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General 
 

 

 
 
 

The purpose of this Assessment Policy is to set forth methods and 
techniques for assessing students’ knowledge and skills, and to set out the 
rights, duties and responsibilities of all participants of the educational process 
with regard to assessment at different stages of the educational  process. 

 
The ISHU Administration undertakes to provide all necessary facilities 

for the implementation of the Criteria-based Assessment Policy in the IB 
Programme, including control over compliance with the Policy during training 
and summative assessments. 

 
The ISHU Administration guarantees the availability of this Assessment 

Policy and transparency of the assessment criteria and results of all types of 
control to all participants of the educational process on the School’s website 
and in the ManageBаc system. 

 
The Criteria-based Assessment Policy was developed by the Assessment 

Policy Drafting Committee led by the MYP Coordinator and comprised of the 
ISHU Administration, heads of subject areas, Personal Project leader, ATL 
leader and a representative of parents. The draft of the Criteria-based 
Assessment Policy was discussed with ISHU  teachers. 

 
The Drafting Committee reserves the right to amend this Assessment 

Policy to optimize the educational process and incorporate any developments 
in teaching practices. 

 
This Policy shall be revised at least once every year to optimize the 

educational process and incorporate any developments in teaching  practices. 

This  Assessment  Policy  is  an  integral  part  of  the  educational 
process in the International Baccalaureate (IB) Programme.  It is 
consistent   with   the   ISHU   Charter,   the   IB   Mission   and   other 
policies, such as the Language Policy, the Academic Honesty Policy, 
and the Special Educational Needs Policy. 
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Criteria-Based Assessment 
 
1. Assessment of the educational progress in the IB system is criteria-based. A 

criteria-based system allows for a fair and comprehensive assessment of the 
students’ subject and ATL development results; provides a framework for 
interrelated control and assessment activities of all students; helps promote 
their learning, research and creative potential; enhances motivation for 
learning; helps students be more independent and self-directed in dealing 
with information flows; and improves the fairness and validity   of 
assessment of both interim and final achievements. 

 
2. The assessment criteria are transparent and shall be pre-communicated to 

all participants of the educational process (teachers, students, parents and 
ISHU Administration). 

 
3. The ISHU Administration ensures that assessments performed by    the  

School will be standardized and the assessment criteria will be consistently 
understood by all teachers in all subject areas. To this end, the teaching staff 
undertake to take part in meetings of subject group departments, identify 
uniform assessment criteria and attainment levels, and attend professional 
workshops. Standardization done quarterly throughout the academic year 
contributes to the consistency of ongoing and final assessments    and  
uniform understanding of students’ achievements and IB learning goals and 
objectives for subjects and ATL. 

 
4. Assessment may be ongoing (formative) and final (summative). Each task in 

both summative and formative assessments shall enable students to 
demonstrate subject and ATL skills to the highest degree possible with 
respect to all the criteria being assessed in a particular educational unit. 

 
5. The criteria-based grading scale ranges from 0 to 8 for each group of 

criteria in accordance with the IB requirements. 
 

Formative Assessment 
 
1. Formative assessment is an integral part of the IB educational process.  

2. The teacher shall ensure that students are prepared for the final summative 

assessment by performing ongoing formative assessments throughout a unit.  

3. Ongoing assessment is supportive in nature and does not influence the IB final 

assessment. The purpose of ongoing assessment is to prepare students for the 

successful completion of the final task.   

4. The required number of formative assessments is determined by the teacher. 

The teacher shall offer at least two formative tasks within one unit. This will 

give students an early understanding of what is necessary and sufficient for 

the final summative task and will allow the teacher to measure a degree to 

which the student is prepared to complete it. The results of the formative 



5  

assessment shall be communicated to students and their parents.  

5. Formative assessment may take various formats, depending on the subject and 

tasks. Possible formats of formative assessment include (but are not limited 

to) the following:  

 completion percentage (0-100%) 

 assessment rubrics (a school standard rubric contains 5 assessment 

parameters with 4 levels of achievement, that is, 0-4 points for each 

parameter) 

 preliminary assessment by all or some criteria included in the module 

summative assessment task (preliminary assessment of a likely level of 

achievement, 0-8 points, basing on the task-specific criteria 

clarification, developed for the module summative assessment) 

 teacher’s oral / written review of the student’s performance; the 

review is based on the task-specific criteria clarification, developed for 

the module summative assessment 

6.  Depending on who collects information and assesses the level of 

achievement, formative assessment falls into one of the following categories: 

 students’ self-assessment followed by a teacher’s review as to the 

results’ degree of objectivity  

 peer assessment by students followed by a teacher’s review as to the 

results’ degree of objectivity  

 teacher’ assessment 

7. In case of using criteria for formative assessment, the assessment criteria and 

achievement descriptors for each of the grading scales are based on the IB 

subject area guides (see paragraph 2).  

8. The nature of the task suggested to a student as a formative assessment is 

determined by a teacher in accordance with the subject area, educational unit, 

level and acquired knowledge and skills.  

9. Methods of collecting information used during the process of formative 

assessment used in the MYP will be varied in design and cover a broad range 

of learning and communication styles. Formative assessment informs teaching 

and learning as well as allows for differentiation.  

10. Methods of collecting information for formative assessment include (but are 

not limited to):  

 observation (of expressions, behaviour, attitudes etc.) 

 questioning 

 creative written pieces (essays, stories, posters etc.) 

 oral responses (presentations, monologues, dialogue, 

discussion etc.) 

 projects  

 debates  

 quizzes  

 investigations  

 experiments  

 physical skills  

 performances 
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 process journals 

 portfolio 

 tests  

 

 

11. Students are strongly recommended to complete all ongoing formative 

assessment tasks; otherwise, they might not be able to meet the required 

standards in their summative assessment tasks.  

12. If a student fails to complete any of the formative assessment tasks for any 

reason, including due to being absent from the school on the assessment day, 

the teacher will, in consultation with the student, allocate additional time for 

the completion of the outstanding formative assessment task.  

13. The teacher shall document formative assessment results in the student’s 

record book and the subject class register in accordance with the school 

standard format.  

14. One type of formative assessment is an interim assessment (once an academic 

quarter) of subject-specific results of learning outcomes. This assessment 

enables to abide by periodicity and norms of assessment in accordance with 

Federal State Educational Standards of the Russian Federation. It also helps to 

correct the educational process and to inform students and their parents 

about progress made in each subject area.  

15. Assessment of subject-specific progress is implemented in accordance with 

the following procedure:  

 subject-specific progress is assessed considering results based on a 

final assessment task that is completed within topic module/modules 

conducted during the term;  

 the final grade at the end of a teaching period (an academic quarter) is 

total score based on one, two, three or four criteria of a subject area (8-

point scale) assessed within MYYP unit / units for a term;  

 total amount of points shall make 8, 16, 24 or 32, depending on the 

number of criteria assessed during the term.  

 a grade based on a five-point scale in accordance with the national 

standards that is recorded on the student term progress report is 

calculated automatically based on the conversion table of criteria- 

based levels of achievement into Russian end-of-the-term grades.  
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Conversion Table: Level of Achievement into Russian End-of-the-term 
Grade 

 
Number of 

criteria 
assessed 

within the 
term 

Maximum 
level of 

achieveme 
nt 

 

Russian End-of-the-term Grade (maximum 5) 

“2” “3” “4” “5” 

1 8 1-2 3 4-5 6-8 

2 16 1-4 5-6 7-11 12-16 

3 24 1-6 7-10 11-17 18-24 

4 32 1-9 10-14 15-23 24-32 

 
Summative Assessment 

 
1. Summative assessment is intended to determine the level of knowledge 

and skills upon completion of an educational unit and it is implemented in 
accordance with the subject area criteria (usually once or twice an 
academic term). 

 
2. The nature of the task suggested to a student as a summative assessment 

is determined by the teacher in accordance with the subject area, 
educational unit, level and acquired knowledge, skills. 

 
3. Summative assessment is criteria-based. Assessment criteria shall be 

known to all participants of the educational process (teacher, student, 
parents and administrators), timely posted in the ManageBac system 
and/or distributed to students on or before the beginning of each new 
unit. Students should understand the descriptions of levels of 
achievement corresponding to each grade on the grading scale. Points of 
all criteria are summarized while evaluating the results of summative 
assessment. Assessment criteria are defined in accordance with the IB 
subject area guides and adapted to the student’s age and level of 
proficiency in the language of instruction for the subject. 

 
4. Subject-specific and final task-specific assessment criteria are discussed 

by teachers within the subject area unit with the support from IB 
Coordinator and shall consider goals and objectives for the given subject 
area defined both in the IB school system and in the Russian education 
system. 

 
5. Summative assessment shall cover each of the criteria aspects / strands 

for a subject area at least two times per academic year. 
 

6. Final summative assessment works involving students’ oral presentations 
or demonstrations shall be recorded on video and kept by the school. 

 
7. Summative assessment works are scheduled by the school administration 

team. Students may complete up to two summative assessment works per 
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day. All summative assessment works shall be performed no later than 
one week prior to the completion of an educational unit. 

 
8. Additional summative assessments are scheduled by the teacher and the 

school administration team. 
 

9. Summative assessment works are compulsory for all students. Resitting 
or retaking final summative assessments shall not be allowed. 

 
10. If a student is absent on the day of a final summative assessment for a 

valid reason, the teacher shall provide the student with reasonable time 
to complete it. 

11. For the purposes of standardization of assessment, the following 
procedure is applied: 

 

 Teachers of each subject group department that consists of two or 
more teachers are sharing students’ tasks so that each of them could 
review each task. 

 If the subject group department is represented by a single teacher, the 
teacher can share the students’ tasks for review with a similar subject 
group department (for instance, the teacher of digital design can share 
the tasks with teachers of Maths and / or MYP Coordinator). 

 After reviewing the students’ tasks the teachers are discussing possible 
grades for each criterion by applying task-specific criteria, developed 
by a teacher that instructs the class. 

 In case a disagreement arises between the teachers, they can involve 
MYP Coordinator. 

 The final marks based on the criteria shall be the results of group 
discussion and substantiation of teachers’ opinions, and also be based 
on the data bank of final tasks performed by the students and 
accumulated by the School. 

 

Final MYP Mark 

1. The final MYP mark of subject-specific progress is implemented once an 
academic year, to the end of a teaching period (an academic year). 

 
2. The final MYP mark is a summation of all summative assessment results 

within an academic year (see Paragraph 4). 
 

3. The final MYP mark is criteria-based and is assessed based on all final tasks 
for IB MYP topic modules completed during the year. The procedure 
includes the evaluation of all subject group criteria in the range from 1 to 8 
points in accordance with the «best fit» method (the most relevant to the 
student’s achievements and considering progress made during an 
academic year). 

 
4. The student’s final achievement levels in all criteria of the subject group 

are summed up and the outcome is transformed into the final IB MYP grade 
in accordance with the official 1 to 7 scale. 

 
IB MYP Final Grade Boundaries 
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The table provides a means of converting the criterion levels total into a grade 
based on a scale of 1–7. 

 
 

Grade 
Boundary 
guidelines 

Descriptor 

 

1 

 

1–5 

Produces work of very limited quality. Conveys many significant 
misunderstandings or lacks understanding of most concepts and 
contexts. Very rarely demonstrates critical or creative thinking. Very 
inflexible, rarely using knowledge or skills. 

2 6–9 
Produces work of limited quality. Expresses misunderstandings or 
significant gaps in understanding for many concepts and    contexts. 

 
Infrequently demonstrates critical or creative thinking. Generally 
inflexible in the use of knowledge and skills, infrequently applying 
knowledge and skills. 

 
 

3 

 
 

10–14 

Produces work of an acceptable quality. Communicates basic 
understanding of many concepts and contexts, with occasionally 
significant misunderstandings or gaps. Begins to demonstrate some 
basic critical and creative thinking. Is often inflexible in the use of 
knowledge and skills, requiring support even in familiar classroom 
situations. 

 
 

4 

 
 

15–18 

Produces good-quality work. Communicates basic understanding of 
most concepts and contexts with few misunderstandings and minor 
gaps. Often demonstrates basic critical and creative thinking. Uses 
knowledge and skills with some flexibility in familiar classroom 
situations, but requires support in unfamiliar situations. 

 
 

5 

 
 

19–23 

Produces generally high-quality work. Communicates secure 
understanding of concepts and contexts. Demonstrates critical and 
creative thinking, sometimes with sophistication. Uses knowledge 
and skills in familiar classroom and real-world situations and, with 
support, some unfamiliar real-world situations. 

 
 

6 

 
 

24–27 

Produces high-quality, occasionally innovative work. Communicates 
extensive understanding of concepts and contexts. Demonstrates 
critical and creative thinking, frequently with sophistication. Uses 
knowledge and skills in familiar and unfamiliar classroom and real- 
world situations, often with independence. 
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28–32 

Produces high-quality, frequently innovative work. Communicates 
comprehensive,  nuanced  understanding  of  concepts   and 
contexts. Consistently demonstrates sophisticated critical and 
creative thinking. Frequently transfers knowledge and skills with 
independence and expertise in a variety of complex classroom and 
real-world situations. 

Source: MYP: From principles into practice p. 93 
 

4. The grade based on a five-point scale that is recorded on the student’s 
progress report is calculated automatically based on the conversion table 
of Final MYP grade into Russian End-of-the-year grade (maximum 5). 

 
Conversion table: Final MYP Grade into Russian End-of-the-year grade 

 

Final MYP Grade 1-2 3 4-5 6-7 

Russian End-of-the-year grade “2” “3” “4” “5” 

 

5. The result will include a final MYP grade and the teacher’s written 
comments indicating the student’s strengths and weaknesses and 
recommended next steps. 
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IB MYP Approaches to Learning / ATL 

1. Development of Approaches to Learning / ATL of a student is an 
inseparable part of the educational process. The process of developing 
Approaches to Learning is monitored continuously throughout an 
academic year. 

2. The formative assessment of IB Approaches to Learning for a training 
period is based on the ongoing monitoring over the entire training period 
(an academic term). 

 
3. The formative levels of achievement are discussed by all teachers during 

the horizontal meeting (a meeting of all teachers for an MYP year) in the 
presence of IB Coordinator. 

 
IB MYP Approaches to Learning are assessed following an established procedure. 

 
 There are 3 descriptive grades of ATL skills: Below Expectations; 

Meets Expectations; Exceed Expectations. 
 

 Every teacher marks students with descriptive grades for groups 
and clusters of ATL that have been developed during the term and 
fills in the interim assessment table of ATL results; 

 
 The teachers for each school year (“horizontal” teachers’ group) 

discuss at the meeting the results for the ATL clusters that are 
graded with two or more different descriptive grades and decide 
on final descriptive grades for each ATL cluster that have been 
developed in the current term. 

 
 Final descriptive grades are filled into the corresponding section of 

the Progress Report. 
 

Reporting the Results 
 

In ISHU, reporting the results of the educational process includes the following: 
 

1. ISHU’s website based on the ManageBac software which contains: 
 The IB MYP curriculum; 
 List of learning themes; 
 Final tasks for the reporting period with completion deadlines; 
 Assessment criteria; 
 Grading scale descriptors. 

 
2. Class register which contains: 

 Attendance data 
 Formative assessment results 
 Level of performance in homework assignments 
 Teacher’s comments 
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3. Student record books which contain: 

 Timetable 
 Homework assignments 
 Formative assessment results 
 Teacher’s comments 
 Teacher’s notes to parents 

 Information of scheduled school events (field trips, actions, 
performances, competitions, etc.) 

 
4. Student progress reports which contain: 

 End-of-the-term formative assessment results 
 End-of-the-year summative assessment results 
 ATL development results 
 Homeroom teacher’s comments 

 
5. Parent-teacher meetings which are scheduled regularly (at least once a 

term) to communicate any concerns (both teachers’ and parents’ ones) 
about educational process and develop an action plan to correct a student’s 
educational process. 

 

ISHU Final (Year 5) MYP Certification 

1. Certification upon the completion of the final (5) MYP Year in ISHU includes 
the following: 

 Russian Federation State Certificate in general education 
 MYP Certificate. 

 
2. The Russian Federation Certificate in general education is issued basing on 

the results of the Russian Federation State Exams. 
 

3. The MYP Certificate is issued basing on: 
 personal project grade (compulsory) 
 subject-specific e-Assessment MYP grades (optional); 

 
4. The completion of the Personal Project is compulsory for all students. Non- 

fulfilment of the Personal Project, as well as subject-specific exams failure, 
entails inability to get an IB MYP certificate. 

 

Personal Project 
1. The personal project is a self-directed inquiry which is an expression or 

an outcome of the students’ constructivist and holistic learning. It is 
produced over an extended period, completed during Year 5 of the MYP. 
It holds an important place in the MYP as the students explore the extent 
to which they have developed the IB learner profile attributes and those 
of the lifelong learners as mentioned in the IB mission statement. The 
inquiry draws upon their disciplinary knowledge, skills acquired through 
approaches to learning (ATL) and the awareness of the real-world context 
of learning through the global contexts. 

 The process of internal standardization will take place within the 
team of supervisors, the personal project coordinator and the MYP 
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coordinator to ensure that similar standards have been applied to 
all students. 

 Supervisors will then determine a profile of achievement for 
each student by determining the appropriate level for each 
criterion. The levels for each criterion must then be added 
together to give a criterion levels total for the personal project for 
each student. IB grade boundaries will then be applied to the criterion 
levels totals to decide the grade for each student. 

 
2. The personal project conference 

The MYP year 5 students are involved in the personal project conference at the 
end of their academic year. 
The key purpose of the exhibition is: 

 To provide a forum to the students to present the journey and the 
outcome of their self-driven inquiry. 

 Demonstrate their ATL skills, attitudes, strategies and knowledge 
developed in course of their extended period of inquiry 

 Demonstrate how the outcome of the inquiry cycle builds up or 
motivates thoughtful action. 

 The nature of the presentation will vary depending on the type of 
personal project. However, all personal projects will include a 
process Journal, a product/outcome and a report. 
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