St. Louis School : Plan on Use of Capacity Enhancement Grant (CEG) in 2010/11 School Year

Means by which teachers have been consulted: Open invitation and staff meetings

No. of operating classes: 28
CEG received (2010/11): 471,771.00

Evaluation

) Task o Method(s) of
No. | Program Title Success Criteria ) 1/C
Areat#t Evaluation
1 | IT Assistant A&D | More than 75% of the IT - Performance appraisal | TYS Evaluation Report for the Use of Capacity Enhancement

services listed in the Annual

Plan can be provided.

on the IT assistants
- Teachers’ feedback;

Grant (CEG) 2010-2011

Program: IT Assistant (Employment)

Major area(s) of concern: To provide a comprehensive technical support to
students, teachers and administrators on all aspects relating to IT usage and
facilities

A. Budget and expenditure
Budget: HKD132,300
Expenditure: HKD 126,436.93 (to be given by Mr. Ko)
Surplus/(Deficit) = 5, 863.07 (to be computed after the data is given by
Mr. Ko)

B. Teachers’ Survey Report (Number of stakeholders is 57)

The average percentage of IT usage in teaching

The satisfaction index (0 to 5) of the technical support provided by IT
technicians

The satisfaction index (0 to 5) on the performance of IT equipment in

1




classroom including computer and projector

The satisfaction index (0 to 5) on the performance of school servers for
file management (N:/M:/T: drives), email handling (eClass) and school
web site

C. Staff Survey Report (Number of stakeholders is 16)

The satisfaction index (0 to 5) of the technical support provided by IT
technicians

The satisfaction index (0 to 5) on the performance of IT equipment in
their working place

The satisfaction index (0 to 5) on the performance of school servers for
file management (N:/M:/T: drives), email handling (eClass) and school
web site, WebSAMS and others

D.Program Title

Program Action Plan Completet

v
1. Replacement of old computers in staff computer

rooms;




. Replacement and purchasing projection

systems in special rooms

. Samshost server replacement;

. Network infrastructure enhancement and

installation of sound system in MMLL

. Tendering of broadband connection contract

. Purchasing of photography equipment and

accessories for school

. Purchasing photocopier for staff computer room

(Added Action Plan)

. Purchasing projection systems for Hall (Added

Action Plan)

E. Auvailability of services listed in the CEG strategies/tasks:




8.
9.
10. eTV or other TV recording services

11. MMLC Opening during Lunch Hours

12. Management of Servers Rooms, MMLC, MMLL and CAL Rooms

F. IT technician annual appraisal
The appraisals were completed by both IT technician and IT team
chairperson. The grade given to the IT technician in the appraisal by IT
Team chairperson was highly ranked. The document could be provided
on request.

Prepared by Tong Yu Sun
(for IT Team chairman V.P. Lo Chi Wing)
September 2011

N o o s~ wDd PR

WebSAMS

eClass

School web site

Printing service (SafeQ system) by Minolta
Web-based learning services (eClass English, Putonghua and typing
Storage service (N:/M:/T:/S: network drives)

ECA service (Swimming and Sports Day System with web-based e
registration and network marks processing system)

Resource & Booking service (eClass)

Announcement service (eClass and school web site)

Religious
Education
Master

A D&

75% of the teachers concerned
(panel/team members of
Religious Ed. Panel, Religious

Survey

NDL

Over 85% of the teachers concerned agreed that their workload on religious activities and

RE teaching was relieved and the overall behavior of students was improved.

pre

ent



Activities Team and Pastoral
Care Team) agree that their
workload is relieved and the

overall behaviour of students is

improved.
Oral Training | B & C | Participants achieve rewarding | Results & Feedbacks YLL | 1. — 72 RJJUI’*‘?F{IEJEU%Q FIT > EJ Jeth S &L i“;“éj— b JETH
Course in results in Speech Festival from adjudicators of ﬁ > w7 bl 'iF (s *J RS Sl
Putonghua Speech Festival. 2.3 ffjbﬁiﬂ J ¥ ; '“Ejﬁ ik ﬂf ﬂ”f' i B J%ﬁ%ﬁ‘[l It F"ijf«_fﬁ' . ;ﬁ@ Hﬁj%ﬁ
(S1-3) ”.}%ig pARA AR R | 1:%5&,1@5]39\5
Oral D Smooth running of the oral Evaluation by the panel | CWW
Examination exams. and the examiners.
helpers
SGT Training C 75% of the participants find the | Questionnaire YYP | Yung Yat Pui and Jessie Tse (social worker) led students to join the SGT Training camp and
Camp activity useful. all the programmes were run smoothly. Moreover all the CEG received were used
completely as the plan of the budget.
Chinese Music E « Steady increase in students’ o Appraisal on the LCYJ | ®  2010-2011%F 7% » p[I5&EIEY—~ 14 7|63 Eﬁﬁ'l 5y W46 F50ES -
Orchestra enrolment; instructors / ISR ﬁ‘ﬁ'ﬁ% NS (FrA Y AL AR L A ) - U4
Subsidy « Attendance rate of participants condugctors; == 55 H[Jt'r PAFIZZ00 2 T2 2 SRS (e ~ 3557 -
Scheme reaches 75% or above; » Attendance record; B < SR T, }‘?‘470% > U 2 P
o Satisfactory number of open e Performance in open LI SUr
performances contests and open events W[ F IR  ST I8 [ U e I LT 11 WE"#HWQ
FI3E] FM,&FSLﬁN? o P9t o plISBENTE £ F LEJI6F T2 1A /HFﬁLl' B
EIIHITIEE:EE:%%% = o) ﬁ?ﬁ‘lrﬁxf P AP ] i g HE| 2 2 FE ;,f 2z
Fitls o *fﬂ 53 il *&?%#F?W’T'EUH 'Fp“ HUTET0%))
HIW[&% FQEUYS R QIRALAETE S 2l R I VR
£
Leadership C&E | No. of participants>48 Evaluation (discussion) | CWK | 48 Students participated in this program.
Training Camp would be made by / The final day of the camp is a sharing/evaluation session. Participants gave very positive
the end of the WCK | feedbacks to this activity.
program. A problem faced when organizing this activity is that the cost of residence, catering and
transportation hugely increased. It made the financial burden quite heavy.
Junior C&E | No. of participants>48 Evaluation (discussion CWK | 80 Students participated in this program.
Training would be made by the / The final day of the camp is a sharing/evaluation session. Participants gave very positive




Program end of the program.) WCK | feedbacks to this activity.
NSS- e More than 50% of participants | 1. Observe the students’ | CYW | Responses and options collected from the questionnaires :
Science attain an attendance of 50%; attendance, Physics
. . T T Course Evaluation Questionnaire for the S4 NSS- Physics Remedial Class 2010-11
(Phy,Chem,Bi e Their participation in class and participation in class Number of respondents: 23
0) Remedial learning attitude is considered and learning attitude; Please indicate the edent to which you agree or disagree with the following statemenis by circlinga nunher on the scale

Program (S4)

as good by the tutors;
e The participants consider the
course useful.

2. Tutors and students
involved will be
asked to comment on
the following aspects
of the course:
(i)content,
(if)approaches,
(iii)time,
(iv)arrangement, and
(v)others.

Scrutinizing
documents:
attendance record,

questionnaires

Conrse Evaluation Stromgly | Strongly
. Disagree | Heutral hgree
disagree dgres

1 | The course was well organized 1 2 3 [4] 3
2 | The coutse was o an appropriate level of diffieulty 1 2 3 [4] ]
3 | I findthe leaming materials (e g notes, handous) for this course usefial 1 2 3 [4] ]

a. Please write down your suggestion’s):  Just useless
4 | T am satisfied with the time allotted ta the course [ v ] 2 [ [a]] a4 | s

[ would like the coutse to beheld tirnes a week and III ht'lesson
5 | The program helped me to leam the subject well 1 2 EI 4 o
& | This tutorial program should be offered in the fiare 1 2 3 IZI o
7 | The workload in this course was Exesste | High | [Averag] | Light | Insufficient
Instructor Evaiuntion Stromgly | Strongly
disagres Disagree | Heutral hgree e
1 | The instractor was knowledgeable in the subject area 1 2 3 [4] 5
2 | The instractor was well prepared 1 2 3 [4] 3
3 | The instructor presented the course material clearly 1 2 3 IZI 5
4 | The instractor stinalated my interest i the course 1 2 El 4 5
5 | The instractor was helpfial and responstre to shadents 1 2 3 IZl 5
6 | I got adecuate support where required on issues related to the course 1 3 T 4 3
7 | The leaming atmosphere was good 1 2 (3] 4 5
2 | The classroom management was good 1 2 m 4 3
Other Comments:
1. Do you weant to join sitnilar programm in the coming year(2011-1237 Yes 13 / M8
2, Which topio{s) do you want to explore farther in the tatorial course?

Topics:

¢+ Force(2 students)

«  Wave

¢« Ejaculation
. IWloment
Other response:
* This course iz useless, and the titne of thiz course rake the studerts lose their reading titne
¢+ Liberal Studies (3 students)
. IWlaths
+« Mot mind
3. What aspects of this course need to be improved?
. Wavwe, Force

* Titne of the Cowrse
+  Thetime managenent - late and too long (Feel tired after school to learn more 1.5 hours)




Chemistry




Course Evaluation Questionnaire forthe $4 NSS- Chemistry Remedial dass 2010-11
Mutmber of respondent: 30
Pleasze indicate the etent to which you agree or disagreswith the following statements by circling a marber on the scale

Course Evalugtion Stromgly | Strongly
X Disagree | Meutral Agrea
disagres Agree
1 | The coutse was well organized 1 2 [4] 5
2 | The coutse was o an appropriate level of difficuty 1 2 3 [4] 5
3 | I findthe leaming materials (e g notes, handoats) for this couese usefial 1 2 3 [4] 3
a. Pleage wtite down your suggestionys):

+ Exercise

+ non-uzeful, sory

¢ Very good
4 | 1 am satisfied with the time allotted to the course | 1+ ] 2 T []] & | s

I wold like the course to be held lIl time a week and II' ht/lesson
5 | The program helped me to leam the subject well 1 2 [2] 4 5
& | This tutotial program should be offered in the fiture 1 2 (2] 4 5
7 | The workload inthis course was Exessie | High | [Sveragel | Light | Insufficient
Instructor Evafuation Strongly Strongly
disagree Disagree | Meutral hgres Amee
1 | The instructor was knowledgeable in the subject area 1 2 3 [4] 5
2 | The instructor was well prepared 1 2 3 T 3
3 | The instructor presented the course material cleatly 1 2 3 [4] 5
4 | The instrictor stiralated my interest in the course 1 2 El 4 5
5 | The instactor was helpfial and responstre to shadents 1 2 3 El 5
A | 1 got adecuaste support where requived on issues related to the course 1 2 (2] 4 5
7 | The leaming atmosphere was good 1 2 [a] 4 5
8 | The classmoom management was good 1 2 [3] 4 5
Qther Cammenis:
1. Dro o weant to join sitndlar prograem in the coming year(2011-1237 Yes: 21 / Moo 8
2. Which topic(s) do you want to explore further in the totorial course?
Topics:

+  Mole (2 students)

+  Metals (2 students)

+  Bonding (2 studentsh

+ TUOAC system of naming

+  Structue
Other response:

+ [ don't think thiz course can help us, useless, 1o need to hold this cowrse, it 15 wasting money
+ [ hope the pure science subject can also held a course, or Liberal Studies

+ L3, thiz subject is a new subject for te, so [ hope my school can hold zome classes of LS
+  Liberal Studies (5 students)

+ Daths (2 students)

« ICT

3. What aspects of this course need to be improved?

+ [ feel the clasz iz good

+  Thetitne management - late and too long (Fee tired after school to learn more 15 hoursy
+  Don'tallow onafter school, Twant it on Satorday

+ Thetime of this remedial class

+ Learning atmosphere (2 studerts)

+  The workdoad should increase

+  Only | cowrsecan be choosed

+  Stop holding it.

+ maole, structure

Biology




Course Evaluation Questionnaire for the $4 NSs-Biology Remedial Class 2010-11
PMumber of respondent: 17
Please indicate the etent to which you agree or disagree with the following staternerts by cirching a number onthe scale

Course Evafuation Strongly | Stromely
. Disagree | Meutral Lree
disagree Lgres

1 | The coutse was well organized 1 2 3 4] 5

2 | The course was at an appropriate lewvel of difficulty 1 2 3 [4] 5

3 | I findthe leamng materials (6.2, totes, handouts) for this course usefal 1 2 3 [4] 3

Please write down your suggestion(s): Very good
4 | T am satisfied with the time allotted to the course [ + [ 2z [ 3 [ [a]] s
Iwould like the course tobe held |I| times a week and IIl htflesson

5 | The program helped me to leam the subject well 1 2 El 4 3

6 | This tutorial program should be offered inthe fifare 1 2 3 El 3

7 | The wotkload inthis coutse was Exessie | High | [Average]| Light | Insufficient
Instrucitor Fvafuaiion Strongly Stromzly

disagree Dizagree | Meutral Lsres e

1 | The instractor was knowledgeable in the subject area 1 2 3 [4] 3

2 | The instractor was well prepared 1 2 3 [4] 3

3 | The instractor presented the course material cleatly 1 2 3 [4] 5

4 | The instractor stiolated my interest in the course 1 2 3 [4] 3

5 | The instractor was helpfial and responstve to stdents 1 2 3 [4] 3

6 | I got adecuiste suppont where recuaited on issies related to the course 1 2 3 [4] 5

7 | The leatning atmosphere was good 1 2 3 [4] 3

% | The classtoom management was good 1 2 m 4 5

Other Commenis:
1. Do sou want to join similar program in the coming year(2011-1257 Yes: 10 / Moo 5
2. Which topic(s) do you want to explore further in the titorial course?
Theheart
Dther response:

L3 (2 students)
Biology (2 students)
Mot mind
3. What aspects of this course need to be improved?

+  Time of the course

+ Decrease Time

+ Time

+  Theworkload should increase

10

NSS-

Science
(Phy,Chem,Bi
0) Remedial
Program (S5)

e More than 50% of participants
attain an attendance of 50%;

e Their participation in class and
learning attitude is considered
as good by the tutors;

e The participants consider the

1. Observe the students
attendance,
participation in class
and learning attitude;

2. Tutors and students

involved will be

CYw

Responses and options collected from the questionnaires :
Physics (Remedial)




course useful. asked to comment on Course Evaluation Questionnaire for the $5 NSS- Physics Remedial Class 2010-11

the foIIowing aspects Husber of respondents: 20
Please indicate the extent to which you agree or disagree with the following sttements by circling a mumber on the scale.
of the course: Course Evaluation Stromely Steongly
. Disagres | Neutral bres

(i)content, : disagree —

1 | The course was well organized 1 2 3 @ 5
(l i)approaches, 2 | The course was at an appropriate level of difficulty 1 2 E| 4 5
(iii)time, 3 | Tind the leaming materiak (e.g notes, havdous) for this comse wefill 1 2 3 @ 5

a.  Please write down your suggestion(s):

(iv)arrangement, and « The progress is ahit slow
(v)others.Scrutinizin * falk more ahout irap of public exam

4 | I am satisfied with the time allotted to the course | 1 | 2 | 3 | @ | 5
g documents: _ _

T would like the course to be held Izl tires a week and II' hrflesson

attendance record, 5 | The program helped me to leamn the subject well 1 2 3 r 3
questionnaires 6 | This tutorial pmgmm should be offered in the future 1 . 2 3 E 5 :

7 | The workload in this cowrse was Excessive | High | [Sverag] | Light | Insofficient

Instructor Evaluation Sd;maiz Dissgree | Meutral | dgres St‘;og;gjy

1 | The instructor was knowledgeable in the subject area 1 2 3 n 5

2 | The instroctor was well prepared 1 2 3 | 5

3 | The instroctor preserted the course material clearly 1 2 3 ] 5

4 | The instructor stirnlated oy interest in the course 1 2 3 ] 5

5 | The instructor was helpful and responstve to students 1 2 3 n 5

6 | T 2ot adecuate sippont where required on issues related to the cowmse 1 2 3 0 5

7 | The learning atmosphete was good 1 2 ] 4 5

% | The classroom managernent was good 1 2 ] 4 5

Other Comments:
1. Do you want to join similar program in the coming year (2011-12)7 Tes: 13 f Ho 7

2. Which topie(s) do wou want to explore further in the tutorial course?
Topics
+  Electricity (4 students)
*  Heat (2 students)
¢ Ware
+ Lens
*  Fforce
+  Dlechanics
Other response:
« L3
+ FPhy
3. What aspects of this course need to be improved?

+  Students have no incentive after several hours schoollesson
*  MNumber of timmes of the course

¢ Was at an appropriate level of difficulty

¢ Time management

Chemistry (Remedial)

10




Course Bvaluation Questionnaire for the 55 NS$S- Chemistry Remedial Class 2010-11
Mumber of respondents: 13
Pleaze indicatethe edent to which you agree ar disagree with the following staternents by circling amarber onthe scale

Course Evafuation Strongly . Stromgly
. Disagree | Heutral Lree
disagres bzree

1| The coutse was well organized 1 2 3 El 3

The coutse was o an sppropriate lewel of difficuly 1 2 E| 4 3

I firudthe leaming materials (2.2, rotes, handouts) for this course usefial 1 2 3 El 3

a. Please write down your suggestion(s): More notes are better
4 | 1 am satisfied with the time allotted to the cousse | + [ 2z T H T a1 s
I wrould ke the eourse tobe held IIl titne s a week and Izl heflesson
5 | The program helped me to leam the subject well 1 2 3 4] 3
| This tatorial program should be offered in the fibare 1 2 3 4] 3
T | The workload inthis course was Excessive High @ Light Insfficient
Trzsﬁm:tar Fvaluation Strongly Strongly
dGsagree Disagree | Heutral Lres e
1 | The instractor was knowledgeable in the subject area 1 2 3 ] 3
2 | The instrictor was well prepared 1 2 3 ] 5
3 | The instractor presented the course material clearly 1 2 3 ] 5
4 | The instractor stimulated my interest in the course 1 2 3 4] 3
5 | The instractor was helpfial and responstve to shadents 1 2 3 ] 3
6| I got adecuate support whete required on issues related to the course 1 2 3 n 3
7 | The learning atmosphere was good 1 2 3 ] 5
2 | The classroom management was good 1 2 3 El 3
Qiher Commenis:
1. Do youweant to join similar program in the coming year(2011-12)7 Yes:10 / Mo 3
2. Which topdes) do wou want to explore farther in the tutorial coarse?

Topic:
¢ Every Topme
*  Organic Chem

+  Hydm Catban

*  Arid and alkalines
+  PFolyroer

Other resomnse:

+ LS

+  Chermstry

3. What aspects ofthis course need to be itnproved?

+  Tirme, Motes (Mars), Dara noves better than exercise
¢ Tirme mamagerent
*+ A beautiful l[ady can be the teacher of this course!

Chemistry(Tutorial — 2" semester)
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Course Evaluation Questionnaire for the S5 NSS- Chemistry Tutorial Class 2010-11
Humber of respondents: 15
Please indicate the extent to whach you agree or disagree with the following statemerds by circling a mamber on the scale,

Course Fvaluaion St-rmlgly Disagree | Hestal | hgee Stromgly
disagres hgres
1 | The cowse was well organized 1 2 3 4 5
2| The course was at an appropriate level of difficulty 1 2 E| 4 5
3 | I fmdtle leaming roateriak (g2, votes, handots) for this comse wefil 1 2 3 @ 3
a. Please write dowm wour suggestion(s):

+ It is good enough

+ More exercise is needed

* Too easy, notes/handouis similar to lesson
4 | T am satisfied with the time allotted to the course [ + T 2 T T 41 s

[ would like the course to be held El tirass a week and Iil hrflesson
5 | The prograra helped me to leam the subject well 1 2 3 ) 5
& | This tutorial prograrm shouldbe offered inthe fiture 1 2 3 g 5
7 | The workload in this course was Exessive | High | [Svemg]| Light |Inmfficen
Instrucior Evalumion St.z\cmgly Disages | Meatml | Agee Strongly
disagree Lgree
1 | The instrctor was knowledgeshle in the subject area 1 2 3 ) 5
2 | The instroctor was well prepared 1 2 3 n 5
3 | The instmctor presented the course material clearly 1 2 3 g 5
4 | The instrctor stivanlated rooyr interest in the course 1 2 3 ul &
5 | The instructor was helpful and responstve to studerts 1 2 3 0 3
6 | I got aderuate suppaont whete recpuired on ssues related o the comse 1 2 3 1| 5
T | The learning atmosphere was good 1 2 3 4 5
& | The classroorm managernent was good 1 2 b 4 5
Other Commenis:
1. Do you want to join similar program in the coming wear (2011-12)7 Ves:® f HNo:d

2. Which topic(s) do you wart to explore further in the tutorial course?
Topics:
+  Polymer (2 students)
*  Reproduction
+ DK
*  Ester
*  Volumetric Analysis
*  Fogsil fuels
*  Cathon compounds
+ Al about the examination
Other response:

*  Phy, Chem, Bio, Maths, L3 (2 students)

3. What aspects of this coutse need to be improved?

*  mumober of times of the conse
*  The notes/Lesming material
+ HERnEpEEdEMBEAHEEM

Biology (Remedial)
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Course Evaluation Questionnaire for the 55 NSS-Biclogy Remedial Class 2010-11
Mumber of respondents: 6
Please indicate the edent to which you agree or disagree with the following stternents by cirching a number onthe scale

Caurse Evaluation Strongly | Strongly
. Disagree | Meutral biree
disagree Bigree
1 | The coutse was well organized 1 2 3 n 5
The course was & an appropriate level of difficully 1 2 3 4] 5
I finudthe leaming materials (e.g. notes, handouts) for this course usefial 1 2 3 ] 5
a. Please write down your suggestion(s): cal have 1no1e types of question i the notes
4 [ 1 am satisfied withths time allatted to the course | + [ 2 T s T H T 53
Twould like the coutse tobeheld titre a week and |I| ht/lesson
5 | The program helped me to leam the subject well 1 2 3 ] 5
| This tatorial program should be offered inthe fiabare 1 2 3 ] 5
7 | The worldoad in this course was Exessie | High | [Sweragel [ Light | Insufficient
?MIO?‘ FEvaluniion Strongly Strongly
disagre Disagree | Heutral Agree Agree
1 | The instractor was knowledgeable in the subject area 1 2 3 4] 5
2 | The instractor was well prepared 1 2 3 4] 5
3 | The instractor preserted the coutse material cleatly 1 2 3 4] 5
4 | The instractor stimulated my interest in the course 1 2 3 4] 5
5 | The instractor was helpfidl and responstve to stadents 1 2 3 4] 5
6 | I got adeqate uppott whete recuired on issues related to the course 1 2 3 ] 5
7 | The learning atmosphere was goad 1 2 3 4] 5
& | The clagstoom management was good 1 2 3 m 5
Cther Compnenis:
1. Do you want to join similar program in the comning year(2011-1237 TYes:4 / Nl
2. Which topics) do you weant to explore further in the tutorial course?
* Ecasystem
Cther rempanse:
+ Chermstry
* Biolopy

3. What aspects of this courseneed to be improved?
* Examination skill
+ Have more notes provided

Biology(Tutorial — 2" semester)
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Course Evaluation Questionnaire for the S5 NSS- Biclogy Tutorial Class 2010-11
Mumber of respondents: 15
Please indicatethe edent to which you agree or disagree with the following staternents by circling a mamber on the scale

Caurse Evaluafion Stromgly | Strongly
. Disagree | MHeutral Lgree
disagree Beree

1 | The coutse was well organized 1 2 3 ] 3

2 | The coutse was ab an appropriate level of diffiouty 1 2 3 4] 3

3 | I findthe leaming materials (e 2. notes, handouts) for this cowese usefial 1 2 3 ] 3

a. Please write down your suggestion('s): Explain the concept m otlher ways
4 [ 1 am satisfied with the time allotted 10 the course [ + [ 2z T HT a ] 5
I wrould like the course tobe held III titne aweek and heflesson

5 | The prograt helped me to leam the subject well 1 2 3 ] 3

& | This tutorial program should be offered in the fiabure 1 2 3 4] ]

7 | The workload inthis course was Excessive | High @ Light | Insufficient
Instructor Evaluniion Strongly Strongly

disagres Disagree | MHeutral Lgree hevee

1 | The instructor was knowledgeahle in the subject area 1 2 3 4] 3

2 | The instructor was well prepared 1 2 3 4] 5

3 | The instructor presented the coutse material cleatly 1 2 3 ] 3

4 | The instructor stiolated my interest in the course 1 2 3 4] 3

5 | The instructor was helpfial and responstee to shadents 1 2 3 ] 3

6 | I got adecuate support whete recuired on issues relsted to the course 1 2 3 n 3

7 | The learning atmosphere was good 1 2 3 4] 5

2 | The classroom managemet was good 1 2 3 n 5

tther Comnenis:
1. Do 0w weant to join simitlar program in the coming year (2011-1237 Yes: 13 / Mo 2
2. Which topic(s) do sou want to explore fiarther in the tutonial course?
Topics

*  Ecosystern (2 studemrs)
+  Transpirataon
*+  Hear
Other response:
* FPhy
* Bio (3 swders)
*  Cher (7 stdents)
3. What aspects of this course need to beimnprowed?

»  Increase workload

+ The classroom managernent
» Ezamination skills

+  3Skill of answer question

11| Bk [FilSF A ?‘F‘ ﬁvf[ MPY | 1= e 4 = G DO BERE A o it e 2 R R ‘:"?H'x?ﬁ ¥FEF - [FIS
LTER A
12 | OLE- A,C | 90% of students can complete Meetings would be hold | CWK | Only 16 students (out of 187) cannot complete this program before summer holiday.
Community &E the program successfully with social workers / Students were requested to write down reflections about their services and most of them
Service from Caritas WCK | gave positive feedbacks.
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program, with
Caritas
Prefects’ E 75% of the participants find the | - Observations from FSM Fﬁ?ﬁﬁlﬁf}”ﬁ ? JEF g Elfﬁiﬁ’%&ﬁfﬁﬁq&;%}%
Association activity useful teacher advisors. aH Ii’?ﬂ[%—’f
Training - Feedback from the iﬁﬁ%@%ﬁ«]‘ Fﬁj%
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14 | S3 leadership | C&E | Over 90% of attendance Meetings would be hold | CWK | The average number of attendance is only about 20(max. 30).
+ | training course + after the program with /LTW | Few participants suggested that the course is too informative.
the tutors. The course may be made compulsory to all chairmen designate in the coming year.
15 | Sandip C&E | Musically trained students will Survey CCK | About 35 students attended the performance. The guest, Sandip Burman, performed the
+ | Burman have an opportunity to enhance Indian percussions most of the time including the tabla and sitars. He also requested a

Master Class

their music sense and technique

after this master class.

number of students to try and play the Indian percussions during the class. Students

generally enjoyed the performance very much. It was a valuable experience for them to see

and play the Indian percussions instruments as well as seeing the sensational demonstration

17




from a world-class master.

16 | S5 Chemistry 1. More than 85 % participants 1. Record students’ | LCY/ | ® The attendance of students in these 4 lessons was ranged from 61% to 79%. Only
o attend the course punctually. the attendance of the 3 lesson  was unexpectedly low (61 %) as clash with another
+ | Consolidation 2. More than 85% participants rate attendance. _ LHF | school event without prior notice.
Course o 2. Course Evaluation
3 or above (out of 5) in different Questionaires e Responses and options collected from the questionnaires :
items in Course Evaluation collected the St. Louis School
. . participants’ Course Evaluation Questionnaire for the NSS-Science (S5 Chem) Consolidation Class 2010-11
Questionnaires. responses. imber of respondents: 17
:ase indicate the extent to which you agree or disagree with the following statements by circling a number on the scale.
ourse Evaluation Strongly | . Strongly
i Disagree | Neutral Agree
disagree Agree
The course was well organized 1 2 3 Z 5
The course was at an appropriate level of difficulty 1 2 3 Z 5
| find the learning materials (e.g. notes, handouts) for this course useful 1 2 3 Z 5
Please write down your suggestion(s):
I am satisfied with the time allotted to the course | 1 | 2 3 5
1 would like the course to be held times a week and hr/lesson
The program helps me to learn the subject well 1 2 3 z 5
This remedial program should be offered in the future 1 2 3 Z 5
The workload in this course was Excessive | High Light | Insufficient
astructor Evaluation Strongly | Strongly
) Disagree | Neutral Agree
TCH & HSH) disagree Agree
The instructor was knowledgeable in the subject area 1 2 3 Z 5
The instructor was well prepared 1 2 3 Z 5
The instructor presented course material clearly 1 2 3 Z 5
The instructor stimulated my interest in the course 1 2 3 z 5
The instructor was helpful and responsive to students 1 2 3 Z 5
| got adequate support where required on issues related to the course 1 2 3 Z 5
The learning atmosphere was good 1 2 3 Z 5
The classroom management was good 1 2 3 Z 5
17 | Life Wide Over 90% of students take part | 1 Evaluation meeting CYW | 1. Evaluation Meeting
. in the programme
+ | Learning Day 2. Over 90% of

students participating
in the programme
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I. Life Wide Learning Day

Suggestion:
* To establish a precise plan as early as possible

* Instruction to teachers should be strengthened

81: Church Visit

52: Hiking and BBQ
* Fooghachk: Teachers would like to have a more detailed programme rundown

* Suggestion:  Teachers in-charged will be responsible for designing activities for the whaole form

53: Straw Tower Building Contest
* Feedhack: Duration was too long

* Suggestion: Increasing the content and sessions of the activity

54
Golf
* feodhack:  Students are giving positive response, howewver, its costis relatively high
Bowling
* Feeghack;  Some students were not participative at the later period of the activity
Ice-Skating
* Suggestion: To book the lockers in advance
Hockey
* Feedhack: Students enjoyed the sport

- Activities to be held: Ice-ckating and hockey

- Further consideration needed: Golf and bowling

85: Visit to the Museum of Art

* Feedback: Some students found the exhibition unattractive

86: Helper
* Suggestion: Matching the needs of activities with the skills of helpers
¢ lzsues to be considared: Excess labor
- There will be five 56 classes in 2011/12, but only 60 helpers is needed

- Arrangement of helpers/non-helpers should be decided

Suggestions of activities: 54: ‘War game and archery, Cther Farm: & wisit to Ocean Park

2. The attendance rate was over 90%.

18 | Football Achieving satisfactory results in | e Attendance; CBL | The general performance of the coach is acceptable. However, since the results of the
Coach inter-school football e Results of competitions were not satisfactory. The contract with the coach thus will not be extended.
competitions organized by inter-school football
HKSSF. competition.
19 | Basketball Achieving satisfactory results in | e Attendance; LSP | The general performance of the coach is acceptable. However, since the results of the
Coach inter-school basketball e Results of competitions were not satisfactory. The contract with the coach thus will not be extended.

competitions organized by
HKSSF

inter-school basketball
competition.
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Legend:

# A: curriculum development; B: enhancing students’ language proficiency; C: coping with the diverse and special learning needs of students; D: school administration; E: school activity.
+ New program

Expected CEG available this year (10-11): CEG to be received: 471,771.00

Forcast deficit this year to be deployed from OEBG = - 27695.7

** Actual amount subject to annual adjustment with Composite Consumer Price Index (CCPI)
cyw

01/12/2010
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