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Hamri cmocTepeskeHHs Ta pe3yidbTaTH AOCTIIKEHb BUYCHHX TEPEKOHINBO
3aCBIAYYIOTh, III0 B YMOBaX MOYATKOBOI IIKOJIU MOKHA 3HAYHO 30UIBIIMTH MPUPICT
BCIX (I3MYHUX SAKOCTEM B YYHIB MNUISXOM 30UIBIICHHS HA 3aHATTSIX dYacy 1
o0csAary 3aco0iB. Y CHIITHOMY PO3BUTKY (PI3UYHUX SKOCTEH y MOJIOAIIMX IIKOJSPIB
COpUSATHUME  HASABHICTh Y HHUX IHTEpECy [0 BHUKOHAHHS pI3HUX BIpPAB, TOMY
nejaroraM HeOOX1THO SIKOMOTa OUTbINE YPI3HOMAHITHUTH 3aCO0HM, METOU 1 hopMH
miei poborn. Ha Ham mnorisa, J0CuTh €PEeKTUBHUM 3ac000M  KOMILJIEKCHOTO
BJOCKOHANICHHA (DI3MYHUX SIKOCTEH € PYXJIMBI IrpH, SIKI MOXYTh OYTH 3aCTOCOBaH1
SK Ha ypokax 3 (h13M4HOI KyJIbTYpH, TakK 1 B M03aypOYHUIl Hac.

OTxe, BceOlUHa ¢bi3uyHa MIATOTOBKA MOJIOAIIOTO HIKOJIApA
MOBUHHA TIepen0avyaT JOCSITHEHHS ONTUMAIBLHOTO PIBHS 1 TAPMOHIHHOTO PO3BUTKY
CHJIH, IIIBUJKOCT1, BUTPUBAJIOCT1, CIPUTHOCT1, THYYKOCTI.
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COMPETENCY-BASED APPROACH TO EVALUATION
OF STUDENTS’ HISTORICAL ACHIEVEMENTS

The introduction of competency-based teaching of history imposes certain
requirements on the control and evaluation of students’ learning activities, in
particular such as objectivity; systematicity; independence of the student while
performing the task, taking into account individual characteristics, encouraging
students to improve their learning outcomes.

Thematic examination and evaluation of students’ subject competencies in
history should be mandatory, making thematic evaluations only on current grades
calls into question the logical completion of the learning process, as it does not

11



306ipHuK Te3 qonosineil MikHAPOAHOI HAYKOBO-TIPAKTHYHOI KOH(pepeHIil
«AKTyaJIbHi IP00JIeMH HAYKH, OCBiTH Ta TeXHOJIOTiii: Mpo0JjeMH, TeHIeHIIii, HAPSIMH»

allow to correlate learning outcomes with planned goals, makes it impossible to
correct students’ knowledge and skills [1].

The main functions of control and evaluation of students’ academic
achievements in history in terms of competency-based learning include:
1) motivational — stimulating the student’s learning activities and its continuation;
2) diagnostic — indicating the reasons for certain learning outcomes of the student;
3) educational — forming self-awareness and adequate self-assessment of the
student’s educational activities; 4) informational — informing about the degree of
success of the student in achieving educational standards, mastery of knowledge,
skills and methods of activity, development of abilities; 5) indicative — directing the
student to eliminate certain gaps in knowledge [2; 3].

The introduction of competency-based approach to the organization of control
activities, according to the methodologists [1-5], should be based on the following
principles:

1) the educational goals of each lesson should be formulated in accordance with
the curriculum requirements for general education of students in subject
competencies;

2) the teacher should systematically use techniques aimed at students’
awareness of the competency components of educational goals, emphasizing the
expected results of the lesson and the results achieved,

3) each lesson should use a system of exercises for the formation of subject
competencies in accordance with the educational purpose;

4) from lesson to lesson exercises for the formation of a certain subject
competency should be complicated, deepening and improving the skills of students;

5) control tasks should be created in accordance with the curriculum
requirements for the tasks aiming at the development of subject competencies;

6) corrective work should be as individualized as possible and provide for the
improvement of the skills of each individual student in a particular subject
competency, which is not formed,;

7) it is appropriate to take into account the results individually in each lesson in
accordance with the subject competencies, when setting the thematic score, it is
necessary to take into account the grades for all subject competencies.

According to K. Bakhanov [5], competency-based approach to evaluation of
students’ learning achievements in history, provides a clearer definition of the range
of intellectual and special skills and, accordingly, the development of a system of
tasks aimed at their development. Such tasks can be used during teaching and
thematic evaluation, their independent implementation by the student will determine
and evaluate the level of his/her learning achievements. The researcher combined
such tasks into six groups, each of which is aimed at identifying in students the level
of general intellectual skills (highlight the main ideas, analyze, summarize, etc.),
completeness, depth and system of knowledge, gaining experience of creative
activity; ability to navigate in time (localize historical events in time); ability to
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navigate in historical space (localize events in space); ability to compare historical
phenomena, events and people, to identify changes that have occurred; ability to
identify cause-and-effect relationships between historical events, phenomena and
processes; ability to analyze historical sources.
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iMeH1 iBaHa dpaHKa

PO3BUTOK Y JITENX JOMKIJIBHOI'O BIKY YUTAIILKUX HABUYOK
3ACOBAMU CYYACHUX TEXHOJIOI'I1 PAHHBOI'O PO3BUTKY

OnHMM 3 OCHOBHUX 3aBJaHb CyYaCHOrO 3aKjiaay JOIIKUIBHOI OCBITH — €
PI3HOOIYHUI PO3BUTOK AWTHHM, il TaJlaHTIB, 3A10HOCTEW, KOMIIETEHTHOCTEH Ta
HACKPI3HUX yYMiHb, (DOPMYBAHHS I[IHHOCTEH, PO3BUTOK CAMOCTIMHOCTI, TBOPYOCTI Ta

13



