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AHHOTaI_[I/IﬂZ HGJIBIO CTaTbHU SABJIACTCA aHAIMW3 CYIICCTBYIOIUX IMOAXOJ0B K OLICHKE KAa4CCTBaA 3HAHUH B BY3¢C,
BBISIBJICHUE HX JAOCTOMHCTB W HEAOCTATKOB. ABTOp OTMCYACT AKTYAJIbHOCTH IIOJTYYCHUS 00BEKTUBHONI
I/IH(bOpMaI_[I/II/I O COCTOsHHHN KadeCTBa 06p8.30BaTeJ'II:>HOFO nponecca U IIOMCKa CpCIACTB, O6€CH€‘IHB&I-OI.HI/IX
s dekTHBHOE ynpaBiieHHe ero kadectBoM. OOpaiaeTcss BHUMaHHE HA TO, YTO TaKUM CPEJICTBOM MOXKET CTaTh
MOHUTOPHHI', TaK KaK OH HNPCAOCTABIIACT HMIMPOKHUEC BO3MOKHOCTU IJIA YIPABJICHUSA KaUCCTBOM o6pa3013aH1/1;1,
IMpu4YeM UMCHHO HGI{&FOI‘I/I‘-I@CKI/II;'I MOHHUTOPHHT, BKJIIO‘-IaIOHII/Iﬁ I[I/II[aKTI/I‘ICCKI/Iﬁ M BOCIIUTATEIbHBINA YJIIEMEHTEL.
B cratne npeaACTaBJICHbI PA3JIMYHBIC TPAKTOBKH IIOHATHUSA <<O6p330B8.T€J'ILHLIfI MOHHUTOPHHI. BLII[GJ'I@HLI
OCHOBHBIC MCTOJABI NEAArOrM4€CKOro MOHMUTOpPHHIa, JOCTOMHCTBA U HEAOCTATKU TCCTHUPOBAHUA, HOpT(bOJII/IO u
peﬁTHHFOBOﬁ CUCTCMBbI yuCTa y‘le6HI>IX )IOCTI/I)KGHI/II‘/'I yqalmuxcda Kak METOAOB MMEAarorndeCKOoro MOHUTOPUHTIA.
[IpoBeneHHBI aHATM3 MOXET CIIOCOOCTBOBATh ONTUMAIBHOMY BBIOOPY METOJOB OIGHKH KavecTBa
O6p8.30BaTCJ'II>HOFO mpounecca.

Annotation:  The purpose of this article is to analyze existing approaches to assessing the quality of knowledge
at a university, to identify their advantages and disadvantages. The author notes the relevance of obtaining
objective information about the state of the quality of the educational process and the search for means to ensure
effective management of its quality. Attention is drawn to the fact that monitoring can become such a means,
since it provides ample opportunities for managing the quality of education, and it is pedagogical monitoring,
which includes didactic and educational elements. The article presents various interpretations of the concept of
«educational monitoring». The main methods of pedagogical monitoring are highlighted, the advantages and
disadvantages of testing, portfolio and rating system of accounting for educational achievements of students as
methods of pedagogical monitoring are revealed. The analysis carried out can contribute to the optimal choice of
methods for assessing the quality of the educational process.
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