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To Avoid Jumping from the Fire Pan into Fire:
Recommendations on Assessing Primary
Students’ Academic Ability

HAU Kit-tai
(Abstract)

In a recent review of the 9-year compulsory education, the
Board of Education recommended the adoption of an
Academic Ability Assessment (AAA) to replace the present
Academic Aptitude Test (AAT) in the allocation of primary
students to secondary schools. We agree that the coaching
on the AAT using low quality exercise is undesirable but the
idea of using AAA to guide the primary school curriculum
is also detrimental. It is argued that there is no ideal
question type and that the AAT may lead to intensive
coaching on a very narrow and limited syllabus, which
cannot reflect the great varieties of more important
educational goals and objectives. On the assumption that an
academic achievement based test will replace the existing
aptitude test, we review relevant educational reforms in
Hong Kong and other countries and propose some useful
strategies that we should consider. This includes the
implementation of the matrix sampling design in which
students within a school are tested with different sets of
questions, so that a much wider range of content and
question types (e.g., oral examination) can be used.
Furthermore, we believe that the moderation examination
(i.e., the AAT or AAA) should limit its function to
moderation and should have a minimum interference on
school teaching. Thus, for schools with stable quality of
student output, which are the majority, we should also
consider assessing these schools once every few years.
These strategies are statistically valid and in line with
school based examination, performance type assessment,

Target Oriented Curriculum and other educational reforms.
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