
 

 

Ministry of  Education,  Youth and Sports 
 

 
PRIMARY SCHOOL EXAMINATION PRELIMINARY RESULTS 2014 

 
The Ministry of Education and Youth hereby issues the official preliminary results of the 
2014 Primary School Examination (PSE). 
 
Student Population 
A total 7551 candidates registered for the PSE of which7245candidates actually sat all or 
part of the exam this year. PSE numbers for 2014 record a 0.24% increase in the number of 
test candidates registered over 2013.  Of the 7551 who registered for the exam, 306 (or 
approximately 4%) were either absent for part of the exam, or had an Ungraded for the 
English Writing Paper or the Math Problem Solving Paper, had a No Result for at least one 
part of the exam, or a had a combination of Absent, Ungraded or No Result for different 
parts of the exam.1 
 
Purpose and Intended Use of the Primary School Examination 
The PSE assesses achievement of curriculum content and skills in the four (4) areas of 
English, Mathematics, Social Studies and Science of the National Primary School 
Curriculum.  The examination is criterion-referenced meaning that performance of “each 
individual is compared with a preset standard for acceptable achievement…The 
performance of other examinees is irrelevant.”2 In this way, the examination seeks not to 
rank students in comparison to other students (as in norm-referencing) but to report what 
each student has achieved for individual subjects.  This is expressed as a percentage 
score.  The results of the examination are intended to be used for two main purposes: 
 

1. Certification of Students at the completion of primary school in four content areas of 
the primary curriculum; and 

2. Educational decision-making to inform policy, planning and practice at national, 
district, school and classroom levels. 

 
The PSE is not and was never intended to be used as the sole criteria for entrance into 
secondary schools.  Secondary schools are advised to use multiple sources of evidence of 
students’ achievement and holistic development at primary school to get a more complete 

                     
1‘Ungraded’ means the candidate did some work but it was not decipherable, while ‘No Result’ 
means the candidate was present but wrote nothing on the particular exam paper. 
2 See the following link for comparison criterion and norm-referenced tests: 
http://chiron.valdosta.edu/whuitt/col/measeval/crnmref.html 
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picture of the students’ abilities, strengths and weaknesses in informing educational 
decisions with respect to the students they enroll and serve. 
 
While the Ministry of Education will be recognizing outstanding students who have done well 
on the PSE, the Ministry of Education cautions that making judgments about schools and 
teachers on the basis of individual student performances is inappropriate.  In the first 
instance, the performance of one or a few students may not be reflective of the whole 
school, and secondly schools are not all the same. Therefore making judgments of 
individual schools’ effectiveness on this basis without considering inputs (resources) 
available to individual schools and without considering background and contextual factors 
(socio-economic and family backgrounds and communities in which schools are located) of 
each school is not only inappropriate, but also unfair. Additionally, there is a tendency to 
either praise or criticize the Standard six teachers depending on the performance of 
students on the PSE.  The Ministry of Education wishes to note that it is the school as a 
whole, and not individual teachers that is responsible for delivering the curriculum—
educating the students and thus for the performance of students on the PSE.  Teachers 
should, therefore, not be considered independent practitioners, like general practitioner 
doctors, for whom the school is simply a base. Therefore, the school is to be viewed as a 
team of teachers led by a principal who is an instructional as well as administrative leader 
with the school’s management being responsible for monitoring and providing support.  
Schools, teachers and managements should take ownership for their performance as a 
school and should avoid using resources (or lack thereof) and students’ background and 
contextual factors to justify their performance.  It is quite likely that for every school that 
‘blames’ its performance on any of these factors that there is another very similar school 
that is doing better. Therefore, there should be collective responsibility and ownership for 
the school’s performance and a culture that always seek improvements in the quality of 
education delivered. 
 
 

What the PSE Attempts to Assess/Measure 
Following from the purpose of the PSE, the construction of the examination is guided by a 
table of specifications which specifies what curriculum content and skills are to be tested, 
that is what curriculum content and skills will form the basis of the questions set. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

The Primary School Examination Results for 2014 
Below are tables showing various statistics for this year’s PSE as well a 10-year trend of 
performance by subject and statistics for each district and the country as a whole.  Scores 
are interpreted according to the following grade bands indicating different levels of 
achievement/performance. 
 
 

Letter Grade   Description  (Grade Range/Band) 
 A Excellent  (80-100%) 
 B Competent  (70-79%) 
 C  Satisfactory  (60-69%) 
 D  Adequate  (50-59%) 
 E Inadequate  (49% and below) 
 
 

National Performance on PSE by Subjects 
 
Table 1: Performance in English 
 

	  
English	  

Grade	   No.	   Percent	  
Cumulative	  

Percent	  
A	  (80-‐100,	  Excellent)	   424	   6%	   6%	  
B	  (70-‐79,	  Competent)	   1299	   18%	   24%	  
C	  (60-‐69,	  Satisfactory)	   1988	   27%	   51%	  
D	  (50-‐59,	  Adequate)	   1659	   23%	   74%	  
E	  (0-‐49,	  Inadequate)	   1902	   26%	   100%	  

	  	   7272	   100%	   	  	  
	  	   	  	   	  	   	  	  
	  	   Mean	   58.4	   	  	  
	  	   Mode	   C	   	  	  
	  	   Median	   60.0	   	  	  
	  	   English	  

 
Approximately half  (51%) of the students scored a Satisfactory Level of Performance or 
better (grade C or better).  This is up from the 47% in 2013 who scored a Satisfactory Level 
of Performance or better.  As in 2013, the mean score is in the adequate range at 58.4 
which is slightly higher than 2013 when it was 57.8.  The Mode Grade of C indicates that 
most students (27%) scored between 60-69, a Satisfactory Level of Performance, and this 
is one grade higher than last year when the Mode Grade was D.  The median score is 60; 
therefore, half the number of scores were below and half above 60. This is slightly higher 
than last year when it was 58. 
 



 

Table 2: Performance in Math 
 

	  
Math	  

Grade	   No.	   Percent	  
Cumulative	  

Percent	  
A	  (80-‐100,	  Excellent)	   622	   8%	   8%	  
B	  (70-‐79,	  Competent)	   888	   12%	   21%	  
C	  (60-‐69,	  Satisfactory)	   1168	   16%	   36%	  
D	  (50-‐59,	  Adequate)	   1254	   17%	   53%	  
E	  (0-‐49,	  Inadequate)	   3421	   47%	   100%	  
	  	   7353	   100%	   	  	  
	  	   	  	   	  	   	  	  
	  	   Mean	   52.0	   	  	  
	  	   Mode	   E	   	  	  
	  	   Median	   51.0	   	  	  
	  	   Math	  

 

In Math, approximately 36% (compared to 39% last year) of students scored a Satisfactory 
Level of Performance or better (Grade C or better).  Similar to the situation last year, about 
53% (compared to 55% last year) of students earned a grade D (Adequate Level of 
Performance) or better.  As with last year, the concern is the approximate 47% (compared 
to 45% last year) of students who scored E’s (i.e., scored 49 and below) in the Inadequate 
Grade Range.  Similar to last year, the mean score of 52 (compared to 54.2 last year) was 
in the Adequate Grade Range. As the median score indicates, half the number of students 
were above and half below the median score of 51 (compared to median score of 52 in 
2013) in mathematics. 
 
Table 3: Performance in Social Studies 
 

	  
Social	  Studies	  

Grade	   No.	   Percent	  
Cumulative	  

Percent	  
A	  (80-‐100,	  Excellent)	   670	   9%	   9%	  
B	  (70-‐79,	  Competent)	   1742	   24%	   33%	  
C	  (60-‐69,	  Satisfactory)	   1890	   26%	   58%	  
D	  (50-‐59,	  Adequate)	   1533	   21%	   79%	  
E	  (0-‐49,	  Inadequate)	   1538	   21%	   100%	  
	  	   7373	   100%	   	  	  
	  	   	  	   	  	   	  	  
	  	   Mean	   60.8	   	  	  
	  	   Mode	   C	   	  	  
	  	   Median	   62.0	   	  	  
	  	   Social	  Studies	  

 



 

 
In Social Studies, the majority of students (58%) earned a Satisfactory Level of 
Performance (Grade C) or better but this is down from 71% last year.  As last year, the 
mean score of 60.2 (compared to 67.2 last year) is in the Satisfactory Grade Range.  The 
mode grade range of C (compared to A last year) indicates that most students (26%) scored 
a Satisfactory Level of Performance. The median score of 62 indicates that half the students 
were above and half below this score (compared to the median score of 74 in 2013). 
 
Table 4: Performance in Science 
 

	  
Science	  

Grade	   No.	   Percent	  
Cumulative	  

Percent	  
A	  (80-‐100,	  Excellent)	   2650	   36%	   36%	  
B	  (70-‐79,	  Competent)	   1712	   23%	   59%	  
C	  (60-‐69,	  Satisfactory)	   1329	   18%	   77%	  
D	  (50-‐59,	  Adequate)	   846	   11%	   89%	  
E	  (0-‐49,	  Inadequate)	   838	   11%	   100%	  

	  	   7375	   100%	   	  	  
	  	   	  	   	  	   	  	  
	  	   Mean	   70.6	   	  	  
	  	   Mode	   A	   	  	  
	  	   Median	   74.0	   	  	  
	  	  

	  
	  Science	  

 
 
 

In Science, the mean score of 70.6 (compared to 70.9 last year) was in the Competent 
Grade Range.  As last year the mode grade range is  ‘A’ (80-100) which indicates that the 
largest number of students scored in the Excellent range. Similar to last year, seventy-
seven percent (77%) of the students earned a grade C (Satisfactory Level of Performance) 
or better (compared to 79% last year).  Half the students scored above 74% (compared to 
72% last year) and half below as indicated by the median score. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 
Trends in Mean Performance 
The graph below shows the trends in mean performance by subject since 2004. 
 

Graph 1: English 

 
 
Performance in English has remained more or less very stable, with annual fluctuations, 
showing only a very slight upward trend although this is to be interpreted very cautiously.  
 

Graph 3: Math 

 
 
For Math, the national mean score has remained more or less constant over the ten years 
shown with spikes in 2008 and 2010. While mean performance in 2014 is above 50, as it 
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has been for the last two years, and the last three years represent an overall increase over 
previous years generally (apart from spikes in 2008 and 2010), it is still of great concern that 
most students are scoring in the grade E band which represents inadequate performance 
 

Graph 4-Social Studies 

 
 
In Social Studies, the scores have remained more or less steady from 2005 to 2007 and in 
2009 but a sharp increase is noted in 2008.  This spike in 2008 was followed by a sharp 
decrease in 2009 then modest improvements in the two subsequent years followed by 
spikes in 2012 and 2013.  In 2014, the mean has declined to about 2009 levels breaking an 
apparent upward trend.  
 

Graph 4- Science 
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Since 2008, the Science mean scores remained more or less stable within the satisfactory 
and competent levels of performance.  Overall, since 2005, Science mean scores have 
moved from just above 50 to about 70. 
 
NOTE: 
While the tables of specification that guide the construction of an exam help to ensure that more or less similar content 
and skills are tested each year no two PSE examinations are exactly alike.  Therefore, while each year’s examination is 
similar to the previous in the content and skills assessed and hence presumed difficulty, caution should be taken in 
interpreting trends as the difficulty of the exam may vary from year to year.  Procedures for equating the difficulty of the 
examinations each year for a more reliable interpretation of trends are not yet in place. 
 
CONCLUSION 
The results show that national mean performance by subject on PSE has remained more or 
less stable over the last ten years with a slight upward trend in each subject.  It is important 
to note, however, that means or averages do not necessarily give the most complete picture 
of performance.  It is, therefore, important to note how our students are distributed across 
the various grade ranges/bands which appear above in this release. 
 
While the average score for each subject (except for Social Studies), have remained 
relatively the same or shown slight changes up or down, such fluctuations may be within the 
normal variability to be expected from year to year. Although there are many such 
fluctuations in the results from year to year there seems to have been an overall upward 
trend in each subject (except for Social Studies). This notwithstanding, the performances on 
English and Mathematics (especially Mathematics) are cause for concern and call for 
concerted action on the part of all stakeholders in education to address these areas. 
 
It is important to note that given the areas weakness identified that the result of the 
PSE was never intended to be used to cast blame and point fingers, or attempt to 
shame teachers, schools and other individuals and groups intimately involved in the 
teaching learning process in our system.  Pointing fingers or blaming does no good if we 
are to improve.  Rather the emphasis must be on how we can improve teaching and 
learning in our schools in these areas that require improvement. The improvement of 
teaching and learning in classrooms is not merely a matter for teachers, but for principals 
and managements as well.  All concerned—teachers, principals, parents, managements 
and the Ministry of Education, Youth and Sports—must take ownership for the quality of 
education in our schools.  The Ministry of Education has launched a Quality Schools 
Framework and accompanying process by which ownership for the quality of education 
services delivered is a central principle.  Therefore, while the Ministry of Education will take 
the lead responsibility in this endeavor, it is also the responsibility of the managements and 
individual schools to analyze their own school results to determine areas of strengths and 
weaknesses and to plan and implement interventions to address the areas of weakness.  
This must be done with a sense of collective responsibility. 



 

THE RESPONSE OF MINISTRY OF EDUCATION: USING THE EXAMINATION RESULTS 
TO IMPROVE TEACHING AND LEARNING 
 
Since recognizing the areas of weakness in performance in key subjects (especially Math) 
of the curriculum as assessed by the Primary School Examination, the Ministry of Education 
undertook a pilot project in Visible and Tangible Math to improve the teaching and learning 
of mathematics.  The results of that project were positive.   Since then the Ministry has been 
in negotiation with the Inter American Development Bank (IDB) for a project to scale up this 
project to schools across the country.  In addition, the project will be expanded to include 
improving the teaching/learning of English and Science.  In this regard, the Ministry of 
Education, Youth and Sports is anticipating approval from the IDB of an Educational Quality 
Improvement Project of some BZ$20 million dollars.  The project will consist of several 
components as follows, aimed at improving teacher quality, for quality teaching and 
improved student learning outcomes: 
 
Component 1: Teacher Training 
 
Subcomponent 1 (a): Developing a system for improving the quality of entrants into 
teacher training.  This will include, among other things, a marketing campaign to attract high 
performing high school graduates into the teaching profession by enrolling in teacher 
education in their post secondary education. 
 
Subcomponent 1 (b):  Capacity building of teacher education institutions (TEIs) in the 
training of teachers particularly in the areas of Mathematics, English and Science.  This 
capacity building will focus on teacher educators and administrators at TEIs. 
 
Subcomponent 1(c): School-Based/On-site practical professional development.  The aim 
would be to improve the content and pedagogical skills in Math, Science and English of both 
trained and untrained teachers in the primary system. 
 
Component 2: Governance 
 
Subcomponent 2 (a):  Strengthening the Quality Assurance roles of TEIs.  This will focus 
on developing the capacity of TEIs and the systems, including a Teacher Licensing Exam, 
for them to monitor the quality of their outputs, that is how well their teacher graduates 
perform in the education system in order to inform improvements in their training 
programmes. 
 
Subcomponent 2 (b):  School Quality Assurance System.  This involves two elements.  
The first will focus on training for principals in school leadership as a vehicle for improving 



 

school and student performance.  This will build on the principal training the Ministry has 
already commenced.  The second element of the School Quality Assurance System will 
focus on implementing an Education Management Information System (EMIS).  The aim of 
the EMIS is to enable education policy planning and quality assurance, including the 
monitoring of student achievement, school resource use, and performance on a fair and 
objective basis. 
 
Component 3: Evaluation.  This will include (1) a Longitudinal Study of the Teachers 
Trained; (2) a Pre-Post Analysis of pre-service teacher training; (3) an evaluation of the on-
site professional development of teachers; and (4) a process evaluation of the EMIS. 
 
This project is anticipated to be approved this month and to commence later this year. 
 
 

 
 



 

 
The PSE 2014 Top Performers 

School	  Name	   Stu	  #	   Student	  Name	  
Total	  Score	  out	  

of	  400	   Rank	  
CROOKED	  TREE	  GOV	  BZ	   10034	   Ashton	  Tillett	   371	   1	  
LADY	  OF	  GUADALUPE	  CY	   20882	   Andres	  Hung	   369	   2	  
BERNICE	  YORKE	  BZ	   11774	   Kenyah	  Hyde	   369	   2	  
LA	  INMACULADA	  OW	   40365	   Alessa	  Castillo	   367	   4	  
ST	  ANDREWS	  ANG	  CY	   21527	   Veronica	  Peresedova	   365	   5	  
QUEEN	  SQUARE	  BZ	   11036	   Avaunt	  Kelly	   365	   5	  
ST	  ANDREWS	  ANG	  CY	   21509	   Myles	  Coombs	   364	   7	  
THE	  SHEPHERDS'	  ACADEMY	   21913	   Jingqi	  Liang	   364	   7	  
HOLY	  ANGELS	  SC	   50616	   Larry	  Palma	   363	   9	  
SAN	  PEDRO	  RC	  BZ	   10368	   Shanelle	  Palma	   363	   9	  
HOLY	  REDEEMER	  BZ	   10127	   Jonathan	  Alpuche	   363	   9	  
TRIAL	  FARM	  GOV	  OW	   40283	   Kiwani	  Flores	   362	   12	  
BISHOP	  MARTIN	  RC	  CY	   20939	   Corey	  Garcia	   361	   13	  
BELIZE	  ELEMENTARY	  BZ	   11722	   Jonathan	  Murillo	   361	   13	  
SAN	  PEDRO	  RC	  BZ	   10303	   Kylie	  Alamilla	   361	   13	  
ST	  ANDREWS	  ANG	  CY	   21508	   Geon	  Codd	   361	   13	  
BELIZE	  ELEMENTARY	  BZ	   11700	   Jordan	  Campbell	   360	   17	  
LOUISIANA	  GOV	  OW	   40071	   Christian	  Madera	   360	   17	  
LOUISIANA	  GOV	  OW	   40093	   Christian	  Ramirez	   360	   17	  
HOLY	  REDEEMER	  BZ	   10215	   Alyse	  Marin	   360	   17	  
BELIZE	  ELEMENTARY	  BZ	   11714	   Scott	  Hunter	   359	   21	  
ST	  ANDREWS	  ANG	  CY	   21515	   Andrea	  Gutierrez	   359	   21	  
HOLY	  REDEEMER	  BZ	   10279	   Brickshane	  Tucker	   359	   21	  
MARY	  HILL	  RC	  CZ	   30204	   Josie	  Reyes	   358	   24	  
ST	  JOSEPH	  BZ	   10683	   Hannah	  Williams	   358	   24	  
HUMMINGBIRD	  ELEM	  BZ	   11793	   Kashish	  Asnaney	   357	   26	  
LADY	  OF	  GUADALUPE	  CY	   20888	   Aden	  Leslie	   357	   26	  
LA	  INMACULADA	  OW	   40415	   Neah	  Mendoza	   357	   26	  
ST	  JOSEPH	  BZ	   10659	   Ashley	  Peyrefitte	   357	   26	  
BELIZE	  ELEMENTARY	  BZ	   11711	   Joshua	  Habet	   356	   30	  
MARY	  HILL	  RC	  CZ	   30194	   Savannah	  Muller	   356	   30	  
PANCOTTO	  PRIMARY	  BZ	   12096	   Jemeni	  Blease	   356	   30	  
SAN	  PEDRO	  COLUMBIA	  RC	   60578	   Alejandro	  Atkinson	   356	   30	  
ST	  JOHN	  VIANNEY	  BZ	   10510	   Kimberly	  Burn	   356	   30	  

 


