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Name of study Date
Grade 9 Longi ﬁw%ﬁﬁ ﬁ%%@ 1996
ﬁ@,ﬁgism F@mggm A @m@g%msﬁ project — Grade 4 | E@,@,
wmmwwﬂm@ Wide ﬁam&%m \ w@qﬁmmﬁ Program — @wmm 3 |19
ﬁﬁmm@m:@ﬁ -~ @m@m@% L¢ arning %gwgmﬁgw — Grade 9 m@ 11 U;;M%? M@mmv 2004

Srade 3 Systemic ﬁéi@ygﬁg I | 2001 . |
Assessment Modelling In 2001, 2002 2003
M ; 'Quality — Grade 9 200z BT
‘Grade 6 m%mwmﬁma,mgﬁgmm@w.ﬁ - 0 MM@@%,
Grad . & Systemic | ?@?mﬁaﬁ ?mawg@mm&% 2005
Integrated ﬁ%hg@@s Programme Evaluation — G m% 3 % 6 | 2004, N@@@W N@@@
%igmﬁi,gg%mﬁﬁ?w,ﬁ%gﬁ% Project - ?g% 5 % 7 2004
WCED Assessment of Language and Mathematics Skills 3, 6 @@@@ %@ﬁ 2006
Limpopo DoE Reading Evaluation | 2006
ECED Baseline assessment in @wm&@ 3,6 &9 2002 - 2005
SACMEQ I - Grade 6 2001
TIMSS — Grade 8 (& 9) 1995, 1999, 2003
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Date

Grade 3 Systemic Evaluation II

,ﬁ@@%g Cape
Free State

2007, 2008, 2009

2007, 2008, 2009

MDoE Grade 4, 5, 6




