














































 

 

INDEPENDENT AUDITOR’S REPORT 
 

TO THE READERS OF KAVANAGH COLLEGE’S FINANCIAL STATEMENTS 
FOR THE YEAR ENDED 31 DECEMBER 2018 

 
The Auditor-General is the auditor of Kavanagh College (the School). The Auditor-General has 
appointed me, Mike Hawken, using the staff and resources of Deloitte Limited, to carry out the audit 
of the financial statements of the School on his behalf. 
 
Opinion 
 
We have audited the financial statements of the School on pages 3 to 21, that comprise the statement 
of financial position as at 31 December 2018, the statement of comprehensive revenue and expense, 
statement of changes in net assets/equity and statement of cash flows for the year ended on that 
date, and the notes to the financial statements that include accounting policies and other explanatory 
information. 
 
In our opinion the financial statements of the School:  
 
- present fairly, in all material respects: 

- its financial position as at 31 December 2018; and 
- its financial performance and cash flows for the year then ended; and 

 
- comply with generally accepted accounting practice in New Zealand in accordance with Public 

Sector – Public Benefit Entity Standards, Reduced Disclosure Regime. 
 

Our audit was completed on 27 May 2019. This is the date at which our opinion is expressed. 
 
The basis for our opinion is explained below. In addition, we outline the responsibilities of the Board of 
Trustees and our responsibilities relating to the financial statements, we comment on other 
information, and we explain our independence. 
 
Basis for our opinion 
 
We carried out our audit in accordance with the Auditor-General’s Auditing Standards, which 
incorporate the Professional and Ethical Standards and the International Standards on Auditing (New 
Zealand) issued by the New Zealand Auditing and Assurance Standards Board. Our responsibilities 
under those standards are further described in the Responsibilities of the auditor section of our report. 
 
We have fulfilled our responsibilities in accordance with the Auditor-General’s Auditing Standards.  
 
We believe that the audit evidence we have obtained is sufficient and appropriate to provide a basis 
for our opinion. 
 
Responsibilities of the Board of Trustees for the financial statements  
 
The Board of Trustees is responsible on behalf of the School for preparing financial statements that 
are fairly presented and that comply with generally accepted accounting practice in New Zealand. The 
Board of Trustees is responsible for such internal control as it determines is necessary to enable it to 
prepare financial statements that are free from material misstatement, whether due to fraud or error.  
 



 

 

In preparing the financial statements, the Board of Trustees is responsible on behalf of the School for 
assessing the School’s ability to continue as a going concern. The Board of Trustees is also responsible 
for disclosing, as applicable, matters related to going concern and using the going concern basis of 
accounting, unless there is an intention to close or merge the School, or there is no realistic 
alternative but to do so. 
 
The Board of Trustees’ responsibilities arise from the Education Act 1989. 
 
Responsibilities of the auditor for the audit of the financial statements  
 
Our objectives are to obtain reasonable assurance about whether the financial statements, as a whole, 
are free from material misstatement, whether due to fraud or error, and to issue an auditor’s report 
that includes our opinion.  
 
Reasonable assurance is a high level of assurance, but is not a guarantee that an audit carried out in 
accordance with the Auditor-General’s Auditing Standards will always detect a material misstatement 
when it exists. Misstatements are differences or omissions of amounts or disclosures, and can arise 
from fraud or error. Misstatements are considered material if, individually or in the aggregate, they 
could reasonably be expected to influence the decisions of readers taken on the basis of these 
financial statements. 
 
For the budget information reported in the financial statements, our procedures were limited to 
checking that the information agreed to the School’s approved budget. 
 
We did not evaluate the security and controls over the electronic publication of the financial 
statements.  
 
As part of an audit in accordance with the Auditor-General’s Auditing Standards, we exercise 
professional judgement and maintain professional scepticism throughout the audit. Also: 
 
- We identify and assess the risks of material misstatement of the financial statements, whether 

due to fraud or error, design and perform audit procedures responsive to those risks, and 
obtain audit evidence that is sufficient and appropriate to provide a basis for our opinion. The 
risk of not detecting a material misstatement resulting from fraud is higher than for one 
resulting from error, as fraud may involve collusion, forgery, intentional omissions, 
misrepresentations, or the override of internal control. 

 
- We obtain an understanding of internal control relevant to the audit in order to design audit 

procedures that are appropriate in the circumstances, but not for the purpose of expressing an 
opinion on the effectiveness of the School’s internal control. 

 
- We evaluate the appropriateness of accounting policies used and the reasonableness of 

accounting estimates and related disclosures made by the Board of Trustees. 
 
- We conclude on the appropriateness of the use of the going concern basis of accounting by the 

Board of Trustees and, based on the audit evidence obtained, whether a material uncertainty 
exists related to events or conditions that may cast significant doubt on the School’s ability to 
continue as a going concern. If we conclude that a material uncertainty exists, we are required 
to draw attention in our auditor’s report to the related disclosures in the financial statements 
or, if such disclosures are inadequate, to modify our opinion. Our conclusions are based on the 



 

 

audit evidence obtained up to the date of our auditor’s report. However, future events or 
conditions may cause the School to cease to continue as a going concern. 

 
- We evaluate the overall presentation, structure and content of the financial statements, 

including the disclosures, and whether the financial statements represent the underlying 
transactions and events in a manner that achieves fair presentation. 

 
- We assess the risk of material misstatement arising from the Novopay payroll system, which 

may still contain errors. As a result, we carried out procedures to minimise the risk of material 
errors arising from the system that, in our judgement, would likely influence readers’ overall 
understanding of the financial statements. 

 
We communicate with the Board of Trustees regarding, among other matters, the planned scope and 
timing of the audit and significant audit findings, including any significant deficiencies in internal 
control that we identify during our audit.  
 
Our responsibilities arises from the Public Audit Act 2001. 
 
Other information 
 
The Board of Trustees is responsible for the other information. Other information has not been 
received by the auditor at the date the audit report is signed. Other information does not include the 
financial statements, and our auditor’s report thereon. 
 
Our opinion on the financial statements does not cover the other information and we do not express 
any form of audit opinion or assurance conclusion thereon. 
 
In connection with our audit of the financial statements, our responsibility is to read the other 
information. In doing so, we consider whether the other information is materially inconsistent with the 
financial statements or our knowledge obtained in the audit, or otherwise appears to be materially 
misstated. If, based on our work, we conclude that there is a material misstatement of this other 
information, we are required to report that fact. We have nothing to report in this regard. 
 
Independence 
 
We are independent of the School in accordance with the independence requirements of the Auditor-
General’s Auditing Standards, which incorporate the independence requirements of Professional and 
Ethical Standard 1 (Revised): Code of Ethics for Assurance Practitioners issued by the New Zealand 
Auditing and Assurance Standards Board. 
 
Other than the audit, we have no relationship with or interests in the School. 
 

 
 
Mike Hawken 
Deloitte Limited 
On behalf of the Auditor-General 
Dunedin, New Zealand 



Kiwisport 

Kiwisport is a Government funded initiative to support students’ participation in organised sport. In 

2018 the college received $18626.90 (excluding GST) which was used to fund additional staffing 

hours which has resulted in further increases in the range and participation numbers in organised 

sporting activities available in the community including Athletics, Curling, triathlons & cycling.  

Netball has continued to grow with the continuation of a dedicated Netball administrator. Overall 

the College has to grow the participation in sport to equal to the Regional Secondary Schools 

participation. 



               Kavanagh College Analysis of Variance 2018 
 

NCEA Performance Overview 2017 
 We are still producing results ahead of the National Average. 

 Best ever Excellence results at Level 3 

 Excellent 90.1% pass rate at level 1, however this was accompanied by a disappointing drop in Excellence passes. 

  Above the Decile 8 - 10 average  at  levels 1, at the Decile 8 average for U.E. & about 5-8% below at Level 2 and 3. Cohort performance relative to National and Decile 
Averages about the same ie, they under performed at Level 1 & 2 in previous years. 

 95.9% Literacy & 92.7% Numeracy –continue to track above the National Average and above average for Decile 8 - 10 schools.  

 A pleasing increase in Maori performance at Level. The performance of Maori at Levels 2 & 2 is below the average and can largely be explained by weak cohorts (ie 
they under performed at Level 1 & 2 in previous years. Relative performance is about the same. 

 Pasifika students showed a dramatic increase in performance at Level 3, however dropped at Level 2 & 3 

 Pasifika student performance continues to be a focus. 

 Boy’s performance was slightly ahead of Girls performance at Level 1 and 2 and similar at Level 3. 

 Students at risk (academically) meetings held regularly to support students and whanau 

 Attendance is still an indicator of likely poor performance – a small number of families are struggling to support good attendance and there is little that outside 
agencies can do to turn this around. Deans meetings were changed so that the focus of every second meeting was attendance. 

        

Focus Areas for 2018 
 Note that a new Academic Achievement Record Google doc for earlier notification to Tutor Teachers and Deans when students are not achieving at expected levels was 

introduced in 2015. This resulted in more timely interventions and information being passed onto parents quickly. 

 Continue to focus on earlier interventions in Yr 12 & 13 where students are slipping off the pace.   

 Year 12 – setting up Tutor teacher mentoring meetings with selected Students including career counseling and goal setting. 

  Further emphasis on the role of the tutor teacher as Mentor, including refining the “Meet the Teacher afternoon” and continue to improve the use the data from new 
Google Docs for earlier notification to Tutor Teachers when students are not achieving at expected levels. 

 Monitor closely the achievement of Maori and Pasifika students throughout the year and keeping Parents and Caregivers informed of progress to date. Open up more 
regular Dialogue with the Pasifika community. 

 Lift the focus on student attendance, particularly in Yr 13. 

 Development of the mentoring “Gifted” students as identified in Year 7 -10, with a view to supporting a rise in the number of scholarships. 

 H.O.D.s report on student performance in externals compared to National Decile 8 data to review curriculum effectiveness.  

 Further develop Modern Learning Practices at Kavanagh, making use of the new BYOD environment. Supported by PLD. 

 



VARIANCE REPORT ON YEAR 7 and 8 LITERACY AND NUMERACY TARGETS (NATIONAL STANDARDS) 
 
2017 GOALS:  
YR 7: 

 
1. Writing: <3% working well below the standard by end year 
2. Reading: <10% working below or well below by end year 
3. Math’s > 25% working well above the std by end year 
 
2017 GOALS 
YR 8: Reading:  
1. Based on 2016 data:   Reduce number of students in Well below category to 0. 
2. Increase boys reading at Above and Well above to a level comparable to girls. 
 
YR 8: Math’s:  
1. <5 students “Well below” in Math’s (in 2016) to get to “Below” or Better in 2017 
2. Move 20% of students below to AT or above the Standard. 

 
This data is based on the reports parents received as measured against the National Standards for Reading, writing and Mathematics end-of-year 2017. 
Assessments used were PAT, Probe and STAR for Reading, Asttle standards and Teacher Judgement for Writing, Ikan, In-School Tests and PAT for Mathematics. 
The Data follows: 
 
Year Seven                       Well Below               Below                At                                Above 
Reading                                       2                            4                    63                                15 
Writing                                        1                           22                   51                                10 
Mathematics                             16                          10                  33                                 25 
 
Commentary in relation to Goals 

1. Writing <3% working well below – Achieved, one child remained at well below, however 22 remained below – 16 of them were boys. Already we have 

targeted this group in Year Eight 

2. Reading <10% working below or well below – Achieved, six children were below or well below (8%). 

3. Maths >25% working well above – Achieved, 25 (30%) children were working above the standard and another 33 were at the standard.  

 
 



 
 
 
Year Eight                        Well Below                   Below                 At                             Above 
Reading                                  2                                  6                       62                                17 
Writing                                   4                                14                       57                                12 
Mathematics                         3                                17                      55                                12 
 
Commentary in relation to Goals 

1. Reading – Reduce the number of students in Well Below to zero – Not Achieved, two children still remained well below 

2. Reading – Increase Boys reading at At and Above to a level comparable to Girls – Achieved, 

36 boys At or Above and 43 girls At or Above, figures are proportionate to roll split 

3. Mathematics <5% Well Below in 2016 to Below in 2017 –Not Achieved:  Still three children Well Below in 2017 (one was a new arrival to the cohort) 

4. Move 20% of students Below to At or Above – 44 children Well Below or Below at end Year 7, 20 children remained Well Below or Below end of Year 8 

but the number Well Below reduced from 12 to 3 which was a very positive result. Achieved. 

 
2018 and Beyond: 
Our future Goals for Year 7 and 8 Literacy and Numeracy will be tied to our Achievement Challenges of our Kahui Ako Dunedin Catholic Community of Learning.  
We will also be aligning our Assessment procedures and data collation with our feeder primary schools.  This should enable better transition information of 
students as we are using common assessments and professional judgements against the National Learning Progressions Framework (LPF) as required under NAG 
2. (See Achievement Challenges’ 2018 Doc).  Another strength will be how teachers across the Kahui Ako will be using “Teaching as Inquiry” through a concerted 
push in professional development in this area. This will include further work on how achievement data is used to assess next steps for learning for Priority as well 
as able learners. 
 
 
 
 



Report on 2017 NCEA Targets: 
 

 GOALS–  Raise Student Achievement of NCEA Level 1 in Year 11 for 2017 to over 90%  - Achieved√ 
Lift the Student achievement of NCEA Level 3 above the Decile 8 -10 band for 2017 – Not Achieved X 
Raise the proportion of students achieving Excellence at Level 3 above the Decile 8 -10 Band for 2017 – Achieved √ 
 

 
 
 



 
 



 
 
GOALS: *Maintain overall endorsements at merit and excellence at Level 1to 60+%: ACHIEVED 
                * Raise overall endorsements at merit and excellence at Level 2 to 50%+:  ACHIEVED 
 



 
 
 
 

 
 
 



 
 
 
 

 
 
GOAL: MAINTAIN LEVEL 1 NCEA PASS RATE ABOVE DECILE 8 LEVEL-ACHIEVED   
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 
 
GOAL: OVERALL LEVEL 2 PASS RATE of 85%-NOT ACHIEVED 
 

 
 
 
 



 
 
GOAL: MAINTAIN LEVEL 2 PASS RATE ABOVE DECILE 8 AVERAGE-NOT ACHIEVED 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 

 
 
*GOAL- Raise overall endorsements at merit and excellence to 50%+ ACHIEVED 
 
 
 
 
 
 



2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

Kavanagh 60.2 69.6 76.4 76.7 75 77.6 72 67.5

National Ave 53.9 54.5 56 57.6 59.3 62 63.4 64.2
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GOAL: NCEA Level 3 Pass Rate Roll Based at 65%+ for 2017-ACHIEVED 
 
 
 



2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

Kavanagh 84.8 83.9 82.1 80.6 89.2 80 77.8

National Ave 74.2 75.4 76 79.2 79.4 81.3 82.1
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2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

Kavanagh 76.4 75 66.4 68.2 60 57.9

National  Ave 50 51.7 44.8 47.3 47.9 47.1
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GOAL: UE PASS RATE TO 65% in 2017-NOT ACHIEVED  
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

GOAL *Maintain overall endorsements at merit and excellence for Level3  at 40%+…ACHIEVED  
 
 
 



Supporting Data 
 

Level 1 – Not Achieved 
 
Of the 19 on that list there are: 
 
4 students with really significant learning needs who it isn't realistic to expect them to achieve Level 1 
2 students who were overseas for long parts of the year 
5 international students, most of who didn't arrive till late in the year 
1 student who missed most of the second half of the year because of sickness 
1 student who left Kavanagh before the end of the year - shouldn't be in our statistics? 
6 students who don't fit into the above categories -  
 
 

Level 3 – Not Achieved 
Absenteeism from class was the most significant factor in underachievement was the key Factor in most of the student’s underachievement – Unfortunately for 
many the absenteeism was either endorsed by the parents or totally out of their control – significant time spent 
by the College following up this body of students around attendance 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Maori & Pasifika Achievement 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 

 
PR1 - Participation-Based Current Results by Ethnicity 

   

        

Kavanagh College National   Decile 8-10   

                          
Academic 

Year 
 Year 

11 
NCEA 

L1 

Year 12 
NCEA L2 

Year 
13 

NCEA 
L3 

Year 13 
UE 

 Year 11 
NCEA L1 

Year 12 
NCEA L2 

Year 13 
NCEA L3 

Year 13 
UE 

 Year 11 
NCEA L1 

 Year 
12 

NCEA 
L2 

Year 13 
NCEA L3 

Year 13 
UE     

                          
                          
NZ Maori                       

2013  81.3 88.2 66.7 66.7  70.5 77.9 69.1 52.8  80.1  85.0 74.0 66.7 

2014  78.6 71.4 64.7 64.7  73.8 81.7 70.1 40.2  82.1  86.1 75.7 57.5 

2015  90.0 72.7 100.0 100.0  76.0 83.0 74.8 43.8  85.4  88.2 80.6 63.1 

2016  78.9 66.7 80.0 70.0  78.0 85.3 75.3 42.5  87.0  91.0 81.8 63.3 

2017  86.7 73.7 57.1 42.9  75.0 83.8 74.3 39.7  83.0  88.6 80.8 59.9 

                          
Pasifika Peoples                       

2013  90.0 83.3 83.3 66.7  71.4 75.1 64.6 47.0  79.7  83.2 67.4 56.7 

2014  100.0 75.0 50.0 50.0  71.9 79.7 66.1 36.9  78.3  86.8 72.2 54.3 

2015  85.7 71.4 85.7 42.9  76.9 79.8 69.7 35.4  86.3  85.1 77.1 54.2 

2016  90.0 50.0 60.0 40.0  77.1 83.7 71.4 36.1  84.8  88.7 77.9 57.4 

2017  62.5 60.0 75.0 75.0  73.3 80.4 72.4 34.0  81.3  85.1 77.5 54.6 

                          

GOALS :  
 
LEVEL 1 MAORI AND PASIFIKA 85+% Pass rate-ACHIEVED MAORI-NOT ACHIEVED PASIFIKA 
LEVEL 2 MAORI AND PASIFIKA 85% Pass Rate-NOT ACHIEVED FOR EITHER COHORT 
LEVEL 3 MAINTAIN OR BETTER 2016 Pass Rates -MAORI NOT ACHIEVED; PASIFIKA ACHIEVED Maori & Pasifika Student Achievement in 
Level 1 – 3  
 
Outcomes 

 We have to be mindful of the small numbers involved, which can skew the statistics.  

 Very Pleasing results with pass rates for Maori students well above the national average at levels 1, 3 & UE. (Level 2 66.6% Vs 
73.5%) 

 Pasifika results also pleasing being above the national average at levels 1 and UE but below at Level 2 & 3. 



 (Note that some students had insufficient potential credits because there were studying at other levels 
 
Future Actions: 
 

1. Monitor closely the achievement of Maori & Pasifika students throughout the year and keeping Parents and Caregivers informed of 
progress to date 

2. Further refine the role of Dean for Maori Students and Dean for Pasifika students with specific responsibility of monitoring progress 
and liaising with families. Make Specific tutor times available for Maori and Pasifika students to meet as a group with the Dean. 

3. Provide further ESOL support for students where literacy is an identified barrier to learning.



Gender Performance Data 
 

 
 
Literacy and Numeracy  
Consistently above the National Average over the last Three years. As previously mentioned we have placed more of a focus on Level 1 Literacy and Numeracy  
in 2014-16. 
 

 GOAL: *Reduce the no. of students not meeting LIT/NUM to less than 5%. LIT-ACHIEVED; NUM-NOT ACHIEVED 
 
 
 



Cumulative Data  
 
 

 
 

Level 1 2017 Data: 
 
 



 

% of roll achieving Kavanagh National 
Decile 8  
Co-ed 

D8 - National 
Male 

D8 - National  
Female 

Kav 2017 
Male/Female 

NCEA Level 1 literacy requirement 95.9 85 92.0 90.2 93.1 96.8 / 91.7 

NCEA Level 1 numeracy requirement 92.7 85.2 90.8 88.3 92.9 93.7 / 83.3 

 
 

Level 1 2016 Data 
 

% of roll achieving Kavanagh National 
Decile 8  
Co-ed 

D8 - National 
Male 

D8 - National  
Female 

Kav 2016 
Male/Female 

NCEA Level 1 literacy requirement 96.8 91.2 94.9 94.8 96.4 97.2 / 96.2 

NCEA Level 1 numeracy requirement 96.8 89.9 94.5 94.2 95.9 97.2 / 96.2 

 
 

Level 1 2015 Data 
 

% of roll achieving Kavanagh National 
Decile 8  
Co-ed 

D8 - National 
Male 

D8 - National  
Female 

Kav 2015 
Male/Female 

NCEA Level 1 literacy requirement 99.2 91.1 94.8 94.6 96.4 98.2 / 100 

NCEA Level 1 numeracy requirement 99.2 89.4 94.6 94.3 95.8 98.2 / 100 

 

Level 1 2014 Data 
 

% of roll achieving Kavanagh National 
Decile 8  
Co-ed 

D8 - National 
Male 

D8 - National  
Female 

Kav 2005 
Male/Female 

NCEA Level 1 literacy requirement 98.4 90.4 89.6 80.9 95.2 92.7 / 95.2 

NCEA Level 1 numeracy requirement 96.7 88.0 88.4 86.0 93.0 92.7 / 88.7 

 

Level 1 2013 Data 
 

% of roll achieving Kavanagh National 
Decile 8  
Co-ed 

D8 - National 
Male 

D8 - National  
Female 

Kav 2005 
Male/Female 

NCEA Level 1 literacy requirement 94.0 83.3 89.6 80.9 95.2 92.7 / 95.2 

NCEA Level 1 numeracy requirement 90.6 81.4 88.4 86.0 93.0 92.7 / 88.7 

 


