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Onasko H. Rating Assessment of Student Learning in Modular Training (Late

Twentieth Century)
The article deals with the question of organization of rating control of educational-

cognitive activity of students of domestic higher educational institutions of the end of the
twentieth century in the conditions of modular training. Attention is paid to advantages
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(stimulation of self-dependent work of students, definition of individual pace of mastering,
forms of mastering information) and disadvantages (increase of the time to check written
tasks), which were characterized by scientists of this period. Types of a rating, which were
used at an estimation of students’ educational achievements, are defined. The first type meant
evaluation of all results of production, intermediate and total control of the knowledge in
marks and determination by the sum of them of each student’s rating during some period of
study; the second was limited by the results of weekly tests; the third was a system of credit
hours. The index of success was being determined by multiplying of the marks for each passed
course and number of credit hours. Experience of use of rating control of such Ukrainian
higher educational institutions as Slavic pedagogical Institute, Chernivetskyi University, Kyiv
National Economic University, Kyiv National University of Trade and Economics, Kyiv-
Mohyla Academy is elucidated. General principles of the rating system organization are
defined. They are evaluation of student’s work on each discipline in marks, by the sum of
which the rating was defined; conducting of the account of current student’s work that was
reflected in a total estimation; the account of complexity of the discipline in the curriculum,
called as a powerful factor (a complexity multiplier); various kinds of control; summarizing
of marks after a semester, all period of education; definition of student’s rating for the certain
period as average arithmetic, considering a rating of each discipline after which there was a
credit or exam; granting of possibility to transfer of the got marks in an usual system of
estimations; definition and promulgation ranging of students’ rating. A place of test check at
module-rating system of education is defined.

Key words: control, modular training, block technology, rating, testing, educational-
cognitive activity.


