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Summary
- PLUS students have consistently out-performed the control group students, across all English skills
tested.

- In 2018-19, PLUS students had an overall baseline improvement of 20%. Of this, an average of 9% was
the ‘PLUS difference’ – the PLUS improvement above and beyond the control group improvement.

- In academic years, the PLUS difference equates to 1 term to 4 years of PLUS learning pace acceleration
across different skills, compared to the current control group pace. High PLUS acceleration is also
attributable to very low control group improvement – if control group students improve by 5% points in
a year, but PLUS students improve by 10% in a year, then that equates to 1 academic year of PLUS
learning pace acceleration compared to the control group. This metric is included, to allow readers to
contextualise progress to the local context.

- Based on our lessons learnt on the previous and this test cycle, we have decided to move to a more 
standardised test conducted on tablets primarily for the next academic year. 



About the test
We use baseline tests that:

• Cover all language learning skills – speaking, listening, reading and writing. 

• Are research validated, externally created standardised tests, to ensure our baseline follows 
assessment best practice.

• Specifically, we use Early Grade Reading Assessment (EGRA) for literacy and a Common 
European Framework (CEFR) aligned test for speaking and listening (an adapted version of 
Trinity College Londons Graded Examinations in Spoken English).



Test takers statistics
Control group PLUS group

66 students. 117 students from the Whitefield 
Ready schools took the baseline 
test.
107 students took the endline test.  

Students of grades 3-6. Students of grades 3-6.

Students from government 
schools  with no PLUS 
intervention.

Students from government schools 
who have been attending PLUS 
classes for an academic year. 

NOTE:

- Students without complete baseline and 
endline data were removed at the data 
analysis stage. 

- The PLUS group is from the project with 
Whitefield Ready, which has classes run 
by volunteers.

- The impact of volunteers vs teachers 
conducting PLUS English classes is not 
within the scope of this study but is an 
interesting effect to analyse in the 
future. 



Test implementation
• Both the tests are conducted by internal field staff and volunteers, leading to human interference 

errors, in spite of assessment training aimed at standardisation.

• Given the two tests are at the ends of an entire academic year, it was difficult to get the same 
assessor for a student for start point and end point testing.  

• Based on our lessons learnt on the previous and this test cycle, we have decided to move to a more 
standardised test conducted on tablets primarily for the next academic year. 



Speaking listening test findings 
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- PLUS being tab-based, it is naturally conducive 
to building reading and listening skills. Hence, it 
was interesting to note a 20% improvement in 
speaking and listening skills.

- We believe that varying language abilities of 
volunteers might have differentiated impact on 
the speaking-listening scores. However, since 
the volunteer language ability data was not 
readily available, we were unable to study the 
impact. 



Progression across the speaking-listening (S/L) tests
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Students have to score a minimum of 80% in a test to move to the next test. Thus, if more students made it to 
a harder test, it represents their ability to demonstrate higher level outcomes related to speaking and listening. 

The tests are graded and the language increases in complexity. The data suggests that a year of PLUS intervention 
has led to a 30% increase in the number of students who could progress to test 2 and a 20% increase in students 
who progressed to test 3, while there seems to be no difference in the control group over test progression. 

* The lower number of students in test 2 at the endline indicates a possible bias due to assessor’s expectations.

*
*



Literacy test findings 
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The literacy test we use is a standardized test called the 
Early Grade Reading Assessment or EGRA. EGRA is an oral 
test designed to assess reading proficiency in developing 
countries.

The PLUS program introduces phonics along with other 
skills, progressively leading the learner to acquire 
independent reading skills. However, out of the 8 reading 
sub-skills being tested in the EGRA, the PLUS program 
could be said to focus only on 4 skill areas, thereby 
levelling the test for both groups in terms of advantage. 

We are currently assessing whether EGRA is the right test 
for the PLUS program. Since the curriculum is GSE-aligned, 
we can track GSE learning outcomes related to reading to 
assess if the program is indeed improving reading skills.



Overall test performance
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- On average, control group students demonstrated a 
11% improvement in performance between the 
baseline and endline tests, while the PLUS students 
demonstrated a 20% improvement. Since the tests 
were conducted at the beginning and end of an 
academic year, it is reasonable to assume that the 
control group students got the benefit of one full 
year of business as usual learning.

- This indicates an equivalent of 1 academic year of 
PLUS learning pace acceleration compared to the 
control group.


