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 for Student Achievement 2018-2019  

Literacy and Numeracy 
 

School: Carleton Place High School Principal: S. Riddell 

  Vice-Principal(s): R. Bradley, D. McRae 

Goal Setting 
Overall Goals:     
 
Literacy:    
 
All students, as measured by our focus students, will move up at least one code from the OSSLT scoring guide in reading and responding to graphic texts.  
All educators will work towards meeting at least one success criterion we have established as a school in setting learning goals and co-constructing success criteria with students. 
 
Numeracy:  
All students, as measured by our focus students, will move at least one strategy along the continua of number development.  50% of students, as measured by our focus students, will move one phase on the 
continua of number development. 
 
All educators will work towards meeting at least one success criterion we have established as a school in setting learning goals and co-constructing success criteria with students. 
 
To understand why students are struggling with the application and thinking questions on EQAO.  

 
 

Needs Assessment / Where Are We Now? 

Literacy  Numeracy 

OSSLT Scores 2018      Grade 6 EQAO and Report Card Results  

  
 
Our Strengths:  

• Reading:  Comprehending and reporting on explicit information in a reading selection 
• Writing: Topic Development 

 
 
Areas for Improvement:  

• Making connections and implicit 
understanding are still areas of difficulty for 
our students.  

 

Grade 9 EQAO Scores     Grade 6 EQAO and Report Card Results 
Academic:     Applied:  
 
 
 
 
 
 
Grade 9 Attitudinal Data:  

 
 
 
  
 
 
 
 

Our Strengths:  
• Grade 9 Academic students historically do well on the EQAO 
• Generally do well in the knowledge and understanding category of questions 

OSSLT 2018 Data 



   
 

• All students are generally strong with measurement and geometry.  Both EQAO and report 
card grades show confirmation.  
 

Areas for Improvement:  
• Students appear to struggle with proportional reasoning and linear relations.  This is 

confirmed by teacher observations around students’ fluency with multiplication and division 
facts.  

• Students also struggle with applying their knowledge on application and thinking questions 
o We see this in their perseverance in the classroom during tasks 
o Much of this difficulty could also be due to an unfamiliar structure of the problem 

 
 

Theory of Action: Due October 12, 2018 

If we create engaging learning experiences through a focus on creating meaning and integrating curriculumand improve assessment and feedback practices through a focus on identifying and 
using learning goals and success criteria then student engagement and achievement will improve as measured by monitoring our focus students. 

Success criteria for engaging learning experiences: 
I can see and hear authentic learning experiences    
I can see and hear assessment and feedback practices   
I can see and hear student-centered learning   
I can see and hear students using resources with intention   
I can see and hear educators as responsive facilitators   
I can see and hear collaboration   
I can see and hear purposeful planning   
I can see and hear discourse along with independent think time   
I can see and hear wellness    

Success Criteria for identifying and using learning goals and success criteria 

CPHS Success Criteria: 
Authentic Learning Experiences      Assessment and Feedback       Purposeful Planning 
 
I can see and hear: 

- Student driven learning                   - Timely feedback with student reflection/implementation 
- Curriculum Transparency                - Multiple strategies to teach concepts   
- Authentic/Relevant tasks                - Educators meeting students needs 

DATA:  
Monitoring the IF: 
Based on the co-constructed success criteria for 
educator learning. (e.g. criteria for providing 
effective descriptive feedback) 
 
Monitoring the THEN: 
Based on the co-constructed success criteria for the 
pre, mid and post assessments of student learning 
(e.g success criteria for number fluency) 
 
SAMPLES:  

 

PRE:  QUANTITATIVE EVIDENCE – DUE: October 12, 2018 
Literacy:  

 

MID: QUANTITATIVE EVIDENCE – DUE: November 16, 
2018 
 
To be updated November 20, 2018 following our 
Learning Team meeting. 

POST: QUANTITATIVE EVIDENCE – DUE: February 8, 
2019 
 
To be updated November 20, 2018 following our 
Learning Team meeting. 

Numeracy: 

 

  

‘Look Fors’ 

 

https://myucdsb-my.sharepoint.com/:w:/g/personal/shelly_corlyon_ucdsb_on_ca/EcpEI28kAdtEvMFl5cPENaoBOW9Ea2s0tNFJNVbhk_9OVw


 

 

 
QUALITATIVE ANECDOTES – DUE: October 12, 2018 
 
Literacy:  

- Current students struggled with the same questions 
as the students who encountered this question on 
the OSSLT 

- The results confirmed our thoughts that our 
students struggled with reading questions around 
making connections and implicit understanding. 

- Teachers commented that students struggled with 
the amount of text  
 

QUALITATIVE ANECDOTES – DUE: November 16, 2018 
 
To be updated November 20, 2018 following our 
Learning Team meeting. 

QUALITATIVE ANECDOTES – DUE: February 8, 2019 
 
To be updated November 20, 2018 following our 
Learning Team meeting. 

Numeracy:  
 

- Students are using a bar graph instead of a 
scatterplot 

- Students have difficulty with writing a consistent 
scale on the graph 

- Most students are able to write a pattern rule in 
words 

- Next step would be having students write the 
equation to represent the problem 

- Wondering if the chart wasn’t there if they would 
know where to start.  

  

PLAN – DUE: October 12, 2018 ACT – DUE: October 12, 2018 ASSESS – DUE: November 16, 2018 & February 8, 2019 REFLECT – DUE: November 16, 2018 & February 8, 2019 

Literacy:  
 
We noticed that our students are really struggling 
with the reading and analyzing of graphic texts.  The 
benefit of looking at graphic texts is that they are 
easily looked at and used across all subjects.    It 
was also apparent that our students struggle with 
inferring and making connections.  

Action 1:  We will intentionally teach aspects of analyzing 
graphic texts in all subject areas, across all grades.  
 
Action 2: When analyzing graphic texts our focus will be in 
making connections and inferring from the graphic text.    
 
Action 3: We will use the OSSLT coding rubric to measure 
success of students and their movement forward.  
 
Action 4:  We will spend time constructing success criteria 
and /or charts around what it means to infer and make 
connections.  

To be updated November 20, 2018 following our 
Learning Team meeting. 

To be updated November 20, 2018 following our 
Learning Team meeting. 



 
Action 4:  Teachers will work towards at least one the success 
criteria developed as a staff and monitor its implication and 
impact on student learning.  
 

Numeracy:  
 
Our students appear to struggle with linear 
relations, especially when the equation of the line is 
not presented in slope intercept form.  
 
Many of students also struggle with the multiple 
choice questions.  We are curious as why they are 
not answering them correctly.  
 
We tend to do well on the knowledge and 
understanding questions, but struggle when asked 
to apply this knowledge with application or thinking 
and inquiry questions.  

Action 1:   We will intentionally vary the structure of the 
problems and examples we give students.   

• Vary the scale 
• Order of variables in equations  

(example linear equations not always in y=mx+b 
form) 

 
Action 2:  When practicing multiple choice questions, we 
will have students work out all potential solutions to prove 
why they chose the answer they did, and why the others are 
not the correct solution. 
 
Action 3:  Teacher familiarize themselves with Student 
thinking along the continuum as outlined in “What to Look 
For” by Alex Lawson. Teachers cannot name and notice if 
they do not know what they are noticing.   
 
Action 4:  We will spend time constructing success criteria to 
aid students in providing more complete answers when 
responding to application and thinking questions.  
 
Action 5:  Teachers will work towards at least one the success 
criteria developed as a staff and monitor its implication and 
impact on student learning.  
 

  

2nd CYCLE OF INQUIRY  

Theory of Action: Due February 15, 2019 

If we create engaging learning experiences through a focus on creating meaning and integrating curriculumand improve assessment and feedback practices through a focus on identifying and 
using learning goals and success criteria then student engagement and achievement will improve as measured by monitoring our focus students. 

Success criteria for engaging learning experiences: 
I can see and hear authentic learning experiences    
I can see and hear assessment and feedback practices   
I can see and hear student-centered learning   
I can see and hear students using resources with intention   
I can see and hear educators as responsive facilitators   
I can see and hear Collaboration   
I can see and hear purposeful planning   
I can see and hear discourse along with independent think time   
I can see and hear wellness    

Success Criteria for identifying and using learning goals and success criteria 

CPHS Success Criteria: 
Authentic Learning Experiences      Assessment and Feedback       Purposeful Planning 
 
I can see and hear: 

- Student driven learning                   - Timely feedback with student reflection/implementation 
- Curriculum Transparency                - Multiple strategies to teach concepts   
- Authentic/Relevant tasks                - Educators meeting students needs 

If we create engaging learning experiences through a focus on Choose a learning experience focusand improve assessment and feedback practices through a focus on Choose an assessment 
loop focus then student engagement and achievement will improve as measured by monitoring our focus students. 

DATA:  
Monitoring the IF: 

PRE:  QUANTITATIVE EVIDENCE – DUE: February 15, 2019 
 

MID: QUANTITATIVE EVIDENCE – DUE:  April 12, 2019 POST: QUANTITATIVE EVIDENCE – DUE:  May 31, 2019 
 

‘Look Fors’ 

file:///C:/Users/uc17275/OneDrive%20-%20Upper%20Canada%20District%20School%20Board/_2015-2016/PA%20Days/September%2014%202018/Success%20Criteria%20for%20Enaging%20Learning%20Experiences.pdf


Based on the co-constructed success criteria for 
educator learning. (e.g. criteria for providing 
effective descriptive feedback) 
 
Monitoring the THEN: 
Based on the co-constructed success criteria for the 
pre, mid and post assessments of student learning 
(e.g success criteria for number fluency) 
SAMPLES: 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

QUALITATIVE ANECDOTES – DUE: February 15, 2019 
 
 
 

QUALITATIVE ANECDOTES – DUE:  April 12, 2019 QUALITATIVE ANECDOTES – DUE:  May 31, 2019 

PLAN – DUE: February 15, 2019 ACT – DUE: February 15, 2019 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

ASSESS – DUE: April 12, 2019 & May 31, 2019 
 

REFLECT – DUE: April 12, 2019 & May 31, 2019 

 


