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Executive summary 
In 2006, the Centre for Learning Innovation (CLI) and RM Asia-Pacific Pty Ltd 

conducted an Interactive Whiteboard (IWB) trial in five schools in South Western 

Sydney Region. The trial provides a valuable case study for investigating the 
impact of these technologies on teaching and learning. 

Three primary schools and two high schools were each supplied with an 

Interactive Whiteboard, a full suite of Easiteach software and training for 

nominated teachers. CLI provided professional learning sessions as well as online 

and telephone support throughout the trial. School visits and classroom 
observations were also conducted throughout the trial. 

Each teacher was required to produce two lessons using Easiteach software per 

term and to complete three-monthly reports on their progress and issues with the 

technology. Four schools nominated a class which was monitored for changes in 
learning outcomes.  

The trial established that teachers, with appropriate training and support, were 

able to use the Interactive Whiteboard to improve the learning outcomes of many 

of their students. Children with learning difficulties appeared to have the most 

benefit. Teachers developed more creative lessons and increased their use of 

multimedia and Internet based learning resources. Students displayed confidence 

and enjoyment in their learning and many of them improved their assessment 
results.  

Overall, the trial indicates that Interactive Whiteboards have an important role to 
play in the classrooms of the future. 
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Introduction 

Rationale 

Across the world, 750,000 Interactive Whiteboards (IWBs) have been installed in 

classrooms and over three million are forecast to be installed by 2010. Over the 

next four years all NSW DET schools will be provided with at least one Interactive 

Whiteboard. In the light of this wave of technology, the Centre for Learning 

Innovation (CLI) and RM Asia-Pacific Pty Ltd conducted a trial in 2006 to examine 

the benefits and issues in using IWBs. The trial was carried out as an action 

learning project with teacher-participants keen to identify and describe the impact of 

the technologies on their students  performance and their engagement in class 
activity. 

Processes 

Five schools in South Western Sydney Region were selected by the region for the 

trial. Three primary schools and two high schools were each supplied with an 

Interactive Whiteboard (Teamboard IWB - Analog-resistive style) and a full suite of 
Easiteach software. The projector and laptop were supplied by the school.  

Each teacher was required to produce two lessons using Easiteach software per 

term and to complete three-monthly reports on their progress and issues with the 

technology. Interviews with participating teachers were conducted throughout the 

year. Each school nominated a class which was monitored for empirical changes in 
learning outcomes.  

Interactive whiteboards 

An IWB is a large touch-sensitive display panel. When connected to a data 

projector and computer, it allows a computer image to be projected onto the board. 

This image can be controlled by touching the board either by hand or with a special 

stylus, as well as by using the computer mouse or keyboard. The user can write, 

type or draw on the surface, then save, alter or print the image. The use of an IWB 
requires four components: 

 the IWB 

 a data projector (preferably ceiling mounted) 

 a computer 

 software.  

Easiteach software 

Easiteach is a teaching software product for creating lessons for any brand of IWB. 

It provides a wide range of cross-curricula teaching tools for both primary and 
secondary schools.  
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Conduct of the trial 
Professional learning and support 

Throughout the trial, three full day professional learning sessions were held at CLI for 

participating teachers (Appendix 1 provides the schedule of professional learning 

sessions). A trainer from Easiteach attended to teach skills in using the software and 
to participate in discussions about successful ways to use the IWB in the classroom. 

Each school was visited at least twice by the CLI project officer and two after-

school user group sessions were held. One school participated in filming and a live 

webstreaming event about the trial. Another teacher was able to attend a national 

IWB conference. Online and telephone support was also provided by the CLI 
project officer. 

Teachers in the trial were presented with several sessions on accessing ready-

made materials for the IWB through the Teaching and Learning Exchange, 

including CLI s resources, Le@rning Federation learning objects, and interactive 

lessons and manipulatives available on the Internet. The NSW Quality Teaching 

Model as well as current approaches to pedagogy and classroom practice were 
also discussed on several occasions.  

Teachers in the trial were enthusiastic and willing to practise with the software 
outside school hours.  

Practicalities 

Environmental issues 

Participating school principals supported the project and were keen to see the 

whiteboards used successfully in their school. However, there was a range of 

practical difficulties which made an impact on the trial. Despite this, most teachers 

felt sufficiently enthusiastic to continue and found ways to overcome or reduce the 
impact of these difficulties. For example: 

Home room installation 

Teachers at PS1, HS1 and PS21 had the board mounted in their own classroom,  
and therefore had access to the board for all of their lessons. 

The teachers at HS2 and later PS3 did not have the board in their home room.  

This made it very difficult for those teachers to use the board consistently.  

However these teachers often used the Easiteach software without the interactivity 

of the IWB and still found the lessons productive and engaging. Both of these 

schools also had wireless tablets which are passed around the class for students to 

write on.  

                                                        

1 For the purposes of this report, the primary schools are referred to as PS1, PS2 and PS3. The high 
schools will be referred to as HS1 and HS2. 
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It was suggested that these could be used for interactivity when the board was not 
available. 

Access to school equipment 

There was some friction among other staff over the frequent non-availability of the 

laptop and data projector. One of the teachers at HS2 bought his own laptop and 

data projector so that he would not have to compete with other staff for the 
equipment.  

One teacher at PS1 did not receive a dedicated laptop until late 2006 and therefore 

spent very little time using the IWB.  

Internet access 

The classroom at PS1 did not allow Internet access. Towards the end of the year, 

the teacher brought in her own wireless router to bring the Internet into her 
classroom. 

Ceiling mounted data projectors 

Ceiling mounted data projectors meant fewer cables and faster set-up time for the 

teacher as well as more room for teacher and students to move around in the 

classroom. PS2 did not get their data projector ceiling mounted until mid-2006. Up 

till that point the teacher and students had to take care not to bump the projector 
trolley.  

Furniture arrangement and room size 

Room sizes and furniture layout sometimes made it difficult for students to have 

easy access to the whiteboard. Particularly in primary classes there are occasions 

when all students should access the whiteboard together for whole of class 
activities.  

Availability to attend professional learning lessons 

There were days when teachers were not able to attend sessions because of 
events on the school calendar.  

Access to interactive whiteboard 

One of the teachers at PS1 did not have a working board until halfway through the 

year. She felt that she was too far behind the others to persist with using the board 

and withdrew from the trial. The teachers who came into the trial late from PS3 also 
expressed concerns that it might be too hard to catch up with the group. 
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Reliability and support issues 

Several teachers mentioned that the laptop they were using with the IWB was slow 

or unreliable. It is obviously important that the computer is sufficiently powerful to 
make the board worthwhile.  

A couple of the schools had problems with the boards and their software, especially 

with the implementation of the new DET portal. The service supplier for the trial2 
was usually able to rectify the problem within a day or two. 

PS1 had its board mounted on a folding door and only attached to the door at the 

top of the board. The resultant swinging meant that the board was usually not well 

calibrated and became difficult to use. This hurdle was overcome with a large 
amount of Blu-Tack, which stabilised the bottom of the board. 

                                                        

2 East Coast Audio Visual 
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Findings 

Importance of professional learning support 

Teachers appreciated the professional learning and support throughout the year. 

It helped to maintain their enthusiasm, consolidate and improve their skills and, 

most importantly, to share lessons and stories with the other teachers. Learning 

from others  successes and difficulties was an important part of the support 
process.3 

We can conclude that schools will need to invest in professional learning 

opportunities if the potential of IWBs is to be realised. These opportunities should 

address not only the use of the equipment but also the design and presentation of 

appropriate teaching strategies. From the trial, it was apparent that regular use and 

interaction with other users are also factors in the successful implementation of 
IWBs in classrooms. 

Changes to teaching practice 

Several teachers commented that they had changed their teaching style since they 

started using the IWB regularly. They were conscious of being better prepared for 
lessons and felt that their lessons had become more student-centred.  

Teachers were mindful of planning lesson sequences carefully with an eye to 

maximising the use of the IWB. They were also keen to challenge students with 

activities requiring higher order thinking skills. For example, one teacher created a 

history lesson in which students needed to debate several propositions and 
brainstorm possible solutions before writing their own essay. 

One teacher found teaching with the IWB so effective that she was inspired to 

make an entire series of lessons on text types to be used by other teachers in the 
school. 

Teachers also enjoyed the flexibility of being able to go quickly to websites to check 
information if the class discussion led to something unplanned. 

Throughout the trial, using the IWB soon became a normal part of classroom 

operations for those teachers with an IWB installed in their home room. This was 
less possible for other teachers.  

Lesson planning and delivery 

Early on, creating lessons for the IWB required a significant amount of trial and 

error. However this early work was offset by reductions in preparation time by the 
end of the trial.  

                                                        

3 Studies in Britain have shown that schools with several boards were more successful because there were 
colleagues within the school who could share their expertise. This was not possible in most of the schools 
in this trial. 
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Throughout the year, it was evident that teachers  lessons were becoming more 

imaginative, colourful and interactive as they became more confident with the 

software and developed their skills in using the whiteboard. Several teachers 

became adept at finding relevant interactive resources on the Internet to add to 
their own lessons.  

Teachers learned from each other and valued the meetings when they were able to 

share lessons and skills. The teacher who was able to attend a national IWB 

conference was inspired to create some different kinds of lessons from her usual 
style and to try some more advanced applications of the software.  

It became obvious to the teacher participants how much they had learned over the 

twelve months when they realised that by year-end they were able to create whole 

lessons sequences quickly and efficiently. The Term 4 reports from teachers 
highlighted the speed with which they were then able to create lessons.  

It is clear that teachers need time to develop their skills using the whiteboard and 

will learn more quickly if they have continuing reinforcement and encouragement 

from other users. Over time the teachers developed both their pedagogical and 

technological skills and increased their interest in exploring the potential of the 
Internet and Worldwide Web as aids for teaching and learning. 

Student engagement 

All teachers reported significant improvement in student engagement. Observation 

of lessons by the CLI project officer also indicated that class members were 
consistently attentive throughout the lesson.  

Students in the trial were almost universally enthusiastic about using the board, and 

were very quick to pick up skills for manipulating objects and toolbars on the board. 

Teachers usually only had to demonstrate a new tool once for class members to be 
able to use it.  

Several teachers said that quite often they relied on the students to overcome any 

hiccups with the operation of the equipment. At PS2, class members were 

responsible for setting up the laptop and turning on the data projector for each 

day s lessons. These students also helped teachers from other classes who came 
to try out the equipment.  

Some teachers found that while boys were often keen to come out to the front of 

the class, some girls preferred being back seat drivers  by directing others to 

manipulate the board. They were still keen participants in the lesson without 
actually touching the board. 

In group activities, students had to pay attention to the task by planning their 

answers and actions while awaiting their turn at the board. For instance, when 

completing a cloze passage (gap-filling activity), students were able to choose any 

gap to complete.  This allowed less able students to choose a word that they were 
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confident with. The passage was completed, the class learned something together, 
and each participant had a successful experience.  

Classroom observation and teacher reports indicate that the IWB enhances student 

involvement and attention to learning. Particularly in primary classes, students often 

used the whiteboard more frequently than the teachers. Some students even 
created their own lessons for use on the board. 

Classroom management 

Classroom management was also improved because teachers found that with the 

information already on the whiteboard, the teacher was able to move around the 

class, give more personal attention to students and to keep a better watch on the 

class. At HS2, students asked for the interactive lessons because they said they 
behaved better .  

Benefits for teachers and students 

Teachers using the IWB stated that that they loved the advantage of being able to 

review and refer to previous lessons at any time. Also, senior students who missed 
classes were able to review lessons placed on the school intranet. 

Greater student success appeared to affect confidence. Students in classes which 

used the IWB almost every lesson soon overcame the novelty factor  and 

recognised their own improved learning outcomes from using the whiteboard. They 
responded well to the immediate feedback provided by activities on the IWB.  

Students noted the ability to recall earlier work that had been done on the 

whiteboard. One teacher reported the case of a Life Skills student who successfully 

completed an assessment test on cell structure because she was vividly able to 
recall labelling the cell in a lesson using the IWB. 

Ease of use of Easiteach software 

Easiteach software appears to have been well used by most of the teachers. The 

Windows-like operations and menus made it fairly easy for teachers to build on IT 

skills that they already had. One teacher was making interesting Easiteach lessons 

for her class even though her previous use of computers had been fairly limited. 

Other teachers regularly used the Easiteach software to prepare their lessons, even 

when the class could not be held in a room with an IWB. They reported that it is 

bright and attractive for junior students, and has toolbars and operations that are 

useful. However, one teacher mentioned that her senior students didn t appreciate 

the colour and movement, and just wanted to get on with learning the [maths] rules 
[for the exams] . 
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Student learning outcomes – Benchmark study 
Four of the schools maintained a log of student learning outcomes. Students were 

graded as being below average, average or above average against stage 

statements. Throughout the year, each class had a significant number who 

improved their class results from below average to average and above average. 
(Appendix 2) 

This study indicates that with sufficient training and support, these teachers were 

able to use the IWBs to improve the learning outcomes of many of their students. 

Results showed a marked improvement in learning outcomes for 59% of 
participating students, including 61% of students with learning difficulties.  

The following diagrams provide further data: 

A: Overall improvements in learning outcomes 

 

B: Improvements in learning outcomes – girls  and boys  performance 

 

It was interesting to note that only slightly more boys showed improvement than 
girls although this was not statistically significant.  
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C: Improvements in learning outcomes – performance of students from English-speaking 
and non-English speaking backgrounds 

 

Teachers recorded those students who came from non-English speaking 

backgrounds (NESB). It appears that NESB students did not improve their learning 

results as well as English-speaking students. Perhaps this indicates that a lot of the 
teaching, while more interactive, was still language based. 

D: Children with learning difficulties – comparison of those whose learning outcomes 
improved with those who did not 

 

One of the more significant statistical results (at the .05 level) was that 60.9% of 

students recorded as having learning difficulties with numeracy and literacy showed 

improvement. The hands-on nature of problem solving and the visual displays may 
have contributed to these improvements. 

Teacher feedback 

All teachers mentioned the increased pace of lessons and the speed with which 

some topics could be covered. This was especially noticeable for senior 

mathematics classes, who were able to see difficult concepts such as sine, cosine 
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and tan as manipulable 3D animations and understood the mathematics very 

quickly. A topic which would normally take several lessons to get whole class 
understanding had students using the calculations confidently after only one lesson. 

A profound learning moment occurred when students said We get it, Miss!  after 

being shown how to work solutions for equations using magic  black and white 

boxes which graphically showed what happens to numbers when moved from one 

side of the equation to the other. These students used the same movements shown 
on the board to successfully work their solutions in a written assessment activity. 

One teacher did baseline testing at the beginning of the year to determine the 

visual, auditory and kinaesthetic (hands-on) learners in her class. The kinaesthetic 

and visual learners showed marked improvement in their assessment results 
throughout the year. 

Improvements in numeracy 

One class did mental arithmetic problems at the beginning of every day from an 

interactive website. Student results improved from a class average of 6 out of 10 to 

9.5 out of 10. Interviews with the students revealed that students themselves 

credited the use of the IWB and the regular use and fun  of the website for their 
improved results. 

One Year 9 Mathematics class showed dramatic results from Term 2 to Term 4. 

The sheet on the page to follow shows results from three term tests given to the 

bottom two classes in the year. It was possible to use the second class (the 

students whose names are not highlighted) as a control  because they had the 

same assessment tasks. The students whose names are highlighted in pink used 

the IWB throughout the year. Some of these students improved their results 

dramatically and overtook students in the other class. The sheet that follows 
indicates this spread of performance in the assessment tasks over the three terms. 
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E: Sample data sheets of assessment rankings for two classes: raw data 
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Conclusion 
Overall, teachers who had the time, opportunity and motivation to use the IWB 

regularly have valued the changes it has brought to their classroom practice. 

However they acknowledged the need for comprehensive training, ongoing support 
and a reliable helpdesk  service for difficulties. 

Students were almost universally enthusiastic about the board and there is good 

evidence of improved learning outcomes. The students recognised that their 

assessment results had improved and they became more confident and involved 
learners. 

The trial has provided strong support for the use of Interactive Whiteboards in the 

classroom of the future. A range of practical and technical issues has been 
identified and the need for professional learning opportunities affirmed. 

Further information 

Schools and Regions interested to learn more about the use of IWBs and Easiteach 

software are invited to contact the Centre for Learning Innovation by emailing 
hilary.hughes@det.nsw.edu.au 

 

Report prepared by Hilary Hughes, Chief Learning Design Officer, Centre for 
Learning Innovation. 
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Appendix 1: Methodology and chronology 

October 2005 – Presentation 

Principals of South Western Sydney Region were shown the capabilities of IWB 
technology and were invited to participate in the trial.  

November 2005 – Orientation  

Participating teachers and their principals came to CLI to become familiar with 

IWBs and their capabilities. Each teacher brought a laptop with the Easiteach 

software loaded and was introduced to some of the basic operations. There was 

also a session discussing the pedagogical implications of using the IWB in a 
classroom. 

February 2006 – Training day for all participating teachers 

The schools had had their boards installed and the teachers had spent some time 

experimenting with the software. It was necessary to review the basic operations of 

the software and then progress to some more advanced skill building. The teachers 
were encouraged to create a lesson that they would use in the next few weeks. 

17–19 May 2006 – School visits 

CLI project officer and Easiteach trainer visited HS1, PS1 and HS2. They watched 

a lesson in each school and then spent time discussing the use of the IWBs with 

the participating teachers. At PS3, the original teacher in the trial was promoted to 

another school. For this visit, the Easiteach trainer spent several hours with the two 

teachers who were taking over the school s participation in the project. Their 

advanced IT skills helped them to familiarise quickly with the software and 
hardware. 

25 July 2006 – User group meeting 

This meeting of participants (including the Easiteach trainer and CLI project officer) 

was held at CLI after school hours. Teachers asked the Easiteach trainer for help 
with technical difficulties and ideas for creative lessons. 

26 July 2006 – School visits 

CLI and the Easiteach trainer visited HS1 and PS2 and watched an IWB lesson in 

each school and then had further discussions with the teachers. 
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2 August 2006 – school staff meeting 

CLI project officer visited PS1 to attend a presentation on the IWB to the whole 
staff. 

10-12 August 2006 – IWBNet Conference 

IWBNet conference: Enhancing Teaching and Learning with IWBs. 

The participating teacher from HS1 attended the conference and presented some 

of her lessons at one session. She was able to attend the demonstrations of other 

teachers for the remainder of the two days.  

7 September 2006 – Filming of lesson 

One day of filming at PS2 for use as training material. The participating teacher s 

Stage 3 class was recorded using the IWB for a variety of lessons. Although the 

lessons were staged for the cameras, the students obviously used the board 

enthusiastically and competently. On-camera interviews were also conducted with a 
student from the class and the teacher of the Stage 3 class next door.  

15 September 2006 – Webstreaming program on the use of IWBs 

The PS2 teacher participated in a live question and answer session about IWB use. 

The video footage of her class was used throughout the program. 

26 October 2006 – User group meeting 

User group meeting at CLI after school  

The Easiteach trainer spent two hours with the participating teachers who were 

able to attend. The wife of one of the teachers also attended because she had 

developed an Easiteach lesson on Maori language for students at her school and 
was keen to learn more about the software.  

8 and 29 November 2006 – School visit 

CLI project officer visited PS3 to work with the participating teachers. Another 

teacher at the school came to learn about Easiteach. This ESL teacher could see 
the huge potential of the IWB to improve the learning outcomes for her students. 

1 December 2006 - Final training day 

A member of the Connected Learning Team at CLI made a presentation on 

accessing CLI and Le@rning Federation (TLF) objects and other resources on the 
Teaching and Learning exchange (TaLe). 
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The Easiteach trainer was unable to attend on that day, so the group members 

helped solve each others  problems. Each teacher presented examples of their 

lessons and the results of testing throughout the year. The mathematics and 

primary teachers enjoyed the opportunity to exchange lessons and ideas with one 

another. Teachers also spent time with the CLI learning designers for the relevant 

subject areas, receiving further help and information about resources and 
embedding ICT into lessons. 

Participation certificates were presented. 
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Appendix 2: Student Information data 
Teachers were asked to record information about students at the beginning of the 

school year and in each 3-monthly report throughout the trial. The following data 
was provided: 

Gender 

M. Male 

F. Female 

Ethnicity 

Skill level in English 
1. Native English speaker  
2. Speaks English as a second language 
3. Poor grasp of English 

Class attendance 
1. Rarely absent 
2. Occasional absences 
3. Frequent absences 

Learning difficulties 
1. Literacy 
2. Numeracy 
3. Both Literacy and Numeracy 

Behavioural/attention issues 
1. Always on task  
2. Usually on task  
3. Rarely on task  

Level of achievement against stage statements 
1. Above average 
2. Average 
3. Below average 
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PS1 
Name Male/ 

Female 

Ethnicity English 
language 
skill level 

1 - 3 

Class 
attendance 

1 - 3 

Learning 
difficulties 

1 - 3
4

 

Behaviour 

/attention 

1 - 3 

Achieve
ment  

Term 1 

1 - 3 

Achieve
ment  

Term 2 

1 - 3 

Achieve
ment  

Term 3 

1 - 3 

Achievment  

Term 4 

1 – 3 

1. Child one Female Aboriginal 3 1 3 2 3 3 2 2 

2. Child two Female Bosnian 2 1 2 2 3 2 2 2 

3. Child three Female Chinese 2 1 Nil 1 1 1 1 1 

4. Child four Female Anglo 1 1 Nil 2 2 2 2 2 

5. Child five Female Chinese 1 1 Nil 1 2 2 1 1 

6. Child six Male Anglo 1 2 Nil 2 3 3 2 2 

7. Child seven Male Korean 2 1 Nil 1 1 1 1 1 

8. Child eight Male Anglo 1 1 Nil 1 2 2 2 2 

9. Child nine Male Chinese 1 1 Nil 1 1 1 1 1 

10. Child ten Male Anglo 1 2 3 2 3 2 2 2 

11. Child eleven  Male Anglo 1 1 Nil 1 2 2 2 1 

12. Child twelve Female Arabic 2 1 Nil 1 2 2 2 2 

13. Child 
thirteen 

Female Anglo 1 1 Nil 1 1 1 1 1 

14. Child 
fourteen 

Female Anglo 1 2 2 1 3 2 2 2 (Reading) 

15. Child fifteen Female Greek 1 2 2 1 3 2 2 2 (Maths) 

16. Child sixteen  Female Aboriginal 1 1 Nil 2 2 2 1 1 

17. Child 
seventeen  

Female Korean 3 1 Nil 1 2 2 1 1 

18. Child 
eighteen  

Female Italian 1 1 Nil 1 2 2 2 2 

19. Child 
nineteen  

Female Anglo 1 1 Nil 1 2 2 2 1 (English) 

20. Child twenty  Female  Chinese 2 1 Nil 1 1 1 1 1 

21. Child twenty-
one  

Female Korean 2 1 Nil 1 1 1 1 1 

22. Child twenty-
two  

Male Arabic 2 2 1 2 3 2 2 2 (Maths) 

23. Child twenty-
three  

Male Chinese 2 1 Nil 2 2 3 2 1  

24. Child twenty-
four  

Male Vietnames
e 

1 1 Nil 2 2 2 2 1 

25. Child twenty-
five 

Male Korean 3 1 Nil 1 3 2 2 2 

26. Child twenty-
six 

Male Korean 3 1 3 1 3 2 2 2 

27. Child twenty-
seven  

Male Anglo 1 1 Nil 2 2 Overseas 2 1 

28. Child twenty-
eight 

Male Anglo 1 2 Nil 2 2 2 3 2 

29. Child twenty 
nine  

Female Korean 3 2 3 1  2 2 2 

30. Child thirty Female Anglo 1 Poor 2 3 3   3 3 

 

                                                        
4
 Students listed as having learning difficulties are those who scored below average on the YR 7 entry 

exams in literacy and numeracy. 
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HS1 
Name Male/ 

Female 

Ethnicity English 
language 
skill level 

1 - 3 

Class 
attendance 

1 - 3 

Learning 
difficulties 

1 - 35 

Behaviour 

/attention 

1 - 3 

Achievement 
Term 1 

1 - 3 

Achievement 
Term 2 

1 - 3 

Achievement 
Term 3 

1 - 3 

Achievement 
Term 4 

1 - 3 

Student 4 F Aust 1 1 2 1 3 1 1 1 

Student 31 F NESB 2 2 2 1 3 1 1 1 

Student 20 F NESB 2 1 2 1  3 2 1 1 

Student 14 F NESB 2 1 2 2 3 2 1 1 

Student 37 M AUST 1 1 2 1 2 2 1 1 

Student 24 F AUST 1 1 2 1 3 2 2 1 

Student 27 M AUST 1 1 2 3 3 2 2 1 

Student 26 F NESB 2 1 2 1 3 2 2 2 

Student 42 F NESB 2 1 2 3 3 2 2 2 

Student 17 F AUST 1 2 2 2 3 3 2 2 

Student 39 M NESB 2 1 2 2 3 2 2 2 

Student 34 F NESB 2 2 2 1 3 3 3 2 

Student 13 F NESB 2 2 2 2 3 3 2 2 

Student 8 M NESB 2 1 2 2 3 2 2 2 

Student 2 M NESB 2 2 2 1 3 3 1 1 

Student 32 M NESB 2 3 2 2 3 3 3 3 

Student 23 M AUST 1 3 2 3 3 2 3 3 

Student 33 M NESB 2 3 2 2 3 3 2 3 

 

                                                        

5 Students listed as having learning difficulties are those who scored below average on the YR 7 entry 

exams in literacy and numeracy. 
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HS2 
Name Male/ 

Female 

Ethnicity English 
language 
skill level  

1 - 3 

Class 
attendance 

1 - 3 

Learning 
difficulties 

1 - 36 

Behaviour/
attention 

1 - 3 

Achieve
ment 
Term 1 

1 - 3 

Achieve
ment 
Term 2 

1 - 3 

Achieve
ment 
Term 3 

1 - 3 

Achieve
ment 
Term 4 

1 - 3 

Child A M Afghani 3 1 3 2 2 3 3 2 

Child B M Afghani 3 1 1 2 2 3 3 3 

Child C M Lebanese 2 1  3 1 1 1 1 

Child D F Anglo 1 2  1 3 2 2 1 

Child E F African 
(Congo) 

2 2  1 1 1 1 1 

Child F F Polynesian 2 2  3 3 3 3 3 

Child G M Lebanese 2 2 3 3 3 3 3 3 

Child H F Anglo 1 1  1 2 3 2 2 

Child I M Lebanese 2 1 3 1 3 3 3 3 

Child J M Afghani 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 1 

Child K F Afghani 3 1 3 1 3 3 3 3 

Child L M Polynesian 2 2 3 2 3 3 3 3 

Child M M Syrian 2 2 3 2 3 3 3 3 

Child N F Polynesian 2 2 1 2 2 2 2 2 

Child O M Polynesian 2 1 1 2 2 3 3 2 

Child P F Polynesian 2 2 1 3 3 3 3 3 

Child Q F Polynesian 2 2 2 2 2 2 3 3 

Child R F Afghani 3 1 3 2 2 2 3 3 

Child S F Anglo 1 1  1 1 1 1 1 

Child T F Polynesian 2 2 3 1 2 2 1 2 

Child U M Anglo 1 2 1 2 2 2 2 2 

                                                        

6 Students listed as having learning difficulties are those who scored below average on the YR 7 entry 

exams in literacy and numeracy. 
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PS2 
Name Male/ 

Female 

Ethnicity English 
language 
skill level 

1 - 3 

Class 
attendance 

1 - 3 

Learning 
difficulties 

1 - 37 

Behaviour/ 
attention 

1 - 3 

Achieve
ment 
Term 1 

1 - 3 

Achieve
ment 
Term 2 

1 - 3 

Achieve
ment 
Term 3 

1 - 3 

Achieve
ment 
Term 4 

1 - 3 

1. Child A1  F  1 1  2 3 2 2 2 

2. Child B1 F Indian 1 1  2 3 2 2 2 

3. Child C1  F  1 1  1 3 2 2 2 

4. Child D1  F  1 1  1 3 3 2 2 

5. Child E1  F  1 1  1 3 3 2 2 

6. Child F1 F  1 1  1 3 3 3 2 

7. Child G1  M  1 1  2 3 3 2 2 

8. Child H1  M  1 1  1 3 2 2 2 

9. Child J1  M  1 1  1 1 1 1 1 

10. Child K1 F  1 2 3 1 3 3 2 2 

11. Child L1  F  1 2  1 3 2 2 2 

12. Child M1  F Arabic  1 3  1 3 2 3 2 

13. Child M2  F  1 1 3 1 3 3 2 2 

14. Child M3 M Chinese 1 1  1 1 1 1 1 

15. Child N1  M  1 1  1 2 2 2 1 

16. Child O1  M Chinese 1 1  1 2 2 1 1 

17. Child P1 F  1 1  1 2 1 1 1 

18. Child Q1  F  1 1  2 2 2 2 2 

19. Child R1 F  1 3  2 3 2 2 2 

20. Child S1  F  1 1  1 2 2 2 2 

21. Child T1  F  1 1  1 3 2 2 2 

22. Child U1  F  1 1  2 3 3 2 2 

23. Child V1 F  1 1  1 2 2 2 2 

24. Child W1  F  1 1  1 2 1 1 1 

25. Child X1 M  1 1 2 2 3 2 2 2 

26. Child Y1  M  1 1  1 3 2 2 2 

27. Child Z1  M  1 1 3 1 3 2 2 2 

 

Yellow Students who were high academically did not necessarily show a huge amount of growth. 

Green Visual learners - students who were at risk academically of not meeting Stage Three outcomes or 
were not performing at their true potential. This group have improved significantly. 

Pink  Students who were performing consistently, but who benefited from the shift in classroom 
teaching towards allowing time to build field knowledge. 

 

 

                                                        
7 Students listed as having learning difficulties are those who scored below average on the YR 7 entry 

exams in literacy and numeracy. 



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile (None)
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [300 300]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


