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DEVELOPMENT OF ASSESSMENT SYSTEM
IN SCHOOL EDUCATION

Abstract. This article discusses the history of assessment as an important component of the content of education.
Updates in the content of education in the Republic of Kazakhstan are directly related to changes in the assessment
system. Therefore, this problem is one of the urgent problems. The article analyzes the interpretation of the definitions
"assessment" and "mark" in various pedagogical and psychological studies of scientists. The advantages and
disadvantages of the traditional assessment system are considered while investigating the prerequisites for the
introduction of criteria-based assessment. The five-point assessment system introduced in 1944 is characterized by its
simplicity, clarity, consistency and versatility. But long-term practice of teachers also revealed its shortcomings. The
authors highlight some of the main shortcomings of this system of assessment and give detailed explanations. In
conclusion, the recommendations of various researchers on the modernization of the five-point assessment system are
given. Conclusions are made about the necessity of transition to the model of criteria-based assessment including the
quality of traditional assessment and assessment based on criteria.

Keywords: assessment, history of assessment, five-point system of assessment, criteria-based assessment.

B. G. Ananiev (1980) wrote about assessment: “When there is no assessment, this is the worst type of
assessment, since this effect is not orienting, but disorienting, not positively stimulating, but depressing,
forcing a person to build their own self-esteem not on the basis of an objective assessment, which reflects
his real knowledge, but on very subjective interpretations of hints, half-understandable situations, the
behavior of the teacher and students” [1, p.54]. Assessment has been and remains the main stimulating tool
for learning. The introduction of criteria-based assessment has created new opportunities for collaboration
between teacher and student. Based on a trusting relationship with the student, the teacher monitors and
controls the student’s learning process through assessment. Today, assessment is a continuous process of
motivation, goal setting, dialogue between teacher and student (J. Raven (2008), Hawkins, Peter; Smith,
Nick (2007), Clarke S (2005), John A. Ross (2006), Elizabeth Hammerman (2009)).

Assessment now has several important goals:

1. Increase motivation. Assessment is one of the main stimulating tools. Bertram H. Raven (2008) notes
that motivation affects a person’s activity and behavior more than his ability [2, p.5].

2. Organization of effective feedback. Different authors offer many methods for organizing effective
feedback. For example, Hawkins, Peter; Smith, Nick (2007) proposed the CORBS methodology (clear,
owned, regular, balanced, specific) [3], Laura Reynolds proposed 20 ways to ensure effective feedback, and
Juva et al. (2004) developed 7 rules for organizing effective feedback [4].

3. Identifying student needs. During the assessment process, information is accumulated on the
student's academic performance and poor performance, which helps to shape the trajectory of its deve-
lopment. According to Clarke S, this is not a listing of students *mistakes, but helping them move forward
[5].

4. Increasing self-evaluation skills of students. John A. Ross (2006) argues, that teachers might benefit
from self-assessment to the extent that making assessment criteria explicit to students might help teachers
clarify their intentions and distinguish essential from less important features of student performance. More
focused teaching might result [6].
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5. Development of responsibility for their own learning in students. According to Elizabeth Hammer-
man (2009), formative assessment is goal centered; that is, it focuses attention on successful teaching and
learning of important learning goals and standards. This approach involves students in the teaching process
and offers opportunities for them to take responsibility for learning by setting personal goals and selecting
strategies for meaningful learning [7, p.34].

These goals, in our opinion, are basic, but they can be supplemented depending on the scale of the
study.

Throughout all stages of the development of pedagogical science, monitoring and assessment have been
and remain a necessary part of the educational process. The history of school education shows that since the
emergence of these important categories, attempts have been made repeatedly to improve and change
approaches to school monitoring and evaluation of students ' achievements, which is also characteristic of
the modern period of development of education.

The system of assessment of students ' knowledge points originated in Germany in Jesuit schools of
XVI-XVII centuries and gradually transformed from a three-point to a five-point assessment. In Russia, the
scoring system originated in the XVI century, but only in 1846 officially introduced a five-point rating scale.
In 1861, an article by K. D. Ushinsky was published, in which for the first time the existing testing and
evaluation of knowledge in schools were criticized. He proposed to replace the scores in the form of figures
with detailed written comments on the behavior and success of students [8, p.152]. In the period of reforming
Russian schools in 1918, the national Commissariat on Education adopted a resolution On "abolition of the
stamp" and the period best matches training.

This period is characterized by the emergence and functioning of such important concepts as "self-
control" (the main form of control), "student achievement", which have not been used for a long period and
have gained new relevance at the present time. Forms and means of control and assessment activities, which
are used in this period, and today have not lost their relevance [9, p.9]. These are tests, conversations with
students on the studied topic, oral and written reports, reports of students about books or articles read, works
performed by the student according to his personal taste and choice, keeping working diaries that perform
the function of self-control and reflection. Despite the positive aspects of this form of assessment, education
without marks soon found its weaknesses: the widespread decline in the quality of knowledge, level of
training, discipline; priority to the study of the school community, to the detriment of the individual. Since
1944, all schools of the USSR, including Kazakhstan introduced a digital five-point system of assessment
of students' knowledge (SNK RSFSR resolution of 10.01.1944).)

Ideas related to the value of students' knowledge assessment were first summarized in the classic work
of B. G. Ananyev "Psychology of pedagogical assessment" in 1934, but today they are relevant. The scientist
considers evaluation as an important stimulating tool, “affecting the affective-volitional sphere, through the
experience of success and failure, the formation of claims and intentions, actions and relationships”, as well
as a orienting tool — affecting the mental work of the student, “contributing to the awareness of the student
of the process of this work and understanding of their own knowledge” [10, p.131].

The main characteristics of the monitoring and evaluation system include the following: 1) the
interpretation of the basic concepts included in this system; 2) the backbone component of the monitoring
and evaluation system are formulated for this period of development of the country goals and objectives of
school education; 3) the functions of control and evaluation activities; 4) in primary school, non-marking
education is maintained in the first half of the first class; 5) control and evaluation activities are carried out
taking into account the level of differentiation.

The most important categories in the system of control and evaluation activities are the concepts of
control, evaluation and evaluation. Most researchers consider and study control as a procedure for obtaining
information about activities and their results in order to detect deficiencies, gaps and errors. At the same
time, A. B. Vorontsov, V. V. Repkin, G. A. Zuckerman consider control within the framework of the concept
of developmental education of V. V. Davydov and D. B. Elkonin, according to which control is an
independent action. P. Ya. Galperin, S. V. Kobylnica, N. F. Talyzina I think that control is the basis of
voluntary attention and interpret it in the context of a system of actions that allows the learner to manage
their own learning and cognitive activity (DFC).

In textbooks and programs of the USSR centrally managed the process of training and education
without taking into account the specific features of the nation. As a result, national consciousness and
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cultural values were damaged, and a generation that forgot its native language appeared. Today, its com-
pletion is not easy. Therefore, the teacher of the new time should master the scientific and pedagogical
foundations that can study the best practices of folk pedagogy and meet modern requirements. Now in the
Republic of Kazakhstan in order to enter the world educational space educational reforms are implemented,
new educational standards are adopted.

On this issue in Kazakhstan, many pedagogical scientists conduct research, the results of which are
implemented in the educational process. In particular, G. Karaev, M. Zhanpeisova, G. Uralsk Zhanpeisova,
M. Zhadrina, G. Kobdikova, T. B. scientists support the need to implement a system of integrated phased
assessment of the content of education, including multi-level forms of assessment of the quality of
education, through differentiation. Scientists of the Kazakh Academy of education conducted a qualitative
analysis of the orientation of education quality assessment of the final result (M. Adrina, N. Orozakunov,
others). Their works reflect the transition to a multi-level system of assessing the quality of education, the
definition of its didactic conditions. From this point of view, scholars of the Republican Institute for
improvement of education (G. Kordikova, G. Gatapova, etc.) identified the need to improve the methodical
system of education quality assessment and put in the agenda the need of technologization of the educational
process on the basis of new pedagogical technologies.

The main functions of the control system are: information, educational, diagnostic, motivational,
prognostic. As a result of the analysis of the researches connected with control and estimated activity, it is
established that the fundamental concept "assessment" is interpreted from the point of view of various
aspects of this activity and is considered most often as process.

Various definitions of the terms "assessment" and "evaluation» (score) in psychological, pedagogical
and methodical literature:

- Y. L. Perovsky (1960): Assessment is an expression of the relationship between what the student
knows about the program and what he or she needs to know about these issues by the time the course is
completed. Score (mark) is the outcome of the assessment process. Assessment is a process and a result;

- L.M.Friedman, (1983): Assessment — the result of control, expresses the degree of compliance of the
results of the student's actions checked the parameters of these actions. Score (mark)— comparison of
educational actions of the student: a) with the past actions of the same student; b) with similar actions of
other students; C) with the established norm (sample) of these actions;

- Sh. A. Amonashvili, (1984), A. B. Khutorsky (2001), N. L. Stephanova (2008), N. S. Podhodova
(2014): Assessment is a process, action (activity) of evaluation, which is carried out by a person;

- B. M. Polonsky (2001): Assessment is a systematic process of determining the degree of compliance
of existing knowledge, skills with pre-planned. Can be qualitative, quantitative, include personal judgment;

- G. U. Ksenzova (2002): Assessment is the process of correlating real results with planned objectives;

- A. U. Kodzhaspirov, G. M. Kodzhaspirova (2005): Assessment — the process of correlating the result
of the activity or behavior of the pupil or the course of the activity with a predetermined standard;

- A. Mukhanbetzhanova, B. Moldagaliev, O. Ernyazov (2005): Assessment is a teacher’s tool to
motivate, inspire and influence a person;

- T. I. Shamova (2007): Assessment — the expression of the teacher in the evaluative judgments, in
conventional signs-points of the degree of development of students ' knowledge, skills established by the
program. Assessment — the process of correlating the progress and results of activities with the target
standard;

- B. 1. Zagvyazinsky (2008): Assessment — judgment on the quality of the work performed, on the
successes and shortcomings in the activities of students; it should also contain a constructive part that allows
eliminating the shortcomings;

- N. F. Efremova (2012): Assessment (mark) is the process of determining achievement against speci-
fied criteria or requirements or benchmarks;

- A. Z. Tursynbayev (2015): Assessment is a method for determining the learning outcome and is a
factor in correcting shortcomings when a student learns a certain topic and enhances its effectiveness;

- K. S. Abdiev (2015): Assessment of knowledge is the process of determining compliance with pre-
planned knowledge and skills. Teacher's assessment can be organized in the form of oral and written
comments (satisfactory, good, very good). Each comment corresponds to a specific rating.

Score - shows only a digital characteristic of the student's educational process.
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This definitions of scientists published before 2015. In addition, some researchers interpret the concept
of assessment as a result (L. M. Friedman) and as a unity of process and result (E. 1. Perovsky); a number
of scientists in the interpretation of this concept clearly do not indicate either the process or the result
(V. 1. Zagvyazinsky, T. I. Shamov).

The concept of assessment is closely related to the category of "score". Note that this term is considered
by those researchers who interpret assessment as a result, distinguishing the concepts of assessment and
evaluation. In this case, the assessment — the process of comparison, correlation, determination of the
student's actions with the norm, the standard. Explorers like Sh. A. Amonashvili, G. M. Kodzhaspirov,
G. Yu. Ksenzova, N. L. Stefanova, V. M. Polonsky, A. V. Khutorskoy equate the terms "score" and "assess-
ment". According to the table, since 2008 in the works of scientists, the definition of the terms “assessment”
and “score” began to be perceived in a different sense. Instead of being perceived as a process of comparison,
these terms begin to be perceived as a process of forming certain values through constructive comments to
achieve certain goals.

Within the framework of the new model of criteria-based assessment, which was introduced in
Kazakhstan from 2016-2017 academic years, the assessment refers to such forms of activity of the training
and students, assessing, including themselves, which provide information for feedback and modification of
the teaching and learning process. This definition corresponds to the interpretation of evaluation in the
International baccalaureate [11, p.107].

As a result of the analysis of researches it is possible to draw a conclusion that modern tendencies in
researches of control and estimated activity in school education in works of the Kazakhstan and Russian
researchers are characterized by the following directions:

1) search for opportunities to replace marks with other forms of assessment;

2) go to besomeone learning in elementary school;

3) replacement of a five-point scale of assessment on ten-point or twelve-point;

4) the formation of action of goal-setting, self-monitoring, self-evaluation in schoolchildren;

5) focus on comparing the achievements of the student with his past results;

6) the presentation of open requirements for the assessment of students and the transition to criteria-
based assessments.

The study identified the main disadvantages of a five-point assessment system, which was considered
in the works of Sh. A. Amonashvili, S. I. Arkhangelsky, V. P. Bespalko, T. S. Gorbunov, Z. Zh. Zhanabaev,
M. V. Kaluga, M. V. Karnaukhov, A. A. Kasprzak, A. V. Kochergin, E. A. Krasnovsky, A. A. Kuznetsov,
V. P. Mezentsev, O. A. Mitina, B. A. Mukushev, V. Naumenko, A. A. Pinsky, V. V. Usanov, M. A. Chosha-
nov etc.

These disadvantages include the following main:

The study identified the main disadvantages of a five-point assessment system, which was considered
in the works of Sh. A. Amonashvili, Z. Zh. Zhanabaev, M. V. Karnaukhov, A. B. Vorontsov, Zh. Qaraev,
V. V. Voronov, S. I. Arkhangelski, V. M. Polonsky and others.

These disadvantages include the following main:

Subjectivity of assessment. Almost all researchers have noted this deficiency. However, it is clear that
he is not associated with the system of assessment and procedure of evaluation. While the school has adopted
an expert assessment of educational achievements, based on the subjective opinion of the teacher, this
deficiency will be an integral feature of any assessment system.

Low differentiation capacity. The current practice has led to the fact that the five-point system is almost
everywhere degenerated into a four-point, due to the extremely rare use of "one". So V. 1. Zvonnikov,
M. B. Chelyshkova even refuse the term "a five-point scale,” calling her "four-point". The inability to
accurately express the level of knowledge mark leads to teachers using additional marks derived from the
basic, such as "five minus", "four plus" [12, p.54].

Focus on fixing flaws. The most important reason why advanced teachers criticized the school mark
has always been that it embodies the ideology of punishment as the most important pedagogical technique.
In the standard five-point system, the idea of subtraction is realized, in which all attention is focused not on
achievements, but on fixing errors.

Low informative level. The transition from a qualitative, meaningful assessment to a mark is inevitably
accompanied by irreversible loss of information (if, of course, a scale with a reasonable number of different
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marks is used). "The score hides the object of assessment, that is the material for which it was obtained, and
without qualitative analysis it is impossible to judge the student's progress" [13, p.56].

The lack of clear rules for the output of the final (quarter, semester and annual) marks. This
shortcoming leads to many conflicts, as the same situation can be interpreted by teachers, students and
parents in different ways. So the student, having received a quarter of 3, 4, 5, and 5, may hope for the final
five. The teacher may have a different opinion. The lack of provisions clearly dealing with such cases, forces
teachers to mark, focusing on their opinion.

Equal weight of any marks. According to accepted practice and mark for a small answer, and mark for
the control work are reflected in the journal in the same way: one digit. And since both teachers and students
often use the averaging operation when calculating the final mark, this equalizes the weight of all marks.
Although the value of these marks is obviously different.

Top Scale Limitations. In the accepted system, the highest mark is "excellent". The impossibility of
using a standard scale to adequately assess the exceptional success in the subject, as well as the resulting
equalization of good and brilliant students was also noted by researchers.

It is also necessary to indicate the shortcomings of the five-point assessment, which are significantly
less frequent or not at all noted by researchers of this problem. They are:

—aload of bad marks, due to the fact that they strongly affect the final mark, lowering it, and sometimes
- irreversibly;

— lack of "insurance" student achievements, expressed in the possibility of "spoil" the final mark at the
last moment;

— the complexity of the "breakthrough", improve the final mark, the mood of the system to fix only a
noticeable improvement in educational achievements, which is expressed in improving the level of not less
than "one point". This drawback follows from the low differentiating ability of the system;

— the lack of a system of accounting not only the result, but also the efforts made;

— the inadequacy, the incompleteness marks the academic achievements of the students, who missed
classes;

— archaic system of fixing marks. "The weak link of this system should be considered the account of
the results of the test, which does not have the necessary visibility: the study of class journals to determine
the dynamics of the study of an individual student or class team as a whole is an extremely time-consuming
process" [14, p.103].

— low transparency of reporting documentation.

These shortcomings have become a necessary and sufficient reason for the reform of the evaluation
system in our country.

As a result, the analysis of the functioning of the five-point and criteria-based assessment systems of
evaluation revealed four main factors affecting the nature of the evaluation system: the scope of assessment,
the relationship between teacher and student, the student's attitude to the subject and the availability of the
necessary tools to manage the educational process. From the analysis of the works of scientists in this area,
we came to the conclusion that the new model of assessment should combine ungraded assessment and five-
point assessment. So S. I. Arkhangelsky asserts: "Point gradation of educational activity is a well-established
and quite effective system of assessing the current results of the educational process in the school. A clear
description of the levels of ranking of fundamental features can serve as a legitimate basis for the search for
functional relationships between the objective indicator of student learning and their subjective score given
by teachers, experts in their field" [15, p.8]. Such a conclusion is drawn by such a serious researcher of the
evaluation system as M. V. Karnaukhova: "...numerous experiments on the implementation of the traditional
domestic model of didactic control have shown that it has internal reserves and is quite accessible for
optimization" [14, p.103]. The conclusion of Z. A. Abasov does not seem unexpected: "Despite all the
shortcomings, it has not yet been possible to find an alternative to the five-point system. So I think we should
talk about her perfection, avoiding errors at estimation of knowledge of students" [16, p.65].

The conducted research in the framework of assessment and control systems allows us to conclude that
the elimination of the shortcomings of the modern scoring system should not go through its abolition, but
through the modernization and introduction of the criteria-based assessment system.
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MEKTENTETI'T BIUIIM BEPY YJIEPICIHJIE BAFAJIAY )KYWECIHIH JIJAMYbI

Annoranus. bepinren Makamama OuriM Oepy Ma3MYHBIHZAFBI MaHBI3BI KOMIOHEHT OOJBINT TaOBUTATHIH —
OaramaynelH Tapuxbl cunarranrad. Kazakcran PecnyOnmkacsiHmarsl Oi1iM Oepy Ma3MyHBIHBIH JKaHApyHl Oaramay
Kyiecinmeri TyOereim e3repicTtepMmeH Tikeneil OaitmaHBICTHI OOJFaHIBIKTAH, OYJI MOcCElle ©3€KTi MOceleNepiH
KaTapblHA €Hill OTHIp. ByphiH cabak ycTiHAeri Oaranay TeK MyFaliMHIH ca0aK KOPBITHIHIBICH OOMBIHINA OKYIIBIHBIH
cabak OOWBIHIIIA KYMBICHIHBIH HOTIDKEC] peTiHAe KaOpuimaHca, OyriHae Oaramay cabak OapbICBIHIA YHEMI y3uTicci3
JKYPII OTBIPATHIH YIepic. SFHU MyFamiMHIH opOip opeKeTi, MiKipi, OWbl OLTIM KaJXbIITACTHIPYIIBI CHIIATKA HE JKOHE
Oaranay peTiHIe KaOBIITaHAIbI.

ABTopap «baray KoHe «Oaranay» YFIMAapPHIHBIH aHBIKTaMaJIapbIHa TaJIay JKacai Kelle TYpIli 3epTTeyIILIepIiH
mikipiepine xyrineni. 1960 sxxeuiman 6acram, 2015 xxeurra neitin Kerec Ykimeri skone Kazakcran PecryOnmkacs! 3ept-
TeymIiIepiniH Oaranay *oHe Oara YFIMIapbIHA OepreH aHBIKTaMallapbIH 3epeliey apKbUIbl TYHiHII KOPHITHIHIBLIAD
Jkacanaabl. bakpiay-0aranay KeI3METIHIETi €H MaHBI3IbI caHaTTap - OakplUiay, Oara koHe Oaranay Y¥bIMIAphI capaia-
Hazapl. bakpuiay-Oaramay KeI3MeTiMEH OaiIaHBICTHI 3epTTEyNepli Tanmay HOTHXKeciHAe «Oara» (yHIaMeHTaIbIl
TYCIHIT1 OCBI KbI3METTIH OPTYpJi acleKTinepi TYPFBICBIHAH TYCIHAIpUTEl >KOHE Ui yAepic peTiHIe KapalaThIHBI
aHbIKTamangsl. «baray jkoHe «Oararay» aHBIKTAMACHIHBIH MOHI MEH MaFbIHACHIHA JKBUIIAp Ti30eTiHAe e3repicTep eHe
OacraraHBIH alfKbIH[AI, 3epTTEyIIUIep Oaramayra OYpBIHFBIIAN OenTiii Oip CambICTBIPY OpEKETTEpiHEH Tropi Mexe-
JIeTeH MaKcaTKa J>KeTyIe OKYIUBIHBIH OOWBIHAAa KOHCTPYKTHUBTI MKip apKbUTBI Oenrimi Oip KYHIBUTBIKTapIbI
KaJBIITACTHIPYFa OaFbITTAIFAH YIEPiC peTiHIe KapalTHIHBIH aAIIBIT KOPCETE/I].

Kputepuangp! 6aranayasl eHTi3y anfbIIapTTaphIH TalIay MaKCaThIHIA AOCTYPIL Oaranay KYHECiHIH apTHIK-
IIBUTBIKTApEl MEH KEMIILTIKTepi KapacTeIpbuiaabl. 1944 xpuimaH Oactam eHri3UreH Oecymainblk Oaranay sKyheci
OimiM Oepy Ma3MmyHBIHAA Oepik OEKiHiI, KbUIIap OOWBI ©3 TYPAKTBUIBIFBIH KOPCETINl KEeNTeHIMEH, YaKbIT oTe Kele
KeMIIiIiKTepiH ae Oaiikara Oacrampl. Maxkama OaphICBIHAAa OCHI OecymainmbelK Oaranay >KyWeciHIH KeMIILTIKTepi
capaJaHBII, OpKAHCHICBIHA JKeKe capanrama xacaixansl. OnapIblH Heri3riiepi peTiHme: OaFaHBIH OOBEKTHUBCI3IIr,
nmuddepeHnraniay MyMKIHAITHIH TOMEHIIT1, )KYHEHIH KeMITUTIKTepi Ti30eneyre OaFpITTalyhl, OaraHBIH aKIapaTThIK
KYHIBUTBIFBIHBIH, TOMEHZIT, KOPBITBIHIB OaFaHBI IIBIFAPYIBIH alKBIH SpeKECiHIH JKOKTBIFBI, Ke3 KelreH OaraHbIH
Oipzeit caMarbl, IIKaTaHBIH JKOFapBIIaH IIEKTeTyi Kapajblll, OJIapFa TOJBIK CHIaTTamMa Oepiieni.

Conpaii-ak OecymaiiblK OaranayIblH aHTapIBIKTail CHPEK HeMece MYJIEM eCKepiIMEHTIH KeMIIUTIKTepiH Je
aran eTKeH oH. byi:

— Hamap OaranmapIplH KyTi, cebebi oap KOPBITHIHABI OeNrire KaTThl 9cep €Till, OHBI Keiiie KaWThIMCBI3 TOMEH-
JeTei,

- €H COHFBI COTTE KOPBITHIHABI OenriHi "Oy3y" MYMKIHAIriH OUTIIpPeTiH OKYIIBI XKETICTIKTepiHiH 'CaKTaHIbI-
PYBIHBIH" OOIMaYHI,

- HOTIDKEHI FaHa eMec, COHBIMEH KaTap KYII-XKIrepi ecerke amy *KyHeciHiH 00IMayFl;

- cabaxThl 00caTKaH OKYIIBIHBIH OKY JKETICTITiH OaraiayablH TYCIHIKCI3IIT,

- OaraHBI OCKITYy KYHECIHIH apXanKaJbIFbL;

- €cell Kara3AapbIHIarbl aKMapaTThIH alKbIH O0IMaYBbI.

KopsriTa aiitkanma, OaranaynslH )KYMBIC HETI3IEpiH Talgall OTHIPHIN Oaranay KYHECiHIH CHIIaThIHA ocep eTETiH
TOPT HETi3Ti (paKTOpIBl aHBIKTayFa MYMKIHIIK alaMbl3: OaralayIblH KOJIAHBUTY Calachl, MYFalliM MEH OKYIIBI
apachbIHIIaFbl KapbIM-KAaThIHAC, OKYIIBIHBIH OKBUIATHIH IIOHTE KAaThIHACHI )KOHE OKY IMpOLECIH OacKapyIblH KaKeTTi
KypaimapbIHbH 00ybl. OChl OaFbIT OOMBIHINA FANBIMIAPIBIH CHOCKTEpiH Tangayqan 0i3 OaranayablH KaHAa MOAETI
Oara OenriciHci3 Oaranmay (KaJmbIITACTHIPYIIBI Oarajay) MEH KpUTEpHiliepre HETi3AeNreH OecyYNaiiblK Oaranay bl
(KUBIHTHIK Oaranay) OipiKTipyi OH HOTHXKE Oepyi THiC JeTeH KOPHITHIHIBIFA KiK.

Baranmay >xoHe Oakpuiay jKyleci MIeHOepiHAe XYPTi3iireH 3epTreynep OaranmayablH OecymailiiblK KyieciHiH
KEeMIIITIKTEPiH KO0, OarajayAblH KPUTEPHAIABl JKYHECiH €HTi3y >KONBIMEH JXYPTi3ilyi THiC IereH KOPBITHIHIBI
JKacayra MYMKIHIIK Oepeni. baramay ypmiciH Kaiita KapayIbelH ©3€KTUIITi OiriM OepydiH 3aMaHayd MiHIETTEepiMEH,
OimiM OepymiH AeHTeliH XambIKapalblK CTaHAAPTTApIbl JKoHE OimiM OepyniH camachlHa KOHBUIATBIH TaJIAlITapabl
€CKepe OTBIPHIT JKOFaphUIaTy, OiliM OepyaiH HOTMDKEIEpiHIH IIBIHAWEI OONYBIH KaMTaMachI3[ay JKOHE €NJCH THIC
JKepiepAe Ka3aKCTaHIBIK MEKTENTEpIiH TYJIEeKTepiHiH OJceKelecTikke KalbimeTTi 0oiMysl MakcaThIHIA Oarara KOHE
OKYIIBIHBIH OKY JKETICTIKTepiH Oaranayra KOWBIIATHIH OipbIHFAH TallaTapabl )Kacay KaKETTUTITiIMEH aHBIKTaabl.

Tyiiin ce3aep: Oaranay, OaranayIbIH TApUXBI, OECYIAaIbIK Oaranay, KpuTepHalsl Oaraiay
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PA3BUTHUE CUCTEMBI OLIEHUBAHUSA B IIKOJIbBHOM OBPA30BAHUHN

AnHoTanusi. B naHHO# cTaThe paccMaTpUBaeTCs MCTOPHUS OLIEHMBAHUS KaK BayKHBIM KOMIIOHEHT COJIep KaHHs
obpazoBanus. OOHOBICHUS B cojepkaHUH oOpa3oBaHus B PecnyOnmke KasaxcTaH HampsMyro CBsSI3aHBI C M3MEHE-
HUSIMHU B CHCTEME OLIEHUBAHMA, IOATOMY JIaHHAs IIPoOJIeMa SBIIIETCS OAHON U3 aKTyalIbHbIX IIpo0sieM. Panblire oneHKa
B KJ1acce ObLTa OCHOBaHA MCKJIIOYUTENILHO Ha UTOTax MPOJAEIAHHOM paboThl YUEHHKa B TEUCHHWE ypOKa, HO CETOIHS
OLIEHKA — 3TO HETIPEPBIBHBIN Mporiecc. To ecTh Kaxgo0e JecTBUE, MHEHHE U MBIC/Ib YUUTENSI C Ha4asa ypoKa U 710 €ro
KOHIIA SIBJIIOTCS MHYOPMATUBHBIMH M OLIEHOYHBIMH.

HanbGomnee BaKHBIMH KaTE€ropusiMM KOHTPOJBHO-OLIEHOYHOM JESTENbHOCTH SIBJISIOTCA KOHLENINH KOHTPOJIS,
OLICHMBaHHS M OLIEHKH. AHAIM3UPYs TPAKTOBKY OINpEAEICHUN «OLIEHHBAaHHE» U «OLCHKa» B Pa3lIMuHBIX IEJaroru-
YECKUX U IICUXOJOTMYECKUX HMCCIIEAOBAHUAX YYEHBIX, aBTOpaMM ObUI MPOBEJIEH aHaM3 ONpelesieHHH TEPMUHOB
«OlleHMBaHUEe» U «oleHka» ydeHblx CoBerckoro Coro3a u PecnyOnuku Kazaxcran na mpotspkenuu ¢ 1960 mo
2015 roxel. B pesynbrate uccienoBaHUi, CBS3aHHBIX C KOHTPOJBHOW M OLEHOYHOH AEATENbHOCTBIO, (yHIaMeH-
TAJIbHOE NOHITHE «OLIEHMBAHKME» MHTEPIPETUPYETCS] C Pa3HBIX CTOPOH y4eOHOH AEATEIHbHOCTH M 4acTO paccMaT-
puBaeTcs Kak mpouecc. OOHapy>KHB, YTO IEHHOCTh U 3HAYCHUE ONPENIENICHNS «OIEHKI» U «OLIEHUBAHHS» MEHSUTIChH
C TOZ[aMH, MCCIIEA0BATENN 00paIIaloT BHUMAHHUE, YTO Ha CETOAHSIIHMN JICHb OLEHHBAHME — 3TO MPOLECC, KOTOPHIH
cTpeMuTcs OPMHUPOBATH LIEHHOCTH MOCPEICTBOM KOHCTPYKTHBHOTO CYKAEHHS 00 yUEHHUKE, YTOObI JOCTHYB Oosee
00BEKTUBHOM IIEIIH, YeM IIPOBOANTH KOHKPETHBIE CPABHEHHSI.

C nenbio aHanmM3a MPEINOCHUIOK AJISI BHEAPEHHUS OLICHKH Ha OCHOBE KPUTEPHEB aBTOPAMHU OBUIM PACCMOTPEHBI
MPEerMyIIEecTBa U HEJAOCTATKN TPAAUIIMOHHOW CHCTEMBI olleHHBaHUs. BBeaenHas ¢ 1944 rona natubanpHas cucremMa
OLIEHMBaHU ITPOYHO 3apeKOMEHI0BasIa ceOst B cpepe 00pa3oBaHUM Ha MPOTSHKEHHH MHOTHX JIET M XapaKTepU30BaIach
CBOEH POCTOTOM, MOHITHOCTHIO, IIOCTOSIHCTBOM M YHUBEPCAJIBHOCTHIO. HO MHOTOJIETHSISI TPAKTHKA TI€]aroroB TaKKe
BBISIBUJIA M €€ HEAOCTATKH. ABTOPBI BBIICISIOT HEKOTOPBIE OCHOBHBIE HEJOCTATKH JIAHHOW CHCTEMBI OLICHUBAHUS U
JIAf0T 1OAPOOHBIE MosicHeHns. K HUM OTHOCSTCS: CyOBeKTUBHOCTD OLICHKH, HU3Kasl BO3MOXKHOCTh AU depeHIINALIH,
HalpaBJIeHHOCTh Ha BBISBICHHE HEIOCTAaTKOB, HHM3Kas WH(OPMATUBHOCTH OLEHKH, OTCYTCTBHE YETKHX HpPaBHI
BBIBEZICHHSI UTOTOBOI OLIEHKH, PaBHBII BeC 000N OI[EHKH, OTpaHUYECHUE MIKAJIBI CBEPXY.

Ho HeoOxoauMo ykazaTh M T€, KOTOPbIE CYIIECTBEHHO PEXE MM COBCEM HE OTMEYAIOTCS HCCIIET0BATEISIMH
JTAHHOH MPOOIIeMBL. JTO:

— Tpy3 IUIOXUX OTMETOK, BBHY TOTO YTO OHH CHJIBHO BJIMSIOT Ha UTOTOBYIO OTMETKY, ITOHIIKas €€, IpHUIeM
Mopoit — HeoOPATUMO;

— OTCYTCTBHE «CTPAXOBKM» JIOCTHIXKCHUH YUECHHUKA, BHIPAXKAIOIIEECS B BO3MOKHOCTU «HMCIOPTUTH) UTOTOBYIO
OTMETKY B CaMbIii IOCIIEAHUI MOMEHT;

— CIIOXHOCTb «IPOPBIBA», YJIyUIIEHHS HTOrOBOM OTMETKH, HACTPOEHHOCTh CHCTEMbI Ha (DMKCALMIO JIHIIb
3aMETHOI0 YJIy4lIEHHs Y4eOHBIX TOCTHKECHHUH, KOTOPOE BBIPAKAETCS B YJIYUIICHUH YPOBHSI HE MEHEE YeM Ha «OIHMH
6am». DTOT HEOCTATOK BBITEKAET U3 HU3KOH nuddepeHnnpyromei criocoOHOCTH CHCTEMBI;

— OTCYTCTBHME CHCTEMBI yUeTa He TOJIbKO pe3ysIbTaTa, HO U MPHUI0KEHHbIX YCHINH;

— HEea/IeKBaTHOCTh, HEIIOJIHOTA IIPEICTABICHHS OTMETKAMH YYEOHBIX JIOCTIKEHUH yJalierocs, IpoIry CKaBIIero
3aHSTHS;

— apXamyHOCTb CHCTEMBbI (pUKCAIK OTMETOK. CI1aObIM 3BEHOM JTaHHON CHCTEMBI CIEAYEeT CIUTATh yUeT Pe3yJib-
TaTOB MPOBEPKHU, KOTOPBIM HE pacrojaracT He0OXOAMMOM HarIIJHOCTHIO: M3Y4YEHHUE KIACCHBIX KypHAJIOB AJISl OIpe-
JIENICHNS] ANHAMUKHY y4eObl OTJCIBHOTO LIKOJBbHUKA WM KIACCHOTO KOJNJIEKTHBA B IIEJIOM IIPEICTaBISICTCS KpaiiHe
TPYZLOEMKHUM MPOLIECCOM.

— HH3Kas MPO3pPaYHOCTh OTUYETHOMN IOKYMEHTALIUH.

Takum 00pa3oM, aHAIM3UPYST OCHOBBI CUCTEM OLIEHMBaHHS, Mbl MOXKEM BBISIBUTH YETHIPE KIIOUEBBIX (aKkTopa,
KOTOpBIE BIIMSIOT Ha XapaKTep CHUCTEMBI OLEHKU: 00bEeM OLIEHKH, OTHOIICHHS YYUTEIs M YYeHHKa, OTHOIICHHE
YUEHHKa K U3y4aeMOMY MPEIMETY ¥ HAJIMYMe UHCTPYMEHTOB, HEOOXOAMMBIX JUIS YIIPaBJICHHs IPOLECCOM 00yYEHUsI.
Ananm3upyst paboTy Y4EHBIX B 3TOH 00JIaCTH, MBI NPHILIM K BBIBOJY, YTO HOBas MOJENb OLEHKH JIOJDKHA MMETh
MIOJIOXKUTEIBHOE COYeTaHne OOBEKTHBHOM OIEeHKU ((opmupylomasi OleHKa) ¥ OCHOBAaHHOM Ha KPUTEPHSX ISATH-
0aJUTbHOM OLIEHKH (MTOTOBast OLIEHKA).

HccnenoBanus, MpoBOAMMBIE B paMKaX CHCTEM OLIEHUBAHHS M KOHTPOJIS, TIO3BOJISIOT CIIENATh BHIBOJ O TOM, 4TO
yYCTpaHEHNE HEAOCTATKOB CHCTEMBI OLIEHMBAHMS IO MATHOAIBHOW IIKane CleAyeT MPOBOJUTH IIyTeM BHEIPEHMS
CHCTEMbI OLICHHBAHMS, OCHOBAHHOHN Ha KPUTEPHSIX OLEHMBAHHS. AKTyaJIbHOCTh HEPECMOTpA MPOIIECCa OLCHUBAHMS
OCHOBaHa Ha €IMHOM MOAXOE K OLICHUBAHUIO U OLIEHKE JOCTHKEHHH YJaIlNXCs C IENbI0 TOCTHKEHNS COBPEMEHHBIX
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00pa30oBaTeNnbHBIX LeJiel, OBBIICHNS YPOBHS 00pa30BaHUs B COOTBETCTBHM C MEXKAYyHapOIAHBIMH CTaHIAPTAMU H
TpeOOBAaHMSAMH K Ka4eCTBY 00pa3oBaHus, 00eCTieueHIsI TOYHOCTH PE3yIbTaTOB 00YUEeHHS M KOHKYPEHTOCTIOCOOHOCTH
BBIITYCKHUKOB Ka3aXCTaHCKHX LIKOJ 32 PyOeKoM.

KiioueBble cioBa: OLICHUBAHUE, UCTOPUA OLUCHUBAHMA, HﬂTH6aHbHO€ OILICHMBAHUEC, KPUTCPHUAJIBHOC OLCHU-
BaHHE.
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