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Conclusion

Five years have passed since the creation of the MPT, and new educational 

issues and situations have arisen in Ontario’s education system:
• A severe teacher shortage (Jones, 2024).
• New EQAO and Programme for International Student Assessment 

(PISA) scores.
• The government call to go “back to basics” and governmental beliefs 

about using teacher tests to improve teacher proficiency in 
mathematics. 

This research was conducted when I was a graduate student at the University of Ontario 

(2019-2024) which is on the traditional land of the Algonquin people. 

What is the Math Proficiency Test?

• A large-scale standardized computer-based assessment for prospective teachers 
created by Education Quality Assessment Office (EQAO). 

• Focused on two key components: math content and pedagogy (Mathematics Proficiency 

Test, 2021a). 
• To pass, teacher candidates (TC) had to obtain a score of 70% on both the mathematics 

and the pedagogy sections of the MPT. 

Research Questions
This study addressed the following three major questions:

a) How have different educational accountabilities and connected stakeholders interacted 

with the creation of the MPT?
b) How have different educational accountabilities and connected stakeholders interacted 

with the implementation of the MPT?
c) How have different educational accountabilities and connected stakeholders interacted 

with the cancellation* of the MPT?

*The MPT was reimplemented in February 2025

Literature Review

Educational Accountability (Hall & Ryan, 2011; Koch & DeLuca, 2012; Nagy, 2000; 

Sahlberg, 2010; Verger et al., 2019).

Tensions Created by Accountability in Large-scale Assessment (Jang & Sinclair, 2018; 

Kempf, 2016; Koretz, 2017). 

Unintended consequences (Hargreaves, 2020; Jennings & Sohn, 2014; Pinto, 2016). 

Ensuring Effective Teaching (Bell et al., 2012; Lee, 2018; Goldhaber, 2007).

Theoretical Framework

• My research is guided by the theoretical framework of institutional complexity (Friedland 

& Alford, 1991). 
• Within institutional complexity there are competing values, needs, and groups of people 

and these all generate different accountabilities that are competing and contradictory 
(Diehl, 2019; Dulude & Milley, 2021).

The conceptual model draws from the broader theoretical framing of institutional 

complexity, presented in the literature, while also focusing on educational 
accountabilities (Darling-Hammond, 1989; Dulude & Milley, 2021; Pollock and Winton, 
2016), and incorporates the key stakeholders who are impacted by the MPT and are 

integral to this research project. 
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