5 students will attain acceptable or above on school, district, and provincial assessments.

III. MEASURES: 

Rexton Elementary School’s achievement in literacy and numeracy will be measured through school-based summative assessments for students at the grade K-5 grade levels; RES will utilize grade 2 and grade 4 provincial standardized assessments to measure achievement in literacy; RES will measure our grade 3 and grade 5 numeracy achievement utilizing the provincial numeracy assessments.  

Data Collection
Literacy:                                                

1. The School Text Level Reading Report for Grades K-3, fall 2009. 

2. The Grade 2 Provincial Assessment Results in Literacy, spring 2009. 

3. The Grade 4 Provincial Assessment Results in Literacy, spring 2009.  

Numeracy: 

1. Grade 5 Provincial Assessment Results in Mathematics, spring 2009.

2. Grade 4 District Assessment Results in Mathematics, spring 2009.

3. RES Grade 3 End-of-Year Mathematics Assessment results 
Teacher Growth & Leadership:

1. Provincial Perception Survey (students, parents, and teachers) 

2. School-wide Curriculum Mapping
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Professional Growth Portfolio Goals & Indicators of Success
4. Response to Intervention & PLC Team Feedback Forms
IV. RES Student Performance on Provincial Assessments 

Provincial 2009 Grade 2 Literacy Assessments: 

The results of the 2009 Grade 2 Provincial Literacy Assessment indicate that 87.5% of Rexton Elementary students scored at the appropriate level or higher in reading comprehension compared to 81.2% in 2008. The 2009 Provincial Reading Comprehension Assessment results indicate that our students surpassed our 2008-2009 reading comprehension objectives by 27.5%.  We were, however, dissatisfied that only 12.5% of Rexton Elementary’s grade 2 students reached the level of Strong Achievement in reading comprehension; we had predicted that 30% of our grade 2 students would be able to reach the level of Strong Achievement in reading comprehension. 

The results of the 2009 Grade 2 Provincial Literacy Assessment also indicate that 62.5% of our students reached the appropriate level or higher in writing compared to 64.6% in 2008. We were unsuccessful in meeting our 2008-2009 writing objective of having 65% of our grade 2 students achieving at or above the acceptable level in the Provincial Literacy Assessment in writing. 

.
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We were also displeased to see that in the spring of 2009, only 2.5% of Rexton Elementary’s grade 2 students reached the level of Strong Achievement in writing.
Provincial 2009 Grade 4 Literacy Assessments: 

.The results of the 2009 Grade 4 Provincial Literacy Assessment indicate that 94.3% of RES’ grade 4 students achieved at the appropriate level or higher in reading comprehension, compared to 72.1% in 2008!  38.5% of RES’ Grade 4 students reached the level of Strong Performance in the 2009 Grade 4 Provincial Reading Comprehension Assessment, surpassing our 2008-2009 Reading Comprehension objective of 7%.
The 2009 Grade 4 Provincial Literacy assessments indicate that 55.8% of our students reached the appropriate level or higher in the 2008 Grade 4 provincial writing assessment, compared to only 37.7% in 2008!. RES’ 2009 writing results were lower than the District by .5%, however, RES students did surpass the provincial results by 1.5%! Unfortunately, RES’ grade 4 students were unable to meet RES’ 2008-2009 writing objective of having 59% of our students achieving at or above level in writing.
[image: image7.jpg]



Data Analysis of RES’ Provincial Assessment Results: 
LITERACY:
Our teaching team concluded, after extensive analysis of Rexton Elementary’s 2008-2009 Grade 2 & 4 Provincial Literacy data, that there were a number of key factors that may have contributed to our not meeting our established literacy objectives: 
· 14% of our Grade 2 students and 7% of our Grade 4 students were on either an Accommodated or Modified Special Education Program during the 2008-2009 school year.
· We were only allotted 0.3 for Methods & Resource during the 2008-2009 school year; limited literacy intervention for our grade 2 students was provided due to the emphasis on providing intervention for our 2008-2009 grade students, particularly in the area of writing. 
· 2009 Grade 2 provincial Reading Comprehension assessment indicates that Rexton Elementary’s students continue to show improvement and growth in their reading comprehension. In fact, RES’ Grade 2 students performed better than the District and the province during the 2008-2009 school year. However, RES Grade 2 provincial Reading Comprehension assessment indicates that fewer RES students achieve at the Strong Achievement level compared to the District and the province results. All Grade 2 students were required to participate in an hour a day Fast Forward Program, whether they needed it or not; we realize that this could have contributed to RES’ stronger students losing approximately 60 minutes a day of their Literacy Block to this program instead of participating in enrichment opportunities.

· Our 2008-2009 Grade 4 Reading Comprehension data indicates that more of our students achieved at the Strong Achievement level and there was a decrease in RES students scoring at the Below Appropriate Achievement level. Rexton Elementary’s Grade 4 students also out-performed the District and province in the provincial Reading Comprehension assessment. 
· When comparing writing results from the Grade 2 and Grade 4 provincial assessments with the District Grade 6 results, it is apparent that by grade 4 our students’ writing achievement dropped significantly – by 20%.  RES’ staff also noted that more writing enrichment opportunities would be necessary to have our students achieve at the strong achievement level.
NUMERACY: 
Rexton Elementary’s 2009 Grade 3 school-based Mathematics results indicate that 80% of our students achieved at the appropriate level or higher. The average score for our Grade 3 students on their 2008 UNB End-of-Grade 3 Mathematics Assessment was 93%.
Rexton Elementary’s 3009 Grade 4 District Mathematics results indicate that 75% of our students achieved at or above the appropriate level. 

The Grade 5 Provincial Mathematics results (spring, 2009) indicate that 54.8 % of our students scored at the appropriate level or higher, compared to the District (67.4%) and the Province (59.4%). RES scored at the Appropriate Achievement (AA1) level in the overall Grade 5 Provincial Mathematics. Results indicated in Appendix E illustrate that RES’ overall Mathematics scores have decreased by a very distressing 28.7% from the 2007-2008 school year. 

Data Analysis of RES’ Provincial Mathematics Assessment Results:
Rexton Elementary’s teaching staff attributed our decreased performance on the 2009 Provincial Mathematics Assessment to:  

· The required emphasis of 70% of the school day being spent on the Intensive French curriculum resulted in less instructional time for Mathematics; this resulted in the students not having as much instruction in the geometry and probability strands.
· Mathematics was taught in the afternoon throughout the school year – after the Intensive French component was completed – which resulted in the students not being as alert when learning and practicing mathematical skills/concepts. 
· 8% of RES’ students were on a modified SEP.
· Teaching staff also noted that not enough time had been given to various Mathematics strands because of priority programs at previous grade levels (Fast ForWord, Literacy Interventions, etc).  

RES’ 2009-2010 School Improvement Plan:

GOAL: To improve the Literacy and Numeracy skills of all Rexton Elementary School students.
	2010
Provincial Assessment
	% of RES Students Who We Anticipate Will Achieve Below Appropriate Achievement
	% of RES Students Who We Anticipate Will Achieve At Acceptable Achievement Level
	% of RES Students Who We Anticipate Will Achieve at the Strong Achievement Level
	% of RES Students on an Accommodated or Modified Special Education Program

	 Grade 2 

Reading Assessment
	27%
	33%
	40%
	29%

	 Grade 2 

 Writing Assessment
	37%
	38% 
	27%
	29%

	Grade 4 

Reading Assessment
	20%
	65%
	15%
	19%

	 Grade 4 

 Writing Assessment
	34%
	55%
	11%
	19%

	Grade 5 

Math Assessment
	25%
	60%
	15%
	13%


MEASURES: 
Internal: School-based text placement AND monthly writing assessments
External: Grade 2 & 4 provincial Literacy Assessment
                Grade 3 and 5 provincial Mathematics Assessment AND Grade 4 District Mathematics Assessment
OBJECTIVES FOR 2009-2010
Based on our 2009 Text Placement, School-based Writing Assessments, and Provincial Assessment results in Literacy and Numeracy, our school improvement objective is that all of our students will attain increased literacy and numeracy achievement within the 2009-2010 school year. 
STRATEGIES:
Rexton Elementary School will continue to focus our strategies on three main areas:
· Increase Literacy Growth 

· Improve Numeracy Growth
· Cultivate Teacher Growth & Leadership  

The Rexton Elementary staff will focus on plans in support of the above strategies, as part of our District’s initiatives for the continuous improvement of schools. Our teaching staff has been assigned specific duties related to one or more of these strategies. Each of our grade levels have specific goals and associated programs with these goals to support success. 

The implementation plans charted below are for the 2009-2010 school year, within RES’ 2008-2011 School Improvement Plan. The implementation plans are clustered according to our three key strategies.
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Rexton Elementary’s 2008-2011
SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT PLAN

Implementation Plans for 2009-2010
(Highlighted items listed below are strategic plans incorporated in RES’ 2009-210 SIP and were not listed in RES’ 2008-2011 three-year School Improvement Plan)
·  Increase Literacy Growth 
	Strategic Action Plans
	Team Leader
	Indicators of Success
	Timelines

	1. Observational Survey Training for Primary Teachers
	Angela Savory
Maggie Murphy
	All new primary teachers will have received training in Observational Survey 
	December 2009 – 

January 2010

	2. Provision of Aimsweb training for K-3 Teachers
	Annette Hendry

RES’ K-3 Teachers
	All K-3 teachers will have received AIMSWEB Testing training
	September 2009

	3. Continuation of the Kindergarten Zoo Phonics Program
	Kindergarten teachers 
	RES will have purchased Zoo Phonics kits for all Kindergarten teachers; grade one teachers will be given the opportunity to explore this new program and determine how they will utilize this program with these students in the subsequent year(s)
	September 2008 – 

June 2011

	4. Implementation of the Daily Five Literacy program with K-5 teachers.
	Annette Hendry

Nancy Scully

K-5 Teachers


	1) Teaching staff will have attended Annette Hendry’s after-school Daily Five workshop. 

2) RES’ teachers will have attended the provincial Daily Five Conference in Moncton. 
3) Teachers will have implemented this independent literacy program within their classrooms.

4) Teachers will read The Café to explore the role of teachers in the Daily Five Program.
	June  – October 2009

February – June 2010 
(for Grade 5 IF teachers)

	5. Response to Intervention Time (RtI) 
	K–5 Teachers
	Time will have been made available within the instructional day for teachers to provide intervention for students at their grade level. There will have been text placement gains and writing development growth.
	September 2009  – 
June 2010

	6. Kinder Club
	Nancy Scully and Kindergarten teachers
	There will have been increased phonemic / phonological text placement growth for students 
	January – February  2010

	7. Literacy Links
	Nancy Scully and Grade One Teachers
	There will have been text placement gains and writing development growth
	January – February 2010

	8. Reading Recovery
	Virginia Richard
	Students will have reached level 16 
	September 2008 –
 June 2009

	9. Grades 1 and Grade 2 Intervention Program
(Lips & Talking Partners)
	Grade 1 and Grade 2 teachers & Virginia Richard
	There will have been an increased in comprehension, fluency, AND text placement gains
	November 2009 – 

June 2010

	10. Reading A–Z web-based program
	K-2 teachers

Grade 5 IF teachers
	Will have explored the use of this program with our K-2 teachers/students
	September  2009 – June 2010

	11. Buddy Readers
	Grades 1, 2 & 5
	Students in grades 3-5 will have listened to the younger students read, conducted flashcards drills, and modeled fluent reading. 
	September 2009 – 

June 2010

	12. Fast ForWord
	Maggie Murphy
Angela Savory
Marie Walsh
 Ginny Richard & 

Diane Wilson
	80% of grade 2 students will have reached Reading Level 2
	November 2009 –

January 2010

	13. Grade 2 Empowering Intervention
	Nancy Scully 
(Literacy Clinician)
	There will have been text placement gains and writing development growth
	October 2009

	14. Common Reading Assessments      

           (Running Records)
	K-5
	Assessments will have been conducted using RES’ & District 16’s Running Record criteria   
	November 2009

	15. K-5 Common Writing Criteria for the beginning, middle and end of each grade level
	K-5 teachers 
	Analysis of grade level writing using common assessments will have been developed by RES teachers.
	November 2009 –

 June 2010

	16. Provincial Assessment and

   6 + 1 Write Traits In-service
	Lisa Collins 
Virginia Richard

Sonya Tower 

Diane Wilson
	A presentation on how the grade 2 & grade 4 writing assessments were marked provincially will have been provided to all teachers. RES’ administrators will present to the staff a grade 2 writing rubric
	December  2009


	
	
	RES’ K-2 & Grades 3-5 teachers will conduct monthly marking sessions grade level writing
	January – May 2010

	17. Grade 5 English reading program 
	Grade 5 teachers
	Teachers will have implemented a reading program that has all grade 5 students reading nightly and recording/responding in a reading log; this strategy is necessary so as to continue to make gains in their English reading development.
	September 2008 – 

January 2011

	18. Accelerated Reading Program
	Janice LeBlanc

Virginia Richard

Diane Wilson

Cynthia Wood

Grades 2-5 teachers
	Students will have completed AR tests on the picture books or novels they have read; teachers will have monitored AR test results to determine if their students comprehension skills/needs.
	November 2008 – 

June 2011



	19. Intensive French Oral Language presentations
	Grade 5 teachers
	Grade 5 teachers will prepare their students so that they will be able to perform at our monthly assemblies (singing, reading, or dramatizations using their newly acquired French skills)
	September 2008 – 
June 2011

	20. Mid-Winter Literacy Night
	RES’ Administrators

Literacy Clinicians

K-5 teachers
	Literacy Night will have been orchestrated successfully with students, parents and teachers coming together to learn about and play literacy activities.
	Winter 2008 - 2011.

	21. Provide school-wide initiatives to motivate students to write
	RES’ Administrators, 

K-5 teachers and Literacy Clinicians
	1. Incorporate student writing into monthly newsletters
2. Share student writing at Assemblies & on RES’ website.

3. Host an Author’s Alley to celebrate student’s writing growth

4. Display student writing on Principal’s Writing Wall of Fame bulletin board

5. Purchase Write Traits Crates for each grade level
	Winter & Spring 
2009 - 2011


	22. Grade 2 & 4 Writing Interventions
	Literacy Clinician 
Grade 2 & 4 teachers
	Obtaining 6+1 Traits assistance from Clinician who will work with students in grades 2 & 4 as they prepare for their provincial literacy assessments.
	January - June 2010

	23.  Kindergarten & Grade 1 Lap Literacy Intervention
	Diane Wilson

Virginia Richard

Nancy Scully

Sheila Vautour
	Sheila will work with Kindergarten & Grade 1 students to help develop their oral language skills through: read-alouds, nursery rhymes, poems, songs, segmenting & blending activities.
	February – March 2010

(20 days)

	24. Grade 1 & 2 Writing Intervention
	Connie Barter 
(RES’ Mama Bear)
	Connie will work with the Grade 2 students to increase their writing abilities utilizing the 6+1 Traits & Lucy Calkins’ program. Connie will also team-teach with the Grade 2 teachers to enhance their teaching of writing. *Connie will provide enrichment for grade 1 students who are deemed to be able to write at the Acceptable Achievement level to move them towards the SA level.
	February-March 2010

	25. Grade 3 & 4 Writing Intervention
	Frank MacPhee
	Frank will work with the Grade 4 students to increase their writing abilities utilizing the 6+1 Traits program and the Lucy Calkins’ program. Frank will also team-teach with the Grade 4 teachers to enhance their teaching of writing.*Frank will provide enrichment for grade 3 students who are deemed to be able to write at the Acceptable Achievement level in an effort to move them towards the SA level.
	February-March 2010

	Monitoring

	NOVEMBER
	MARCH
	MAY

	Revised Action(s) – if off target


	Revised Action(s) – if off target
Literacy Interventions, using former RES teachers, for Grades K-4 were added.  
	Revised Action(s) – if off target


Improve Numeracy Growth 
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	Strategic Action Plans
	Team Leader
	Indicators of Success
	Timelines

	1. Common planning and common mathematics assessments at grade levels
	K-5 teachers
	Will have focused on essential outcomes to create common assessments and will have met to evaluate and reach consensus about grade level assessments
	September 2008 –

June 2011

	2. Response to Intervention for  Numeracy 
	K-5 Teachers
	Individual student numeracy needs will have been met within the regular instructional day.
	September 2009 - June 2011

	3. Conduct frequent Mad-Math Minutes with Grades 1-5 students.
	Grade 1–5 teachers
	Students will have completed the year with increased confidence and capabilities in the operations strand.
	2008-2011 

	4. Mapping Mathematics Curriculum
	K-5 classroom teachers
	Teachers will have collaborative created Mathematics Curriculum Maps and tweaked these Maps if/when necessary at each grade level.
	September 2008 – 
June 2011

	5. Integrating mathematics and technology to explore numeracy concepts
	Grades K-5 teachers
	Teachers will have utilized Smart Boards, Websites, and online resources to engage students in mastering their grade level numeracy outcomes.
	September 2008 – 
June 2011

	6. PRIME Mathematics Assessment
	Diane Wilson

Barry Roberts 

Heather Little

Kim Bowes
	Students who need extra support in mathematics will have been identified and interventions (M5 and clinician) will have been put in place for these students.


	January 2009 – 
June 2011

	7. M5 Intervention
	Paul Robichaud & Richard McCallum
	Students who have been identified as need numeracy support will have successfully participated in the M5 Intervention; we intend to modify this program so that more students have access (much like our K-2 Literacy Programs are orchestrated).
	February 2009 – 
March 2011

	8. Grade 5 Mathematics Instruction during the morning
	Melanie Cox

Devon Stoddart
	Grade 5 timetable will be manipulated to ensure that Mathematics instruction is taught during the morning every day.
	September 2009-2011

	9. Classroom visits for Grade 5 Mathematics teachers
	Melanie Cox

Devon Stoddart
	Grade 5 Numeracy Teachers will have visited a school in Riverview whose students have scored well in the provincial  Mathematics Assessments whilst working within the IF program.
	January 2010


	NOVEMBER
	MARCH
	MAY

	Revised Action(s) – if off target

	Revised Action(s) – if off target
Paul Robichaud delivered the M5 program instead of Kim Beers.
	   Revised Action(s) – if off target



·  Cultivate Teacher & Leadership Growth 
	Strategic Action Plans
	Team Leader
	Indicators of Success
	Timelines

	1. Common PLC Time

	RES’ Administrators 

&  3-5 teaching team
	Our teaching team will have met and planned common goals and assessments. We will have determined whether our students have mastered the concepts that were taught and who needs extra support.  Our teaching team will have determined where we need to focus future professional development.
	September 2008 – June 2011

	2. Curriculum Mapping


	K-5 teachers
	Grade level and specialty teachers will have collaborated to create a Mathematics curriculum map for their grade level.
	September 2008 -  June 2011

	3. Modified School-wide Homework Program
	K-5 teachers
	Teachers will have explored /utilized teaching strategies that ensure that students are allotted time, within the instructional day, to practice newly acquired skills. 

RES students homework will consist of students only be required to read with/to their parents nightly unless: a) they have been absent from school due to illness, b) the student is falling behind or not completing assigned work in class, or c) the parent requests homework and/or the child is involved with a District or School Intervention (such as Reading Recovery or Kinder Club, Literacy Links, or Empowering). 

Administrators will have provided Response to Intervention (RtI) time for classroom teachers to assist students at their grade levels.  

RES’ Homework Committee will have researched the topic of homework alternatives, surveyed RES’ parents/students/teaching staff, AND participated in discussions and presentations at staff meetings regarding issues surrounding our modified homework policy. 
	September 2009 – June 2010

	4. Professional Learning Community: Learning by Doing: the next step in our PLC journey
	RES Administrators and entire teaching team
	The Daily Five  and Café Book Studies 

All RES teaching staff will have met within their grade levels professional learning teams to discuss this new independent literacy and classroom management program. 

Grade level Team Meetings: All homeroom teachers will have had time to meet during the instructional day to discuss and create common assessments, curriculum mapping, and common instructional issues.
	September 2008 – 
June 2011

	5. Grade Level Curriculum Meetings

	RES Administrators and teaching staff
	Bi-monthly grade level Curriculum Meetings will have been held to marking student writing, share professional journal articles, view PD 360 videos, improve our Pyramid of Interventions.
	December 2008 – 
June 2011

	6. Differentiated Instruction
	Helena Waye

RES Administration

RES’ K-5 Teachers
	We will have attended Anne McDonnell’s Differentiate Instruction Presentation at October 2009 CI Day.
	October 2009

	
	
	Helena Waye will have provided a Differentiated Instruction presentation to RES’ teaching staff.
	November 2009

	
	
	Will have discussed, as a staff, how RES is already differentiating instruction and how we intend to offer greater differentiation in our classrooms.
	October – December 2009



	
	
	We will have created Differentiated Lessons with our grade level teaching colleagues, using the Knowing, Understanding, Doing format within our lesson plans. 
	November 2009

	
	
	RES teachers will have reflected and provided feedback to their teaching peers regarding our differentiated lesson plans.
	January 4 - 5th, 2010

	7. Incentive Program devised to encourage better attendance 

* Postponed due to Pandemic H1N1
	RES Administrators and teaching staff
	Regularly informing parents of our Attendance Policy and rewarding students who arrive to school promptly and who remain for the entire school day unless they are ill.
	March 2010 –June 2010


	Monitoring

	NOVEMBER
	MARCH
	MAY

	Revised Action(s) – if off target

	Revised Action(s) – if off target

	Revised Action(s) – if off target


Monitoring Report for 2009-2010 
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At RES’ November 2009 PSSC Meeting, the Principal will present RES’ 2008-2009 Provincial Assessment Data School Improvement Plan based on the results/data obtained from the provincial assessments. RES’ Principal will meet with all teaching staff in the fall of 2009 to determine RES’ Literacy, Numeracy, Teacher Leadership goals for the 2009-2010 school year and she will present RES’ 2009-2010 School Improvement Plan to our Parent School Support Committee at our January 2010  PSSC meeting. 
Throughout the school year, RES’ Administrators and teaching staff will monitor RES’ SIP progress at November’s Curriculum Implementation Day and again at staff meetings in January, March, and June. RES’ Principal will provide School Improvement Plan updates at its March 2010 PSSC meeting.
In June 2010, RES’ teaching staff and PSSC will receive an update on each of the initiatives in the 2009-2010 School Improvement Plan. We will review the 2009-2010 School Improvement Plan initiatives to see what has been accomplished and brainstorm for additional or different strategies for the 2010-2011 school year. 
In late September or early October 2010, we anticipate that the 2010-2011 provincial results will be made available to all schools and we will review these results to determine what modifications need to be made to Rexton Elementary School’s 2008-2011 School Improvement Plan. 

Appendix A

RES’ Spring 2009 Grade 2 Provincial Assessments Results 
Grade 2 Reading Comprehension:
	
	Below Appropriate Achievement (%)
	Appropriate Achievement (%)
	Strong Achievement (%)
	# of Students

	RES 2004
	38.8%
	50.7%
	10.4%
	67

	RES 2005
	34.4%
	64.1%
	1.6%
	64

	RES 2006
	26.2%
	52.3%
	21.5%
	65

	RES 2007
	8.5%
	63.8%
	27.7%
	47

	RES 2008
	18.8%
	60.4%
	20.8%
	48

	RES 2009
	12.5%
	75.0%
	12.5%
	40

	District 16 2007
	13.4%
	60.6%
	26.6%
	373

	District 16 2008
	12.9%
	58.6%
	28.4%
	348

	District 16 2009 
	13.6%
	68.8%
	17.6%
	295

	Province 2007
	28.4%
	51.8%
	19.8%
	3930

	Province 2008
	23.8%
	54.7%
	21.4%
	3856

	Province 2009 
	17.7%
	59.7%
	22.6%
	3706


Appendix B

RES’ Spring 2009 Grade 2 Provincial Assessments Results 
Grade 2 Writing:

	
	Below Appropriate Achievement
	Appropriate Achievement (%)
	Strong Achievement (%)
	No. of Students

	RES 2004
	41.8%
	55.2%
	3.0%
	67

	RES 2005
	53.1%
	46.9%
	0.0%
	64

	RES 2006
	38.5%
	50.8%
	10.8%
	65

	RES 2007
	21.3%
	74.5%
	4.3%
	47

	RES 2008
	35.4%
	58.3%
	6.3%
	48

	RES 2009
	37.5%
	60.0%
	2.5%
	40

	District 16 2007
	29.8%
	61.1%
	9.1%
	373

	District 16 2008
	29.6%
	65.2%
	5.2%
	348

	District 16 2009
	43.7%
	51.2%
	5.1%
	295

	Province 2007
	42.8%
	50.8%
	6.3%
	3930

	Province 2008
	40.6%
	54.2%
	5.2%
	3856

	Province 2009
	40.5%
	52.3%
	7.2%
	3706


Appendix C
RES’ Spring 2009 Grade 4 Provincial Literacy Assessments Results 
Grade 4 Reading Comprehension:
	
	Below Appropriate Achievement
	Appropriate Achievement (%)
	Strong Achievement (%)
	No. of Students

	RES 2006
	26.1%
	62.3
	11.6%
	69

	RES 2007
	13.0%
	70.4%
	16.7%
	54

	RES 2008
	27.9%
	63.9%
	8.2%
	61

	RES 2009 
	5.8%
	55.8%
	38.5%
	52

	District 16 2007
	21.4%
	65%
	13.6%
	374

	District 16 2008
	19.1%
	72.9%
	8.0%
	398

	District 2009
	13.3%
	56.8%
	29.9%
	375

	Province 2007
	30.5%
	57.3%
	12.2%
	4267

	Province 2008
	25.4%
	63.1%
	11.5%
	4295

	Province 2009
	20.9%
	56.0%
	23.1%
	4127


Appendix D

RES’ Spring 2009 Grade 4 Literacy Provincial Assessments Results 
Grade 4 Writing:
	
	Below Appropriate Achievement
	Appropriate Achievement (%)
	Strong Achievement (%)
	No. of Students

	RES 2006
	65.2%
	31.9%
	2.9%
	69

	RES 2007
	61.1%
	38.9%
	0%
	54

	RES 2008
	62.3%
	34.4%
	3.3%
	61

	RES 2009
	44.2%
	55.8%
	.0%
	52

	District 16 2007
	59.6%
	38.5%
	1.9%
	374

	District 16 2008
	41.5%
	52.5%
	6.0%
	398

	District 16 2009
	36.8%
	56.3%
	6.9%
	375

	Province 2007
	62.5%
	35.3%
	2.1%
	4267

	Province 2008
	47.0%
	45.9%
	7.1%
	4294

	Province 2009
	43.5%
	51.1%
	5.4%
	4127


Appendix E

RES’ Grade 5 Provincial Mathematics 2004-2008
	
	Math Overall
	Performance Level
	# of Students

	RES 2004
	77%
	SP
	75

	RES 2005
	76%
	SP
	61

	RES 2006
	79%
	SP
	55

	RES 2007
	72%
	AA4
	74

	RES 2008
	69%
	AA4
	55

	RES 2009
	53%
	AA1
	61

	District 16 2007
	70%
	AA4
	458

	District 16 2008
	67%
	AA3
	420

	District 16 2009
	59%
	AA2
	439

	Province 2007
	61%
	AA2
	5926

	Province 2008
	60%
	AA2
	5703

	Province 2009
	56%
	AA2
	5509


Appendix F
RES’ Grade 5 Provincial Mathematics 2008-2009
	
	Below Appropriate Achievement
	Appropriate Achievement (%)
	Strong Achievement 
(%)
	Appropriate or Above
	No. of Students

	RES 2008
	16.4%
	41.8%
	41.8%
	83.6%
	55

	RES 
2009
	45.2%
	40.3%
	14.5%
	54.8%
	62

	District 16 2008
	21.7%
	39.5%
	38.8%
	78.3%
	420

	District 16 2009
	32.6%
	45.1%
	22.3%
	67.4%
	448

	Province 2008
	34.9
	37.5%
	27.7%
	65.2%
	5703

	Province 2009
	40.6%
	37.1%
	22.3%
	59.4%
	5615


Appendix G
RES’ Grade 5 Provincial Mathematics Assessment Results by Strand

	
	Number
	Operation
	Patterns
	Measurement
	Geometry
	Data
	Probability
	Mental Math
	# of Students

	RES. 2007
	70
	68
	77
	69
	69
	79
	79
	68
	74

	RES 
2008
	75
	67
	64
	73
	76
	77
	60
	56
	55

	RES 

2009
	60
	52
	61
	56
	46
	58
	41
	39
	61

	District2007
	72
	66
	75
	66
	68
	76
	77
	71
	445

	District 2008
	72
	65
	67
	66
	67
	73
	60
	67
	420

	District 

2009
	63
	59
	64
	55
	57
	62
	55
	57
	439

	Province 2007
	63
	58
	65
	56
	61
	66
	69
	58
	5704

	Province
2008
	64
	59
	60
	57
	59
	64
	54
	58
	5703

	Province

2009
	61
	55
	62
	52
	53
	58
	51
	54
	5509


Appendix H
Rexton Elementary’s 2009 Grade 4 District 16 Math Assessment

	
	# of students

	Strong (90%-100%)
	1

	Competent (70%-89%)
	19

	Acceptable (50%-69%)
	17

	Marginal (30%-49%)
	10

	Weak (0%-29%)
	3 

	
	75% of students scored acceptable or better 


Appendix I
RES’ Fall 2009 District/School Text Placement Assessment Results

	
	Below Appropriate Achievement
	Appropriate Achievement (%)
	Strong Achievement (%)
	No. of Students

	Grade 1
	23.1%
	19.4%
	57.4%
	52

	Grade 2
	34.5%
	14.5%
	50.8%
	48

	Grade 3
	21.4%
	26.19%
	47.6%
	41


Appendix J
RES’ Fall 2009 School-based Text Placement Assessment Results

	
	Below Appropriate Achievement
	Appropriate Achievement (%)
	Strong Achievement (%)
	No. of Students

	Grade 4
	15.2%
	63.1%
	21.7%
	46

	Grade 5 IF
	NA
	NA
	NA
	52


Appendix K
RES’ Fall 2009 School-based Writing Assessment Results

	
	Below Appropriate Achievement
	Appropriate Achievement (%)
	Strong Achievement (%)
	No. of Students

	Grade 1
	29.4%
	49%
	21.5%
	51

	Grade 2
	41.6%
	37.5%
	20.8%
	48

	Grade 3
	48.7%
	46.3%
	5%
	41

	Grade 4
	45.6%
	47.4%
	7%
	46

	Grade 5 IF
	NA
	NA
	NA
	52
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