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Editorial
Steven Bakker
AEA Europe President

In this edition

Dear AEA-Europe members, colleagues and friends,

The Council

Introduction

Another newsletter, another opportunity to update you on the ways your Council is
trying to meet the ambitious goals we set for ourselves. Below is a selection of topics
that were discussed during Council meetings, and an important new initiative.

Conferences for three different years (Belfast 2011, Berlin 2012 and Paris 2013)
obviously take a considerable chunk out of our meetings, but there is much more
to be dealt with. We invest in a new generation of assessment specialist by running
the New Assessment Researcher award (check our website for opportunities to
nominate!), supporting the AEA-E doctoral network and giving discounts to student
members. We cater for the interests our existing members by investing in promotion
of good practice, offering professional development opportunities and advertising
job opportunities on our website. And we try to be more visible and attractive for
those who we haven’t reached yet. All this requires considerable effort and a full
Council. We are looking forward to welcoming a new Vice President/President-elect
and a new Council Member by November this year. Elections for these positions are
scheduled for, respectively, February and March/April, and at the time I’m writing
this, the opportunity to nominate is still open to all!
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Conferences
‘Looking back to Belfast with Berlin on my mind’ might be the summary of my
thoughts when writing this bit. I still vividly remember the many highlights of the
Belfast Conference – the many excellent presentations, the special atmosphere of
Queens, the warm welcome and the magnificent dinner in the glorious City Hall. My
positive feelings are confirmed by the feedback the Council received. But we also
learned that we underestimated the eagerness of our audience to sit in as many
sessions as possible, which led to overcrowded lecture rooms. A lesson for Berlin.
Berlin.... an intriguing city which has a rich and remarkable history where, with
the help of our host IQB, we secured a fantastic venue in the middle of the historic
centre and at a stone’s throw from the Brandenburger Tor: the Maritim hotel. With its
spacious halls and meeting rooms, comfortable sitting for all will be guaranteed.
Preparations started a year ago and are now reaching a new phase: populating the slots
in the scientific program. Key notes, all renowned experts in our field or related disciplines,
have been invited and will shed their light on the theme of this year, ‘Assessment Across
the Life Span’. Soon a call for papers, discussion groups and posters will go out.
Website
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Obviously an important instrument in allowing us to be seen and heard is our
website. In November last year we launched our new site, with its totally different
look-and-feel and much more functionality. We will, for instance, now be able to
manage all conference processes ourselves, including the registration of attendees
and receiving payments, which previously had to be outsourced to local agencies.
After some initial problems the site is now running well, and is worth a visit.

A new position
One domain where we feel we haven’t been doing as well as we should is
promoting our Association and attracting more assessment professionals
across Europe to our ranks. In fact, we have reached a situation of ‘dynamic
equilibrium’, where we lose as many members as we gain. This is why we decided
to invest in promotion and open up a position for a ‘Director of Promotion
and Communication’ who will support the Council in its efforts to increase the
membership and thereby the Association’s capacity to be ‘the association to which

assessment professionals throughout Europe look to for information, contacts and
career development’. Soon we will send out a call for expressions of interest for
this position to all members, so keep a close eye on your mail box!
Steven Bakker
AEA-Europe President
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AEA-Europe: From a first timer’s point of view…
By Bernadetta Brzyska, NFER, UK
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I have been a member of
AEA-Europe for a few years,
but had never had the chance
to participate in the annual
conference. I was lucky enough
to be accepted to present a
paper at the conference in Belfast
last November. Being my first
conference abroad, I was anxious
but excited - I had heard of
AEA-E’s reputation as a friendly
conference, with people travelling
from all over the world to attend.

What’s New

The conference was held at the
prestigious and beautifully built
Queens University campus. I
attended the pre-conference
workshop, which I would
recommend attending in the
future. As well as finding out in depth information on a particular assessment topic and the opportunity to discuss and share
opinions, the workshops were a nice way to get to know some people personally before the actual conference began – it made
learning names a little easier from the start!
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Over 200 delegates attended over the period of a few days. Officially opened by the Minister of Education, John O’Dowd, the
conference started with a packed programme. The timetable included many different paper and poster presentations as well as
some interesting key note speeches – all geared around the theme of the conference: ‘Assessment and Opportunity to Learn’. It was
difficult to choose which sessions to go to!
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The conference sessions were interspersed with social events: the introductory evening drinks were a great networking opportunity,
with a chance to talk to colleagues over a glass of wine and canapés. I particularly enjoyed the gala dinner, held at the magnificent
Belfast City Hall – the taxi driver didn’t believe us when we said that was where we were having dinner!
As a first-timer at AEA-Europe, I was amazed at the warmth and welcome from everyone – for some, it was a good way to catch
up with old assessment colleagues, for others it was a fantastic way to get some new contacts and share research ideas from across
the globe.
I recommend the conference to anyone interested in assessment and hope to see you all in Berlin in 2012!

Issue 8 - March 2012

News about the 2011 French national adult literacy
and numeracy assessment survey IVQ
Jean-Pierre Jeantheau
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Many countries throughout Europe have recently introduced large-scale assessment
programmes of different kinds, often modelled on PISA. France is not alone. But France
is unusual in that, as a result of negative experiences with participation in international
adult literacy surveys, the French government decided to launch its own programme of
adult literacy surveys. The programme, entitled Information et Vie Quotidienne (IVQ), or
‘Information and Daily Life’, is essentially concerned with the assessment of the kinds of
basic literacy and numeracy skills that adults require if they are to function adequately
in everyday society. Surveys are sample-based, focus on the 18-65 age group, and are
implemented by the National Institute for Statistics and Economic Studies (Institute National
de la Statistique et des Etudes Economiques, INSEE) in partnership with, among others, the
National Literacy Agency (Agence Nationale de Lutte Contre l’Illetrisme, ANLCI).
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The programme was launched in 2004 with a national survey and three regional surveys.
There then followed surveys in three of France’s overseas territories: Martinique in 2005,
Reunion Island in 2007 and Guadeloupe in 2008. In 2009 political decisions were taken
to repeat the national survey and to expand the programme to other regions. The national
survey was repeated in 2011, with parallel surveys in five metropolitan regions and in two
overseas territories (French Guyana and Reunion Island). In addition, in 2012, Mayotte
Island and French-speaking Belgium will also be joining the programme. Sampled adults
are questioned in their own homes by trained interviewers. In metropolitan France more
than 10 000 people were questioned and tested in each wave of surveys (main sample and
regional extensions), with around 1500 in each overseas territory.

The IVQ programme provides a wealth of information about the literacy levels of adults in
France and its overseas territories (and also now in French-speaking Belgium). In particular,
it estimates the number of illiterate people regionally and nationally, both in the population
at large and in different subpopulations (males and females, part-time workers, the prison
population among them). Numerous reports and articles have been published about the
programme and its findings (see below for a selection). The results are used by all the
partner organisations involved in fighting illiteracy, at national (illiteracy rates cited in the
law), regional (key elements in regional strategic plans) and local levels. The 2011/2012
surveys will provide a measure of any change in the situation since 2004, and in so doing
will assist in evaluating the effectiveness of initiatives that have been put in place in the
interim to counter illiteracy. This year (2012) will see the development of further crossborder cooperation in the assessment of low levels of literacy and numeracy, through a
collaborative European project involving the ANLCI and the University of Hamburg.
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The underpinning questionnaire is modular, comprising a biographical section and a number
of numeracy and literacy tests. On the basis of their responses to common short numeracy
and oral language modules interviewees are channelled to further short test modules that
vary in difficulty. An important feature of the IVQ programme is that a working definition of
“literacy” was agreed (in 2003) before the first survey was launched, as were the minimum
scores to be achieved on each of three test modules for an individual to be considered
literate: decoding ability, reading comprehension and writing (from simple dictation). Failure
to reach any one of the three thresholds identifies an individual as illiterate. Validation
studies have confirmed the appropriateness of the classification criteria.

More Information

Illettrisme: les chiffres. Lyon: ANLCI 2005. Online at http://www.anlci.gouv.fr/fileadmin/

Medias/PDF/EDITIONS/Les_chiffres_de_l_illettrisme.pdf. [English version available at
http://anlci.gouv.fr/fileadmin/Medias/PDF/Chiffres/Combien_version_GB.pdf]
Websites: www.anlci.fr and www.insee.fr
Contact jean-pierre.jeantheau@anlci.gouv.fr
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Public Understanding of Assessment Seminar Series
Professor John Gardner
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The context
The Minister of Education for England, Michael Gove, considers the examination system to be
discredited and has said changing it is one of his main priorities. However, a general lack of
understanding of assessment concepts and practices can potentially give rise to inappropriate
assessment policies, a lack of trust or even an unwarranted trust in examination systems
and outcomes, confusion about attainment standards and inappropriate use of assessment
information. It seems reasonable to propose, therefore, that a more developed understanding
of assessment processes and their outcomes would promote a more informed level of
interpretation and appropriate consequences. Contexts in which concepts such as reliability
and validity are hugely important, but perhaps not widely understood, include high-stakes
examinations that act as gatekeepers to higher education or employment opportunities, and
forms of assessment that require expert judgements from the assessors. This series of seminars
seeks to explore various perceptions of assessment in the public, policy and professional
domains and to consider how public understanding of assessment needs to develop to ensure
more effective use of assessment in the future.
What is happening
Four public seminars are being held at the Oxford University Centre for Educational Assessment.
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If you would like to attend, please contactJoanne Hazell, Centre Administrator, on joanne.
hazell@education.ox.ac.uk.
Organising Committee: Professor John Gardner (Chair), Professor Jo-Anne Baird, Professor
Richard Daugherty, Joanne Hazell and Professor Jim Tognolini.
Why inform members
This seminar series has come at an interesting time for public examinations in England, at
the Minister for Education has signaled that he is considering changes to the standards of
examinations and to provision of examinations (such as how many examination boards we
should have). There is also a parliamentary Education Select Committee Inquiry into Testing
for 15-19 year olds. For further information, see http://www.parliament.uk/business/
committees/committees-a-z/commons-select/education-committee/inquiries/
parliament-2010/how-should-examinations-for-15-19-year-olds-in-england-be-run/
As well as high quality presentations, the seminars have produced very interesting discussion and
debate and have been attended by many assessment experts.
Additionally, Professor John Gardner will be Guest Editor for a forthcoming Special Issue of the
journal Oxford Review of Education, focusing upon public perceptions of assessment.

Topic

Speakers

Date

More Information

Public and Media
Perceptions of
Assessment

Anastasia de Waal, Professor Roger Murphy
and Warwick Mansell Chair: Isabel Sutcliffe

Wednesday 16th
November 2011

Podcasts of the seminars are available at http://oucea.education.ox.ac.uk/events/

Perceptions of the
Dependability of
Assessment

Baroness Onora O’Neill,
Dr Suzanne Chamberlain
Discussant: Professor Peter Tymms

Wednesday 18th
January 2012

Policy-related
Perceptions of
Assessment

Lord Paul Bew, John Bangs
Discussant: Alison Peacock
Chair: Professor Jim Tognolini

Wednesday 7th
March 2012

Perceptions of
the Purposes of
Assessment

Dr Paul Newton, Sir Michael Barber,
Professor Val Klenowski Discussant:
Kathleen Tattersall OBE Chair: Mark Anderson

Wednesday 25th
April 2012
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Assessment reform in Chile:
The relationship between policies and practices
María Teresa Flórez
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Context
This project has its origins in some concerns that emerged in the context of my involvement in
a practical experience intended to disseminate Assessment for Learning in Chile, concerns later
confirmed through a review of international literature around the topic. These concerns relate
to a series of inconsistencies observed between policymaking and practice, with research and
policy offering strategies which seem feasible only in specific conditions which are difficult to
find in the education system in practice. In the literature, these inconsistencies are mentioned
and declared to be beyond the scope or control of the research. This has generated an
important gap that calls into question the feasibility of the approach to assessment.
More specifically, these inconsistencies relate to a lack of disciplinary knowledge among
teachers, knowledge which is crucial when an analysis of the main skills to be assessed in
a particular area is required. They also relate, among other things, to lack of space in school
daily life for reflection and discussion between peers, an aspect noted by researchers as
fundamental for succesful dissemination; and to different beliefs about assessment inside the
Ministry, between the Ministry and schools, inside schools, and in universities, which cause a
struggle over meaning between all the different actors and systems involved in assessment
reform processes. Such a gap cannot be filled through the consideration of one specific point
in the system, schools or teachers for example, as it reflects an apparent conflict between the
ambits of policymaking, initial and continuous teacher education, heads of schools, teachers,
students, parents and mass media, just to mention some. A broader perspective is thus
needed, one that allows the observation and interpretation of the interaction between systems
and the way in which discourses on assessment circulate inside them.
Methodology
In order to treat the problem with the complexity it requires, polysystem theory was selected
as the main methodological framework. This theory, developed by Itamar Even-Zohar (1990),
offers a perspective where interactions between systems can be hypothesized in order to
understand phenomena in a broader, more dynamic and complex sense, thus gaining a richer
understanding of the way in which discourse on - in this case, assessment - circulates inside
a polysystem, i.e. ‘a system of various systems’ (Even-Zohar, 1990: 11). In order to achieve
this, some established procedures which facilitate the reconstruction of the repertoires (i.e.
the laws for text production) for assessment are followed. Such procedures are based in two
theoretical tools: critical/ideological discourse analysis (Van Dijk, 1999; Van Dijk, 2008; Potter
and Wetherell, 1995), and intertextuality (Bakhtin, 1990; Kristeva, 1986; Fairclough, 2009).

On the basis of this methodological framework, I designed a three step strategy for data
collection and analysis. First, a selection of a series of discursive practices (obtained mostly from
documents and interviews) from the ambits of assessment policymaking and practice is made.
Each discursive practice is then critically and ideologically analysed in order to detect the point
of view about assessment defended by each actor and the context in which each discourse is
enunciated. The third step involves an intertextual analysis of the selected discursive practices,
with the aim of detecting relationships between actors, contexts, groups and perspectives. Finally,
the intertextual analysis will serve as a basis for interpreting how the polysystem works.
The selection of discursive practices is made not only for the present, but also for some past
periods of Chilean history of education in which reforms of assessment were carried out.
This is done as polysystems must be interpreted both from a synchronic and a diachronic
perspective, in order to observe how discourses were generated and how they struggle or
overlap today, expanding our view and avoiding the myopia of the ‘here and now’.
Potential contribution
This way of studying the problem contributes to the field not only by filling a gap in research
on Assessment for Learning, but also by providing a different perspective for the critical
analysis of reform processes today, which consists of a systemic view that facilitates a wider
and more dynamic understanding of the object of study.
References
Even-Zohar, Itamar (1990). Polysystem Theory. Poetics Today, 11 (1), 9 – 26.
Fairclough, Norman (2009). ‘Intertextuality’. In: Discourse and Social Change. Cambridge: Polity Press, 12th edition, pp. 101 – 136.
Kristeva, Julia (1986). ‘Word, dialogue, and the novel’. In Moi, T. (ed.). The Kristeva reader. New York: Columbia University
Press. pp. 35 – 61.
Potter, J. and Wetherell, M. (1995). ‘Analyzing Discourse’, in Bryman, A. and Burgess, G. (editors). Analyzing Qualitative Data,
2nd edition. London: Routledge.
Van Dijk, T. A. (1999). Ideología: un enfoque multidisciplinario [Ideology: a mutidisciplinary approach]. Barcelona: Gedisa.
Van Dijk, Teun (2008). ‘Principles of critical discourse analysis’. In: Wetherell, M., Taylor, S. and Yates, S. Discourse Theory and
Practice. 8th edition. London: SAGE. pp. 300 – 317.

Supervisor: Professor Jennifer Ozga
Advisor: Professor John Gardner
Contact details: maria.florez@education.ox.ac.uk
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Is ‘Biology’ harder than ‘Biologie’ in the Lebanese Baccalauréat? A study
of the differential demands of science examinations in two languages
Yasmine El Masri, University of Oxford, UK
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Context
The Baccalauréat Libanais (BL) is the school-leaving examination in Lebanon administered at the
conclusion of Year 12 and is mandatory for most students wishing to pursue higher education in
the country. Science BL examinations occur in either English or French rather than students’ native
language, Arabic. The examinations are first devised in French and undergo a subsequent literal
translation into English without any systematic quality control procedures. Language is central in
the examination process as it forms the medium of communication between examiners, candidates
and markers. It largely influences the level of difficulty of questions and its impact is further amplified
when scientific language is involved in second language settings. Furthermore, a substantive body
of literature discusses issues related to assessment translation and adaptation techniques. In the
Lebanese context, the language versions of the same science BL examination are assumed to be of
equal difficulty and scores are treated as interchangeable across language versions. However, no work
has been carried out to investigate the extent to which the two language versions of the same science
BL examination can be considered as parallel forms.
Doctoral Research
The research project adopts a mixed methods approach combining psychometric techniques with
follow up qualitative methods. The first phase relies on Item Response Theory (IRT) and Rasch modeling
in an attempt to equate two language versions of the same biology BL examination. Differential
Item Functioning (DIF) is used to identify items behaving differently in the different language groups.
Subsequent directed content analysis of the flagged items, their marking schemes and student scripts
is carried out based on a pre-set framework of potential linguistic sources of difficulty gathered from
the literature written on assessment and science education. Findings from the initial content analysis
of examination artifacts are validated using cognitive interviews with two language groups of Year 12
students expected to sit the same Biology BL examinations in the respective languages.

Bibliography
Ahmed, A. & Pollitt, A. (1999). Curriculum demands and question difficulty. Paper
presented at the International Association for Educational Assessment Conference, May, Slovenia.
Bonnet, G. (2002). Reflections in a Critical Eye: On the pitfalls of international assessment. Assessment in Education: Principles,
Policy & Practice, 9(3), pages 387-399.
Fang, Z. (2006). The language demands of science reading in middle school. International Journal of Science Education, 28,
491-520.
Groves, F. (1995) Science vocabulary load of selected secondary science textbooks. School Science and Mathematics, 95,
231-235.
Halliday, M.A.K. (1993). Some grammatical problems in scientific English. In M.A.K. Halliday& J. R. Martin (Ed.), Writing
Science: Literacy and Discursive Power (pp. 69-85). Pittsburgh: University of Pittsburgh Press.
Oakland, T. & Lane, H. B. (2004): Language, reading, and readability formulas: Implications for developing and adapting Tests,
International Journal of Testing, 4(3), 239-252.
Pollitt, A. & Ahmed, A. (1999).A new model of the question answering process. Paper presented to the International
Association for Educational Assessment in Bled, May, Slovenia.
Pollitt, A. & Ahmed, A. (2000). Comprehension failures in educational assessment. Paper presented at the European Conference
on Educational research, September, Edinburgh.
Wiliam, D. (1994). Creating matched National Curriculum assessments in English and Welsh: Test translation and parallel
development. Curriculum Journal, 5(1), pp.17-29.

Implications
This study hopes to improve the development of comparable language versions of science
examinations. It combines psychometric and qualitative data to link examinations in a new context –
Lebanon. Moreover, it suggests an analytical framework to qualitatively evaluate the level of difficulty
of question items and compare them across language versions by investigating the linguistic features
affecting the readability of science questions in L2 contexts. This research project hopes to provide
recommendations to examiners regarding translation procedures adopted for the BL by setting out the
various consequences of malpractice and suggesting alternatives.

Contact details: yasmine.elmasri@education.ox.ac.uk
Supervisors: Professor Jo-Anne Baird, University of Oxford; Dr Jane McNicholl,
University of Oxford
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Dr Whitney Wall Bortz has just had a successful viva outcome at
Queen’s University, Belfast (15 Dec 2011). The thesis concerned
formative assessment in mathematics classrooms. Her supervisor
was Professor Jannette Elwood and the examiners were
Professor Patricia Murphy (Open University) and Professor
John Gardner.

The following members
received certificates
of accreditation at the
Belfast conference:

Dr Victoria Elliott had a successful viva examination at Oxford
University in November 2011. Her thesis was on the topic of
decision-making in examining and her supervisor was Professor
Ingrid Lunt. The examiners were Professor Roger Murphy
(University of Nottingham) and Professor Richard Daugherty
(Oxford University).
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Fellows: Andrew
Boyle and
Frans Kleintjes
Practitioners: Vicky
Foley, Helen Harth
and Andrew Stone.
Congratulations to
them all.
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AEA-Europe is now inviting proposals for paper presentations,
poster presentations and discussion groups for the Association’s
13th Annual Conference to be held in Berlin from the 8 to the 10
November 2012!
The theme of the conference is Assessment Across the Lifespan.
We welcome contributions (papers, discussion groups and posters)
related to this theme. More detail about the theme and how
to submit a paper is available on our website. The deadline for
proposals is the 1 April for papers and discussion groups and the
30 April for posters.
If you have questions contact the AEA-Europe secretariat on
admin@aea-europe.net

The next issue of the AEA-Europe newsletter will be in September 2012. All contributions, both articles and
members’ news, are welcome and should be sent to julie.sewell.aea@talktalk.net by 20th July 2012.
Julie is retiring from the NFER at the end of May but will continue as editor of the newsletter and will remain on
the Publications committee.

Issue 8 - March 2012

What’s new
CADMO

In this edition
Introduction
Editorial
A first time view of the conference

Work in Progress
Reports on recent and ongoing work
Reports on research by
doctoral students

What’s New
Members’ News
CADMO
Doctoral Network
Conferences and courses

Council and committees
Introducing Sandra Johnson
Professional development
Publications and communications

CALL FOR PAPERS
Special Issue of Cadmo: Selection to Higher
Education –
Fairness, Efficiency, and Consequences

The contributions could consider:

The special issue of Cadmo in 2013 will be the
responsibility of AEA-Europe. The issue will focus
on Selection to Higher Education and aspects of
Fairness, Efficiency, and Consequences.

• The “Achievement vs. Aptitude” discussion

When there are more applicants to higher
education than there are study places available,
selection must take place. How this selection
should be carried out poses interesting and
important questions: Who should be admitted,
and why? What are the criteria for admission?
How should selection instruments be designed,
used and interpreted to meet these requirements?
However, in the field of admission and selection to
higher education, there are a number of important concerns that all have to do with validity
aspects of the chosen selection model. There are issues of fairness for the applicants, but also
issues of manageability for the universities and consequences for the future job market. Equal
access is important and is also emphasized as being of central importance for democratic
societies in international steering documents (UN, 1966). Selection should not only be
concerned with perceived fairness and efficiency, but also with the consequences of the
selection model and instruments used. This is particularly important as today’s students will be
those who transmit intellectual capital to new generations, future leaders and policy makers.
This call for papers invites relevant articles from those working in this area. Proposals for the
special issue should be related to selection for higher education and at least one of the issues
of fairness, efficiency, and consequences. Articles must be acceptable to a general readership
and relevant to the journal’s European readers.

• Changes and innovations in the ways candidates are being assessed
• Instruments used in the selection (test, grades, interviews etc), their shortcomings and
benefits, especially from a perspective of validity
• The delivery, taking, and marking of tests/assessments
• The policy and organization of admission systems, with a focus on selection.
• Meritocracy and democracy in admission policy
Articles may be in any mainstream European language, but authors should know that the
journal will include over half the articles in English. Articles should begin with a structured
abstract in English of 100-700 characters (10-12 lines) and include up to six keywords. The
article should be around 20,000 to 30,000 characters.
Follow this link to the Journal’s website:
http://www.francoangeli.it/riviste/sommario.asp?idRivista=117
Articles must be submitted by e-mail to the Lead Editor, Christina Wikström, at christina.
wikstrom@edusci.umu.se or Per-Erik Lyrén per-erik.lyren@edusci.umu.se by 31 July 2012 at
the latest. Submissions must be clearly labelled as submission for Cadmo Special Issue 2013.
Late submissions cannot be considered.
Submissions will be subject to the Journal’s rigorous peer review process, based on initial
editorial screening (all submissions) and refereeing by at least two anonymous referees for
submissions selected from the initial screening.
Cadmo is a biannual scientific journal launched in 1993 and published by FrancoAngeli.
Since 2007 it has been an ISI publication (listed in the Social Sciences citation index). As
of 2009 AEA-Europe and Cadmo Board have entered into an agreement which provides
for AEA-Europe to adopt Cadmo as the Association’s journal and to distribute it to AEAEurope members.
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Doctoral Network Event in Belfast
Members of the publications and communications
committee organised the very first doctoral
workshop for the Belfast conference in November
2011. Guri A Nortvedt, Jo-Anne Baird and Lucy
Simpson organised and delivered the workshop
with great assistance from Terra Sprague. Gabriella
and Julie also went along to offer support and
help where necessary.
Fourteen doctoral students attended. There
were seven presentations during the morning
with opportunities for feedback both on the
presentations themselves and the content.
Several students commented that it was a very
helpful and supportive introduction to presenting
their research in public. The afternoon sessions
concentrated on discussions of abstracts and
longer papers. These were circulated in advance of
the session so that each small group was familiar
with the content beforehand. Discussion was very
constructive and it seems that all students who
submitted work for this have benefitted from it.
Here are the views of a few participants:
‘As a relatively new PhD student
the doctoral workshop allowed
me to meet students from other
institutions and countries who
have similar interests to mine. I
also welcomed the opportunity
to listen to and learn from the
experiences of students who are Rachel Taylor
further through their studies.’
‘The forum in Belfast marked the onset of a

rapidly growing community
of novice researchers in
Assessment. It offered a
great opportunity to bond
with doctoral students from
various European universities
working on assessment within
a very international, warm
Yasmine El Masri
and supportive environment.
It provided everyone with a
priceless chance to receive constructive feedback
from world leading researchers in the field and
helped me pave my way to a successful
research proposal.’
‘I was glad to be able to meet some of the
AEA-Europe community in Belfast, and to hear
about the breadth of research
underway in different centres.
As well as meeting other
researchers working on a range
of topics, I received useful
feedback on a draft paper
which had been distributed
to other attendees prior to
the meeting. I also gave a
Aidan Clerkin
presentation introducing my
research on Transition Year (a ‘non-academic’
year offered in many Irish post-primary schools,
typically taken by 15-year-old students) which
was received with interest by the international
audience – nice to see that a ‘national’ topic can
be of wider relevance!’
We hope to follow up this initial success with
a further workshop in Berlin. Our thanks go to
Pearson who sponsored the event.

Conferences

‘The 10th e-assessment question’
March 21 – 22, London, UK
http://www.e-assess.co.uk/2012/2012.html
Building Future Education India 2012
April 5-6, New Delhi, India
http://bfeindia.com
2012 NCME Annual Meeting & Training
Sessions
April 12 – 16, Vancouver, British Columbia
http://ncme.org/
2012 AERA Annual Meeting “Non Satis
Scire: To Know Is Not Enough”
April 13 - 17, - Vancouver, British
Columbia, Canada
http://www.aera.net/
2012AnnualMeeting.htm
3rd Black Sea Conference on Assessment
in Education
June 8 – 9 2012, Batumi, Georgia
http://www.naec.ge
Canada International Conference on
Education 2012
June 18-21, Ontario, Canada
http://www.ciceducation.org
4th International Conference on
Education and New Learning
Technologies
July 2 – 4 2012, Barcelona, Spain
http://www.edulearn12.org

2012 International Computer Assisted
Assessment
July 10-11, Southampton, UK
http://caaconference.co.uk
Pacific Rim Objective Measurement
Symposium
August 6-9 2012, Jiaxing, China
http://cfs.zjxu.edu.cn/proms/
E-ATP 4th Annual conference “Growing
talent in Europe: Gaining Advantage
through Assessment”
September 12-14 2012, Berlin, Germany
http://www.testpublishers.org
38th IAEA Annual Conference
September 16-21 2012, Astana City,
Kazakhstan
http://www.iaea2012.com
Cambridge Assessment Conference 2012
October 10, Cambridge, UK
http://cambridgeassessment.org.uk
AEA-Europe Annual Conference 2012
November 8 - 10, Berlin, Germany
http://www.aea-europe.net/
Courses

Cambridge Assessment International
Study Programme 2012: the
development and administration of
examinations
May 14-25 2012, Cambridge, UK
http://cambridgeassessment.org.uk
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We are extremely fortunate to have Sandra Johnson from France as
our most recent addition to the Council - although she has already
been working in that capacity for almost a year!
Sandra has an academic background in mathematics and statistics,
and extensive professional career experience in educational
measurement (mainly in system monitoring and policy evaluation, but
also assessment reliability).
After graduating from the University of Manchester (UK) with
degrees in mathematics and mathematical statistics, Sandra started
her professional career as a statistician in marketing research,
before moving into secondary school mathematics teaching and
then quickly on to university-based educational research. After almost a decade as Deputy
Technical Director of the APU science monitoring team in the University of Leeds, a family move
to Switzerland saw the start of a new career teaching in higher education (US system). In parallel
to this, Sandra became engaged in research collaborations with Swiss colleagues working in the
dual system of vocational education. This in turn led to her involvement with distance education,
a degree in distance education, and several years working as a distant e-mail tutor for the
University of London.
Another cross-border move to France coincided with the start of Sandra’s latest career as
an assessment consultant, and the creation of her company Assessment Europe (not to be
confused with AEA-Europe!).
Concerning the year ahead for AEA Europe, Sandra says: ‘I really hope that current members,
corporate and individual, will begin to take a more active interest in the Association (even by
simply voting in Council elections!), to ensure its healthy development into the future.’
We asked Sandra some questions by way of getting to know her a little better – this is what
she told us in her own words.
Best / favourite career moments?
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•V
 isiting primary schools talking to children about the books they had enjoyed reading – and
then leaving the teacher with them for the rest of the day, week, month and year while I
retired to my quiet study to write up!
• P resenting my technical report on the science monitoring programme to the APU Advisory
Group on Statistics and finally earning respect from the members.
• Visiting interesting places around Europe and beyond, and benefiting from stimulating

interaction with fellow assessment professionals, through participation in conferences and
seminars over the years, including AEA-Europe conferences.
Worst career moments?
Several demoralising (and upsetting) instances of sexism on the part of senior academic
colleagues that did nothing positive for my early career development.
What do you think are the most important aspects of assessment? Where/how
does assessment do most good?
The most important aspect of any assessment is that it should be dependable and fair to all
candidates, whatever their age and whatever the assessment purpose. In principle, though
not always in practice, assessment should do most good in assuring effective teaching and
learning, along with intelligent policy making.
What would you hope to see AEA-Europe achieve in the next 2 years? 10 years?
Become genuinely European, with a broader representation of nationalities and assessment
cultures within the membership as well as at conferences. It would be good also to see
the Association begin organising professional development activities between the annual
conferences – such as seminars and publications on topical issues in assessment.
What would you like people to remember you for at AEA-Europe?
Helping to put the Association onto an even more professional footing, and engaging more
members actively in its development.
What do you most value in AEA-Europe?
The opportunity for assessment professionals from quite disparate fields of interest to exchange
information and ideas about theory and practice, and in this way to learn from one another.
What are you hoping to bring to your role on the council?
I have already begun work on looking further forward in time, that is beyond the current
conference year, in planning webinars and pre-conference workshops, and also in introducing
new initiatives such as mid-conference seminars on specific assessment issues.
What are you most looking forward to at the next conference?
If I can afford to participate, then I shall be looking forward to being in Berlin again, meeting
up with UK and continental colleagues, old and new, hearing some interesting presentations,
and, of course, participating in the formal social events!
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Professional Development Committee
The Professional Development Committee (PDC) currently
comprises six members: Antonella Poce (Italy), Rosalind Duhr
(UK), Sandra Johnson (France; Chair and member of Council),
Frans Kleintjes (the Netherlands), Alastair Pollitt (UK) and
Andrew Watts (UK). The committee meets twice a year, with
email communication between meetings.
Over the past two years or so the PDC has been heavily involved in organising
programmes of pre-conference workshops (four per year), and post-conference
webinars (three per year to date). The pre-conference workshops are intended
for the benefit of members of the Association and others. So, too, are the
post-conference webinars; these offer an opportunity for members to catch up
on selected conference presentations that they missed the first time around for
whatever reason. In 2012 we hope once again to organise four pre-conference
workshops (November in Berlin), and up to five webinars (in the period June to
October). An invitation to offer a pre-conference workshop for Berlin this year will
be going out to members very soon – look out for it if you might be interested.
An innovation for the 2012 webinar series is that presenters are being invited
to choose between two different webinar formats. One is the ‘old’ format of a
real-time Powerpoint presentation, with sound but not vision connecting the
presenter and audience participants (though the slides can be seen!). The other is
the podcast, recorded and posted on the website a week or two before a soundonly online session in which participants and presenter can engage in discussion
of the topic. Current feedback is that the podcast format is likely to be favoured.

AEA Europe Publications Committee
The activities carried out by the Publications Committee include the Newsletter,
edited by Julie Sewell (United Kingdom), Cadmo special issues, edited for the
next issue in 2013 by Christina Wikström and Per-Erik Lyrén (Sweden) and the
Doctoral Network, that has been established thanks to the efforts of Jo-Anne
Baird (United Kingdom), Guri Nortvedt (Norway) and Lucy Simpson (United
Kingdom) and others.
Among the highlights for members there is the Cadmo Call for papers for the next special issue.
This is on Selection to Higher Education – Fairness, Efficiency, and Consequences. Articles must be
submitted by e-mail to the editors, Christina Wikström, at christina.wikstrom@edusci.umu.se or PerErik Lyrén per-erik.lyren@edusci.umu.se by 31 July 2012. More information about Cadmo is available
here, or, alternatively, by contacting Gabriella Agrusti (g.agrusti@uniroma3.it).
In 2011 we established an AEA-E network for researchers and professionals in assessment in LinkedIn.
This now has over hundred members. Do come and join us - it’s a place to talk about assessment matters
and we’re keen to enlarge our community. More information about the network is available here.
At the Belfast conference we launched a pre-conference workshop for PhD students. It was very
successful, encouraging the Committee to organize a similar one for the Berlin Conference in
November 2012. If you are interested in participating, please contact us for more information.
Last but not least, all the committee members would like to thank Lucy A. Simpson for her contribution
to the work, particularly in relation to the doctoral forum. She has been proactive in her approach and
a pleasure to work with. We wish her the very best during her maternity leave and look forwards to
announcing the birth of her baby.
Members
Gabriella Agrusti, Roma
Tre University (Italy) Chair
Jo-Anne Baird,
University of Oxford (UK)

Guri A. Nortvedt,
University of Oslo (Norway)

Temporary members:

Julie Sewell, NFER (UK)

Lucy A. Simpson,
University of Bristol (UK)

Christina Wikstrom,
University of Umea (Sweden)

Yasmine El Masri,
University of Oxford (UK)

The PDC also has a degree of responsibility for the accreditation system, in terms of
agreeing criteria for accreditation and providing guidance and support for intending
applicants. The actual process of accreditation, however, is the responsibility of the
Professional Affairs Board, which reports directly to the Council.
Please contact the editor of the newsletter with any articles or news for inclusion in the 2012 Autumn
newsletter. Deadline date 20th July 2012.
Minutes of council meetings are regularly posted on the AEA-Europe website
(http://www.aea-europe.net/).

Contact: j.sewell@nfer.ac.uk until 30th May 2012 and then julie.sewell.aea@talktalk.net
after that date!

