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Purpose

What? Why?

 SABER - Student Assessment * Apply to READ countries to

— Evidence-based tool for determine where their
benchmarking student assessment systems are strong,
assessment policies and and where they are in need of
systems around the world improvement

* Create baseline (2009) for
tracking progress under READ

SABER System Assessment and Benchmarking for Education Resulfs
“s = ch-t @ £2 l;;'*. £ hutofa — ~ sw"



http://go.worldbank.org/NK2EK7MKV0
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Indicator Data Collection

2011 QUESTIOMNMNAIRE

Survey of Student Assessment Systems

National Large-Scale Assessment

[Mame of country or education
system]

[Date of data collection]

SYSTEM AND

FOR EDUCATION RESULTS

The World Bank

Human Development Network

SABER-5A f National Large-Scale Assestment

Please answer oll remaining questions with respect to the assessment indicated in question 4.

5. Does the ystem have a palicy izes the large-scale aszessment program?

, infarmal or draft policy
. [ Mo Gotto question §

Comments:
6. Plenze provide the follawing information on the policy that autharizes the large-zcal
program:

Official document citation:
Authorizing body;
Year of sutharization:

Please provide tha fink or ottach a capy of the palicy with your submission of the compivted questionnain.

Comments:

7. Isthe policy identified in question & available to the public?

B. Does the national/system’s government hawe a large-scale assessment plan for the coming years or
future azsessment rounds?

a [ ] Yes
b. [ ] No-* Goto question 10

Bleass provide the link or ottach o capy af the plan with your izsion of the completed 5

Comments:




Benchmarking Rubrics

KYRGYZ REPUBLIC

National Large-Scale Assessment (NLSA)
Rubric

LATENT ESTABLISHED CUTTING-EDGE
Absence of, or deviation Acceptable minimum Best practice JUSTIFICATION
from, the attribute standard

(Q3_III) No NLSA exercise has taken [(Q3_IIl) The NLSA has been o ' 3 is able pro This optionfdoas not apply to this The Kyrgyz Republic has been conducting NLSAs
a

on an irregular basis. {0 1_ imension. on an irregular basis and those that were

conducted were driven by donor agencies (MLA
with UNICEF funding, and two rounds of NSBA
with WB funding).




Overall Score, Development Level for
Each Assessment Type

Cutoff

(ulo 1 1.75 2_50 3.25 4
points : ; i

with fixed
intervals 0.75 0.75 0.75 0.75

1.5 20 225 275 3.0 35
et 1.75+0.25 2.50 +0.25 3.25+0.25

P




Validated Country Summary Report

SABER System Assessment and Benchmarking for Education Resulfs

Student Assessment System
Country Report

KYRGYZ REPUBLIC 2009 Baseline Level of

(before the READ program) Development

LEVEL OF

i gamtiadiS POSSIBLE NEXT STEPS

* Thars is among kay s of tha of
dassroom essessmert and the urgent need to strangthen ewsting
practices (Which ars very weak) in ordsr o bstter support studsrt lsaming

* Thate 50 1 recognition of the need to irtroduce mechanisns 1o b
ensurs tha quaity of classroom assessment practices.

ot

« Farmalizing,

and  making

*While such mechanisms hove been plloted in some repens of the
country with #19 support of donor-tunded projects, thers 15 a need fo
instituticnalize these mecharisms ot the system level

v alable

= The examinstion system Nas been cperdng on & reguar basis under
he Crowsions approved by the govemment of the Kyrpyz Republic

v of the new
aking pubhicty aval able
quaity technicad report on the
and conduct, and irtroducin
ystemahc qualty cortrol mechansm
such a5 irtsmal and exfarma rav
* Efforts Lo improve the examnation system have been welcomed by ouckt

varlous steketolders, includng the lesderstip In charge of the
xamingions

* As the currert examingtion system i based on Saviet princples, €is in
he process of being refarmiad to Detter dign with the dem ands of the Free-
manket conumy

*Montoring the quaty and squity
- e aminatior:
ty funding mdapandant research on ther
mpact or creating @ pemonent oversight

W Ihe SUppOr Of donar agencies. Thiss NLSAS Meas L perfrmance o, ensunng gular
egainst nakaral cumcuundeaming standards nundng  to e

= y SAs 2 manert NLSA
* Thare 1 & SE10NQ SMKr Lo enaure Mo qually of NLSAS I cugh vanous “pe-jpracizirmr) 4 guicmiltivcie

mechaname, Includng pretesting a8 well ot ¥aring st who ae

SA Setvibes
conductng statistical ansysn LSA actwit

« Bulang capacity 10 ens ure the quality of
futire N twites by, % examgle
offenl oppanuni es to prepars
NAMIAuAL 1o wrk 00 the NLSA,

oPOlicy Mskers Nave Lsed Iha NLSA resulls % modly aspects of he
ASSESIM SSUCion System, Ncludng cuTicuum &g sssessment
A)

* The Kyrgy2 Reputiic has pamogatsd in two rounds of PISA and met ail
tochiucal standerds fequired to have its cals resented In Tie main
daplays of the Intemataral repert

o Wtnin Ihe Kyrgyz Republic, rasults and intormabion were presentad in a
consdl sated NEtON report end dSlrbuted 1o Key B30Sion mekers end
schoots

« Buldng capacity In ths Kyrgyz Reputiy
ary out ILSA actvibes by offenng
n)  irternational

stendng  irtsrnationat
*The Kyrgys Republic has not, however, taken concrede steps 1o workshaps or franng on irternghonal
participite In any dhér ILSAS 0 e next Ive years and thers 1S no polcy | BEISEMENts
dicument M aodresses paicipation i Iturs ILSAS

INTERNA TIONAL
LARGE-SCA

«Buldng policymaker irtere
support for, pamicpation in ture 1L
mforming  them  and  cther
sholders (meda educators
its and anal and ther p
practical mphcations
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READ Baseline (2009) Ratings

- Classroom Examinations

Republic

Mozambique

Tajikistan

Vietnam




READ Baseline (2009) Ratings
Classroom Assessment

Classroom

Angola

Kyrgyz
Republic

Mozambique

Tajikistan

Vietham



Classroom Assessment Development
Levels

Angola
Mozambique
Tajikistan
Vietnam
Zambia

Ethiopia
Kyrgyz Republic

No system-
wide
institutional
capacity.

Weak system-
wide
institutional
capacity.

‘Strong system-

‘Some/sufﬁcient

system-wide
institutional
capacity.

wide
institutional
capacity to
support and
ensure quality
of classroom
assessment
practices.



Classroom Assessment Development
Levels

Ethiopia
Kyrgyz Republic

No system- *No formal guidelines at system (or sub-system) level
wide *Limited use of classroom assessment information
institutional *No system-wide resources for teachers, monitoring of
capacity. practices, training



Classroom Assessment Development
Levels

Angola
Mozambique
Tajikistan
Vietnam
Zambia
Weak system- *System-level guidelines
W'd.e . *Some system-wide resources,
institutional . .
) training
capacity.

*Teacher, curriculum gquality
issues

*Limited oversight, uses



READ Baseline (2009) Ratings
Examinations

Classroom Examinations

Angola

Ethiopia

Kyrgyz
Republic

Mozambique

Tajikistan

Vietham

Zambia




Examinations
Development Levels

Angola EthioPia

Kyrgyz Republic ~ Zambia ‘Stable

Mozambique standardized

Tajikistan ‘Stable exam of high

Vietham standardized exam  quality;

of acceptable institutional
Partially stable quality; limited capacity and
standardized monitoring strong
exam, typically of mechanisms. monitoring
poor quality. mechanisms.
@)
No

standardized
exam.



Examinations
Development Levels

Angola
Kyrgyz Republic
Mozambique

Tajikistan
Vietham
—
*Limited national polic
pially stable framework and qudin .
standardized 5
exam, typically of *Separate school leaving,
poor quality. ~= university entrance exams
*Credibility and security issues
®Inappropriate uses of results
— *Limited options for those not

doing well



Examinations
Development Levels

Ethiopia
Zambia

‘ *National policy
Stable framework, fundin
standardized exa ’ 8

of acceptable *Unified exam aligned
quality; limited with national

monitoring curriculum
mechanisms. *Technical quality
reporting
— *Credible

*Options for those not
doing well



READ Baseline (2009) Ratings
National Large-Scale Assessment

NLSA

Angola

Kyrgyz
Republic

Mozambique

Tajikistan

Vietham



National Large-Scale Assessment

Development Levels

Ethiopia

Kyrgyz Republic ‘Stable NLSA

Mozambique .

: of high
Vletn?m ‘Stable NLSA quality in
Zambia of moderate place;
quality in information
Angola Unstable NLSA  place; effectively
Tajikistan in place; information used.
assessment disseminated,
° | quality and but not used
No NLSA in impact weak.  effectively.

place.



National Large-Scale Assessment
Development Levels

Angola
Tajikistan

.No NLSA in *No NLSA (some provincial activity), but

place. acknowledgment that it is necessary



National Large-Scale Assessment
Development Levels

Ethiopia

Kyrgyz Republic
Mozambique
Vietnam
Zambia

Unstable NLSA
in place;
assessment
quality and
impact weak.

*NLSA operating with donor support,
no policy framework (except Zambia)

*Need for staff training/learning,
quality assurance

*Results not well disseminated or used



READ Baseline (2009) Ratings
International Large-Scale Assessment

ILSA

Angola

Kyrgyz
Republic

Mozambique

Tajikistan

Vietham




International Large-Scale Assessment
Development Levels

Kyrgyz Republic ‘Stab|e

Mozambique ‘ participation
Zambia More or less in ILSA.
stable Information
_ ol participation effectively
Angola Participation in ILSA.
: used to
Ethiopia in ILSA .
o o improve
Tajikistan initiated. ,
: education.
Vietham

No history of
participation in
ILSA .



International Large-Scale Assessment

Development Levels
Angola
Ethiopia
Tajikistan
Vietham
No history of *No previous activity
participation in

®Interest in participating in ILSA in next
few years, but no concrete plans

an ILSA .



International Large-Scale Assessment
Development Levels

Kyrgyz Republic
Mozambique
Zambia

Participation in

ILSA initiated. *PISA 2006, 2009
*SACMEQ_I, 11, Il plus plans for
future

*Often donor funded
*Limited use of results to inform
decision making



SABER system Assessment and Benchmarking for Education Results

Overview

* Introduction to benchmarking exercise
 Summary baseline (2009) report for READ countries
— Classroom assessment
— Examinations
— National large-scale assessment
— International large-scale assessment
* Next steps



READ Baseline (2009) Ratings
Country Focus under READ




Conclusion

* Countries mainly at stage, but
variation within and across countries

— Examinations the most developed assessment
type, ILSA the least

— Countries can learn from one another

* Next steps driven by
— Benchmarking results
— Country needs and priorities



Thank you!

SABER - Student Assessment
Benchmarking Results for READ Countries

SABER - Student Assessment Core Team
Marguerite Clarke, mclarke2 @worldbank.org
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in collaboration with READ Country Teams and TTLs



