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The modern development of society dictates new approaches to estimation of school education quality.
The stage of students’ control in the educational process is considered as one of the important means of
learning efficiency increase. Means of information technologies (IT) even more often are applied at schools
for automation of control and measurement of students’ training productivity. Application of modern
training means results in perfectly developed software products. Use of information technologies of training
should not destroy the experience that has been acquired and is used in development of approaches to
estimation of training quality.

Key words: control, competence, information technologies, tests.
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