UNI5ANNYINUNITIYLNDNINUANUINTEAUAINEINITOVDY
WUUNAEURI8 Modified Angoff Method mutnausivas CEFR
LASYDLEUDLUY: NSOIANEIUNAIINIY 2 1599

%) ' s I3
gwel gnuadua*
UNI1INY 188U

unAnga
N3OULUIAAYEY CEFR Wundnansenunddgsonisisounisaoululseina
Ingasustn.a. 2557 Jagtuiiauideunasesinnsfinyinisivungadnvesnziuy
LUUNAADUNISINguiunadiszaued CEFR Inenisly Modified Angoff Methods
J1u3u 2 35 wan1sideeraneliifanansenululraniiealula ins1ginideld
wuunaaeundnansenuluiening fllgunuindnisidedainaiigannnsesidfay
| \ DA - v a o < add & v
naeE9 L1y wuinauedunsdadulaninnitainunse 1 uisndulula
g1nun ldAradfegralimunzanieliidedvigusenaunisindula wasgld
a 1 & v o= v 29 Y va o o ° awv v
nsrvIunsAnldaumena Ludy Faieinstigide wasdasdman1sidelulyla
asgndnitetadnin saunslalideiauewusiiieligifodunasitnuideluiiues
wenfuluswralilanaf By
[ o w ad v [ L3 v a !
AdNANY: T5ARLUAIVBY Angoff, NMIAMUANAINNINTFIU, NTEUIBITINVRIYLIY
(CEFR)

*3A.0%. giad gnuadud, audn1w uninendeudly Weddn
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A Critical Review of Using Modified Angoff Methods for Cut-off
Score Settings based on CEFR and Suggestions:
A Case Study of 2 Research Articles

Abstract

CEFR has had important impacts on English language teaching and learning
in Thailand since 2014. At present, there are some research studies on mapping
cut-off scores of English tests with CEFR Levels by 2 Modified Angoff Methods.
Their findings may have high impacts on the students and education
administrators because they are high-stakes tests. The author found that there
are many serious weaknesses in the studies, for example, they emphasize on
reliability rather than validity, the methods are next to impossible to perform,
they make use of statistics inappropriately for experts in the field to make their
judgments, and their processes are illogical. Therefore, the author would like to
point them out to the researchers and research consumers to make them realize
their limitations. Some suggestions were provided for anyone who wants to

conduct a similar study in the future to yield better results.

Keyword: Modified Angoff Method, Standard Setting, CEFR
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A"

\esarnuurdniAgafunsousiedesauvesylsy (Common European
Framework of Reference : CEFR) tsnfunuimlunisizeunisaouaasuszmnelng
wndaued w.e. 2557 iszinsensdneisnisldtundulouelinnsSeuns
dou warnsnaadeulsziliunanwsingulussrulszaudnwnavdseudnuliduly
MINNAIRINATY (NTENTNANWITNNS, 2557) wazlussivgaudnuidinsiauswusli
IR USuU TR YRSt sunsaeun s wliidenadesiuin el
fandnadae @rinanugandng, 2559) faifu FefieAdefiiRertunsimuninaus
LRI ILVBIAFUUULUUNAABY (Standard Setting) Tiad1stu vieiiogudluussina
\iowieufuinuidandn fileulderunuunainise 2 3esiiieddu Test item
Mapping 4azN13 A8 UAZLUUTDILUUNAADUATNSAINYDINNIINGI1ADADILNI D8
azidon nszindumadeiifAniuuuuneaeuiifinansenudegaounazdiiisados
111 (high-stakes test) fiuilingusrasdluniaifouns 2 Uszms fe ietliieu
Rl LLagpziﬁ%ﬁ’]mamﬁé’aﬂ,ﬂiﬁﬁdwmﬁy’a 2 303 Wiaidesduiduiunsideluiues

'
o w a

WennuilidedninfidnAaINUIeEe wavilelauauusIsn1seeNaglanan1sidennan

va v °

LA é’m%"umemmimmﬁ%’mﬁaa%’wmiwL%U%LmumaﬂLLuwmaamamuﬁu
W9 CEFR Tuaunag khazue3a1saiunaiuadananilisddvnnis ka sHansenuiens
AnTUlLINT1909N5ITBUNTADUY WaZNITAdBUN BISINguluUTEmAVILY Loy

Lldsianunagneliiinransenusegidenvinsidedananudiusiegidle

A/NSAMNUATLTAVANNEIUIT

FBAMUATEAUAINAINITD TONIIAMNUALNNINNINTFIU (Standard Setting)
vimaﬁqmsmumﬂmmiﬁa%ﬂmuuﬁwqmaawamaawqwﬁﬂﬁmmim%LLuﬂﬁaaU
ponfilauau1san19fuld (Tannenbaum, 2011 $1989lu CaMLA, 2015) w3e
nunefeisildiflessyseAudugninanioaiinsanvosdaoy uazazuuugadn
(cutscores) Az LUUTIRUITZRUAIINAILITORINE1IMED (Bejar, 2008) N15A19AUA
AzuuUfInailunnii 35 35 Wetudsd 1986 (Berk, 1986) LLaﬂu‘fjaﬁ;ﬁ’uﬂfﬂq%ﬁ
$ruunnning msvinudayididenuazdedosunnsnety wazinazlnavesnis
SrunnaTuana19iy (Barman, 2008) 33s1suaniiauisasiuunoentaidy 2
Useiny (Eckes, 2012) Ao 1iufin1sAnwisdenaaou (item-centered studies) Lau
Angoff Method, Modified Angoff Method, Nedelsky Method W& ¢ Bookmark
Method 1Jufuuay Lﬁuﬁé’aamwwmaeu (Person-centered studies) LU Borderline

Groups method wag Contrast Groups Method tusu waztdniauazUsziiiunauns
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AU UNTBAs N inauaTivestoyaliu 3 Ussian (Berk, 1986) Ao Tty
AARUYeIl Ty Judgmental Methods), 357londumnuAniiuvesidevy
Uszneudeyaisusedntuasdenaaoy Judgmental-Empirical Methods) way 357
ofedeyaiiaszindvesdonnasuuszneunnudniiuyesiidersay Empirical-
Judgmental Methods) @1%5u Modified Angoff Method LI u35n15i1vuaLn el
unsgrusuunildunguiiendanudniiuvesidsmausznoudeyaussintues
Jovaaeu (Berk, 1986)

ASARUATZAUAMIUEINNTAA28 Angoff Method taz Modified Angoff Methods
1. Traditional Angoff Method (35983 Angoff wuuUszLwaltiew)
W.H. Angoff (1971) ilugunaueisfimumnasisedumuaiunsawuuil

(% '
= )

Ju e muagafarasnzuL (Cut-off Score) Tasuuunadauyalaganiafiadsiy
dnvesnzuuLiuUaaeuoondu 2 nquiitu Aonduiivszaunadnialumedeou
(Mastery Level) fungudiéislaiszaunadnialunisiiou (Non-Mastery Level) uay
U3nngafaueInzuuLEEnin Minimum Competence Level (sefufifinmianinsnd
fian) vi3edoag1sduiidonnumneluiusufertu 1wy The borderline, Minimally
Competent Candidate Jugu 3dadunsinedaausil
1. a9uuUvAdeUINASEILTUAN 1 90
2. wiwidermaludevvesuuunnaeutiu 1 gamils
3. Widomnginsanedradudasyin faeuiifirrwanunsamdigeiies
idenaaaunsiazdolagnaosTesaviiale U 30%, 45% wag 55%
Dusiu
4. thAnedsvesiorazyeInsmAnsaineugnusiazde uazynadesnagy
unTRdintm s LTI UNAGR UTIthNR95aN

2. Modified Angoff Method (35983 Angoff WuuAnLUAY)

poundtnnasevuazUseiliunalannuladitues Angoff wuuuseinadesdu
LuuURaLUaInatesULuuLYdy Modified Angoff Method 1 fintfiun1sinilauny
Traditional Angoff Method uslianugnssunsussyusmiuiiefiananiesaryeins
ABUYNI WU 2-3 a%s Modified Angoff Method 2 anttiun1sinilaudu Traditional
Angoff Method wiiliidasasedourinnenssunisiountsinnsanadsaine Modified
Angoff Method 3 antiluni1sinilaunu Traditional Angoff Method Lwﬂﬁ;:il,%mmﬁy
flnsaninedndasyin faeuiimiuanunsandigauazvindenaasuusazdolignses
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vidolal Andlaliszydu 1 uidAndlails Wissydu o luseudl 1 uwdlvideyawa
N158UTI9UD LU ATAINYIN-918 (difficulty index) Lag/130 A181UIATILUN
(discrimination index) kAnazATIATTIUTOUR 2 LileUsznounsiadulainag
Wasuwdamwideld eg1ls udUsvyuauznssunmsiiesdusenanisindulaudazde
vosnmznssunmaiieviuudludundianineluseudl 3 Wemdeaguimtudusede
suanasigadavesazLuude uaziilod 1998 14T{Launds Modified Angoff
Method 4 %38 Extended Angoff Method %umi% (Plake et al., 1998) d115un1s
AvuagafaYeIAzILULUUNAABUT IAIUNTA (Multi-dimensionality) wagliazuuy
nateguuuu (polytomously scored) wnuiezidunislviay WUUUUUYN-HA
(dichotomously scored) 31AA1SNA@BULUULADNABYU (Multiple-choice) Wiy
Wilow Traditional Angoff Method wag Modified Angoff Method 819 &esiounAd
frinlulfifletmungadaunsgiutesaeiuuasy (standard setting) Wiinduidunans
NTDATLUY

dmuenidedts 2 Feafananidnadu Tnistmungeadaunsgiu (Standard
Setting) ¥04ALUUTATEAUAIILAILITA F28 Modified Angoff Method 3 #idinas
MnueAzLULRafnuINnd 1 90 wazdiswaziBuaunndrsiudntes nanfe Tunsdl
¥9391uide13097 1 1dlddmungada 4 9a fe A2 B1, B2 uazy C1 Inadnuals
Adsamgfinnsandenaaeusede mnAningaeuiifinnmannsamgaluusassziy
Anuansadilenanaulagn Wildsia = 1 wivniAndiawmeuia 1sva = 0 uddlv
foyasuen-ievesdeasusedeuddidorvglunsfionsanseud 2 dmanuise
309l 2 fwuagada 3 90 Ao A2, BI way B2 Wiy uazimusliiiformafiansan
Fonnaousedoin mndeladningdaeuiifianuannsasmanlunsagsesuauanunse
filennanauldgn Tiszyevazvadlonafinznougnaufifidomvualils 1wy 5%,
10% 930 15% Wusu uininfndirsasnauiia lild 0% udilideyasiuaiain-dne
LLazmﬁ’m’lﬁ]?&’]LLUﬂ“ZJ@GEZJ}EJa’e)UiWEJ%IEJLLﬂ'éL%ﬂ?%ﬂ@iUﬂﬂiﬁ%ﬁimﬂiaUﬁ 2

ArwUSTAaY adudl 36 (2564) 77



Johuazdafasvain1simunlnfaNInsg1ulag Modified Angoff Method 3 M4
Tuau3Tens 2 (Fa9
Uof

1.

Huisiduiunsisnnn dmuliteyamaeinfidormnglumandifiosudls
auAniuIgaeulusziuauamsafIegauisaazyindedeuwnas el
andiosvdell videgndesdnesaziviila wazerafinsuiuasunudniiule
lunenduielddeyavasmanisaouanusznounisindule dedudslaiddnads
wisalun1svdeya (Berk, 1986; Stahl & VUE, 2019)
Judsidudunisitennn dindudide insgildifesadfdongsan
(Descriptive Statistics) Wiy (Berk, 1986; Stahl & VUE, 2019)

ety Traditional Angoff Method waz Modified Angoff Method #14¢) ALY
Extended Angoff Method 3alasuautisuagaunsvats Ineaniglunges
919158 uariintauasUseiunamamsanwfifeansimungadamnnsgiuyes
AzuULIATEIUANAINITAYRILUUNAFR UTiTHanTEnUTBEselaey (low-
stakes test) (iBd 1 90 AoAzLULYARATENING ngugfiuszaunaduialunnsg
\Sou (Mastery Level) ﬁ’“uﬂﬁjuﬁé’alaiﬂizawaﬁ'lL%ﬁﬂumiﬁau (Non-Mastery
Level) 1 Iiieussifiunadugnslunsdouluieasou vislungulsadou
Dusiu

nuiTeTi 2 Beg Q’ﬁwﬁ’ﬂLﬁuﬂ’]ﬁ%’amm&umawmqléfasmamﬁm way
7

ANAUUINUINDENY B9l

o

AsUDIULAABUT9R LA71ITA1sNUNNN TSI nan sy
NalAeFaNan15IY fanazlanaiiasly

JoUNWID9

1. e 2 Feslilddunanunss (Validity) ¥esnsuszidiu wanauLiug

AMuLiles (Reliability) detfudndudaunnsasiiireuseiigavasdsniside
Na1IAD m’mﬁmLﬁuﬁaamé’aqﬁ’wuaaé’ﬁaa%wﬁm%’mmﬁ%’aﬁﬁ Traditional
Angoff Method %38 Modified Angoff Method iﬁié’wmammd’@%’mw
ﬁmﬁugﬂﬁaa’h;:IaauLLGiazaz@fwmmmmmﬁmmiﬁﬁammmmazﬂ,uiz§1’°uﬁ
aulsziiiu ilesnmsuseiiuingreuaunsansugnlalimnenuingneud
mmmmmagﬂmzﬁuﬁmamdﬂ ot Mg Tmgdamnudniiuaenndos
fluann LLamﬁqmmmLﬁumam'%aﬁmml,ﬁmqa (high reliability) usilailauans
TilAunsege (high validity) Aglagdnludd ins1ginlunsdnduing1iens
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Ligndesilsl mnidiieraiivwimiuaaieatudaeunidssauaruaanse
MgAUDLAREIEAUANUNANNTaligNFBY (Barman, 2008)
N13N1UAYAAAVBIAZLUULAY Modified Angoff Method MK338 14Ty

4
siAdeiia 2 Bos Tuseud 1 Wudsnsfidululdensnniiazgndas sz
odeinsanuresfidorvigluaians Uudgmental Standard) ivinifud
mansaligaouiifiruainsamanlulsazszAuaLasnsaazamsrh
Toasuusazdoligniosiosaziinla nieneuldgnuiold wurfniende
Auiuvefiisrvigiisrduaiueinvestenaas udmiugasuii

Anuansasaniussazsyiudundnddey ansdnduladinandniuegiv

Uadenangedne 1Wu anuAuAgveEliInyiunszuIunsiiinou nsius

€

e

dﬁfaaauﬁﬁwé’ﬂﬁmimﬁmmmiﬁﬁﬂLﬁuu%hjﬁ?uﬂuimmzﬁ'u nay
imqﬂssmﬁsuamwmaau W (Burr et al,, 2017) ﬁuﬁuumﬁmﬁ@%m%w
TuenansnsinuasUszfiunanianmsfneifidedewnn wu Berk (1996 &1
fidlu Ricker, 2006) 3915aliudu “msznumsiummsiidgoFoudululils”
(nearly impossible cognitive task) Lag Shepard (1995 919dslu Ricker, 2006)
Masalinduundnd “Audnoanlunsszananasunmsfidoveayud”
(exceed human cognitive processing capacities) wazduniszaudiennuan
ﬁm%’uﬁu’ﬁlm%muj (Impara et al, 1997 & 1998 9198911 Stahl, 2019) way
wurdnfand1ndunisdinuagainvesazuuuiiendeainuidusade
(subjectivity) v0s§13gr9131n Fuduazuuugadafivsidanmnna wie
NANNNT INSIENSEYIIMINsLnela (arbitrary) “UENEEL%EJ’JGU%Q (Barman, 2008)

v
v a

Y & v I3 I a o o a ¢ o ] v oA v Y &
WQUQL%HULﬂUWQHLﬂu@ﬂqﬂﬂﬂﬂUﬂWUQW5§U®Qﬂaq3LWiqgﬁqaL%U?ﬂqQﬂM1@LUu
= a ¢ a ad & MY v a
doULLUUNPEADULDN LLWLU‘ULWUQﬂqiﬂqﬂﬂqimwﬁaﬁmﬂimmLUUVL‘UVLJJ"LW'JW Eﬂa@‘UV]

D X2

'
[

fanuanunsasgaluidazseauazaunsansudenaaaulagnieamali wse
T1aggndesdniosazivinla Ussiduiifugndouniniian uarldfunis
FnninsalaninTawazuseifiunaiiluvesisnisidunldiion1side
(Wilson & Santelices, 2017)

nudsens 2 Beddaradeglinzauiiausznounisindula ndnie
ﬁiﬂaﬁaﬁum%’amaaumm’faﬁﬁmﬂﬁﬂﬁﬂ’sﬁma_ﬂfﬁﬂizﬂaumaﬁmﬁu‘lﬂmauﬁ 2
Ao A1AINEIN-418 (difficulty index) hagA181141934un (discrimination
index) sauvenseiuseluseuil 3 L"f]umﬂﬁﬁﬁa;daﬁhjmmzamﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁma
mMsimungadnassuanluais mswdn 1) 1Wuiaifsiuvesgaoudil
anuannsavaeseiu lilvemedaeuluudarssiuanuamnsaifideany

A1¥1Y
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#9130071 2) Yoyanana1iunanazuuysIng (observed scores) lail¥ann
ATLULAT (true scores) Faidudsfiaasldiiteliligndniiusiads (true
standard) tn31231919a3U81984 (generalize) 19n3n (Berk, 1986 wag van
der Linden, 1982 & 1984 814fi4lu Ricker, 2006) 3) A91181N-4182DIT D
naaoulsiliduogifudomitfesnimmnaeuwintu uiddueg funiwilldlude
A101Y (test stem) AMAINYBIAILEBNFA19)V0ITBNAABULUULADNADY
ATNENIATBNADY uazaiFouNsAeudiy TamAnstunasnunlaildu
veninduteasulsiflunsdidunvunaasunuudanmsi (Barman, 2008)
ogafthuiionsifeadall 4) msefusevesidermaluduaninedu o1
FululdngiSermaurauiidvdnamionnuanvosidoivaduudidng sl
fnaulaiinnane (Hejri & Jalili, 2014) Laga1NA1TIVULTDAINATIEY (Meta-
Analysis) wuin nslideyananisasusiedeuniidvrvayilinzuuugadn
saaniinsanaulaluseudl 1 uag 3 (Hurtz & Auerbach, 2003) waz91nn1s
81T90ANAT18Y (Meta-Analysis) ladeazuin mslvideyananisasusieds
w3yl s gimungainanasnindy (Hurtz & Auerbach,
2003) Fe1u ﬁ'waﬁaﬁmﬂLLaz%’agaﬁﬁwﬂ%méﬁﬂguﬂamﬁﬂﬁmiéfm%u%
Aana1nlume

Modified Angoff Method ldinssnzlunisAnlsidumnana na1fie Modified
Angoff Method ldlun1s3desta 2 L%ENL“f]u‘i‘%ﬁmﬁammﬁmLﬁusuaa;:&%mmzy
doulddayaiBeUszindvasdennasudsenaunisandulaniends
(Judgmental-Empirical Methods) 13u3sAl4nssnzlunsandiliauvnauna
(illogical thinking) mez’jﬁéﬁmmzyjlé‘lﬁﬁmmim’mmmWimamuﬂmim
dnduluneundn Aeufiaziiudeyaideszinvuusznoumsindulalunends
1nmIsedliteyadnans (simulated data) Afigi3eavgdiuiu 4900 Ay
fa1sandndulenialunisneudenaasu 2 seulasliliteyalaqlviuszneunis
fnaula wuimuAnIuLanaeiuegslidedAynieads waausaifiniaeg
IalumsuuRnszindvwintiosuin na1fe p < 0.001; Cohen’s d = -0.083
wind (Shulruf et al, 2015) wanslidiuogradaiaus AiBeavaflumansiin
lideeildsunisdndulavesmuiesiildnseriudrdusiusn Ssenadumsnz
yarawaidenudulalusiesgidumsinduls ofls snunanuideds 2 Fe
wu fAdeeuaelifidoivagasuvamisdndululuseuusnlinionds
nnildiiudeyananisasusedeveauunnasundy Aerauein-ie lu
nsdivossAteiesd 1 vieAAnuIN-ite wazAs uasuun Tunsdives
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NuiTedesd 2 wildlgdnisveaeuindinisdsuulasegadiveddyniol
WesusvenianuAniureideivaluuigadnvesnzuunaenadosiuiin
fu wiluusgadnndudauAniuwandsfunniulunemidodod 1 dw
MAduFesd 2 ssyuiifissiienuAndiuvesidsnadauaeandesiuuin
Julusoud 2 uas 3 BimungasnvesrziuuluszazisngoidunufnLiu
suaqﬁt,%’rmgylﬂuwﬁﬂ (Judgmental Methods) L% Angoff Method (1971)
Ebel (1979) wag Nedelsy (1954) dau1iiiss1eqfiondearnudnifiuves
Aidnmgeulidoyadaszinduszneunisdindulanionds Judgmental-
Empirical Methods) %1 Modified Angoff Method (1978), Beuk Method
(1984) uag Hofstee Method (1983) uarlutlagiuiinidedunistauas
Usziunaaulaiaunisimungeadnlaglideyaiseindreuiovsneunis
é’fmﬁuiwaqQ’L%'mngﬁlumwé’ﬂ (Empirical Judgmental Methods) 12w
Borderline Group Method (1982) Contrasting Groups Method (1982) wa ¥
Criterion Groupsfwethod(1984)Lﬂu§ﬁJ(51ﬁ5ﬂ1u Berk, 1986)53u§ﬁ Rasch
IRT Model Method (Wang, 2003) miendumseintnisedelunssnyues
ANUAATIYNABININATI

$uAdens 2 3as LifiAFasradauntiudenadasvasadtuiiiusendng
Q’L?i'iﬂ'smzy, (interjudge agreement) naafe 130afi 1 1iloldi3nsuuu 1
vie 0 lifisnsuiuudazuuugadaiaqlusoud 3 Mduivensumlvly
Afowuil warlunsdflnuideesd 2 nsfvualifideinadeniesasi
maigaeuiifinnuanunsasfignluusazszduneugndesniniesas igide
muualiarmidionainliiAnead (bias) Tunisliaudniiule (Berk, 1986)
ey Yeunnsestinanilnaiinaneanuiiisiionnuieshy (Reliability) vos
nsfmungadavesazuuuluudazsziy wazwiiflunideiteusnazinig
AIUINMIAIAIINARIALARDUNINTFIUYBINTTAAGY (Standard Error of
Judgment: SEJ) ug3¥elaldlda1dlun1sufvudgadnlundazsedy
ALANNNTOEY WENAINTEYIARRveIAziuUlusEaulaliAIfINa1ININYTe
foowhiiu uenaniiifesdldmiinmameinldluseudl 2 way 3 fo unuilay
Tanzluseuit 1 Wit (MacCann & Stanley, 2004)
AnuAniudUssfiuvesideaviglunisiansandeseusuauunndy
LIATUIUY  WaSHWaNEsEAUANNEINIsadiaNLdDesidBIn na1afe n1g
fatunqadnvesnzuLLie Modified Angoff Method Aithulfifiensideats

[
a

[ o Y [ P LY £ o A
ULﬂuﬂqiﬂW%UWQWMWMaﬂﬂﬁzﬂU AR 3-4 5eAU LLagUdaullulIUNINAR 100-

A1¥1Y
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120 9o gounslmAnanulsinsitlunruAnifnfuszdunmasadigaes
daoulunrazszauduaiuiuladneg (Impara, 1997; Impara & Plake, 1998
wae Boursicot & Roberts, 2006 8139941 u George et al., 2006; Burr et al,,
2017)

nsauULWIARYRY CEFR MjwnlHiionsiselsimunzaufulszaunisal uag
Anudvisenmaavaifsrvnlunuidee 2 Bes wreindunseu
auduazauanunsalunslinviionisdearsvesgingluglsuluvane
U3UN (Read, 2019) llgnnsldnrwrdenquiiionisdeansveainiseunie
UnAnwluvsunvesing nIevsunvesussivaluleidenzuseon (East Asia
counties) Fudumliinnsfnuluyssmmvariiunssvdnitnisasgdos
UFudsaunlunseunuifnues CEFR limunsauiuusunvesu 1wy 3u laniu
JUu seanside warduaud Wudu viewiudluusemalneffl FRELE-TH
(Framework of Reference for English Language Education in Thailand) R
#57911910UUIAAYY CEFR : Kulaporn Hiranburana et al, 2019) uaﬂmm‘f
mnAnAIfugadnvazvesaeululsa sEfUAmNLEN AR NNTeU CEFR 71
T lunsidesta 2 SoadunseunnAnnigiuinuensdeansdunisi uas
wordundn ldldreuaguyniinwrlutuunaaeuiitunides W finvensey
Alerny wasddndt WBudu uifid1fyunfde nseuwwidadithunldllle
AuFLazAINaINNTveasuiinignlundazssfuauaIunsany
LUIAUAAVDY Traditional Angoff Method hag Modified Angoff Methods
(Berk, 1986; Chinn, 2006; Burman, 2008) Unfud§v1n153581309qn 60
1RsgILRsAzLUUIFadlimdlemdnvaranzyesiinnuansadigad
Faraulunanefifdludsufon uidunisenunniegliddeudananlsgndes
LﬁalaiﬁwamiaauLaww3Q’ﬁﬁmmmmﬂ'imi’wqﬂiw,wiazizﬁummmmaa (Burr,
2017) fatiy leUszaunsniuazanuiuazaiuatusnveadidersigll
WngaNiunsauLEIAn nTeukwiAnligniestnu uagliiveyananisaey
vosgiinmanunsniaalunsassesuany amnsaliidengliszneunis
finnsan navesmnuiuvesidomgdonliigniesmuluse
aaﬂ‘ilszﬂawaaﬁl&%&lwwﬂumuﬁﬁ'aﬁ'\a 2 Gosliwnzaudmiuanuideild
Modified Angoff Methods tw31z31fidnwaidungudneazsianug

9

o

(Homogeneous Group) na1IAe TusAdeisem 1 IFeIwey 13 Audnd
Uszaunisallunisaaun1wdinguszning 7-40 U asuluseiulSyginiuay
Tadindnen disandeuSygiln Wuwawe 1 au wazinandgsdn 12 au diu
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10.

Fosit 2 1458ev1e) 14 au e 4 au wagndjsdn 10 au Tuszaunisallu
nseeudaus 5 Juld wazdiadinensAnwseRuUTya nkazen Tuanun
MsaouN TSN uiazduq MiAsades Faasiuldindidervguesausaz
Feudundudnuazionius (Homogeneous Group) WAINN1TITTUNTIHT
Redesmuin nguiidoamaivanzanlunsimungadannsgiuvesnzuuy
Arsunguatuniiug (Heterogeneous Group) 1u Hqdin1anisfineinans
sy fszaumsainainvany Siuvisndnnsvatesedu Wufunuia
vosi{flazliteyavdefidmlddiuids (stake-holders) funavesnisinvug
AR LagAITABIEINITanautenadeuldgndesynde luaisiianie
“§dovg” vie “Flilderng vie “aulidunn (stringency)” 3o “aud
Taf (lenient)” viogiiydimamsfinuigs wiriu msrgdhiladomaniinadens
Usziliugadinvasnziuy uimsasdunueiideingidanuainvaigluies
AINA1ILA D (Morgan & Michaelides, 2005; Chinn, 2006; Verheggen et al,,
2008; Hejri & Jaloli, 2014; Shulruf et al., 2015; Rezigalla, 2016)

Aot 2 Besiilaifitnnsnsavseuanugniasuionnunss (Validity)
vasnsindulevesfideaviglagnse udedouuimiuanmluidedn wn
Adnmgiinnudniuaeandesfuinnitlamsimunazuuugadndedinig
pssnnviity ualdfinsmsraaaulnedeyaidesedng (Ricker, 2006; Shulruf
et al,, 2016) mniidedesnaznRdeuANgNABtlunIiRdulTsios
yhmsiduestadfisiu maaaaumﬁmmmmaaummmwmmﬁmau
(Standard Error of Judging) suaﬂgjLéumsmzwawsqmmﬂmimmawuaa
LUUNAaBUYALAEafuNatsAts Mo INLUUNAFEUAYLIY (MacCann &
Stanley, 2004) #30#283F Cluster Analysis (Tseng et al, 2015) 41N 11389
anuaadunvesmsfndulafildaniesmiuaenadesuesmufniiuyes
;;’{L%mﬁmq; 1399191 UAZILUUATY (true score) 9INNITIATIZRTBNARDUTIEUD
AULUINGBINITADUAUDIVBIVaNAADY (Item Response Theory) 138
Iinszideyasinanuiuresiiorvigmunuidnvomguisnadeagy
(Generalizability Theory) fiaxiiuseloatinndulumsmenaunswssazuuu
ﬁﬂ%U@Qmmwmndwawaﬁlﬂlﬁﬁﬂlﬁ(NbcCann&:ﬁan&w,2006;Scthwﬂw&
van der Vleuten, 2006 91909b Shulruf et al., 2016)

NuASute 2 Basiild Modified Angoff Method 1lutilesnsaifnenwintiy
laianun5a81989a5U (generalize) nan153d8luawuunaaauynduld
WEd 1) Fmsengiuuuneaeuinanifissymieauiniu uiiieuide
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11.

G

047l 2 sziidemnaniosiuiuuunadeuadratuny Test Specification wag
ffufadmsinaey suaimalienegimauammetondnisldasaud s
FBansfnanlaldfuuszAuiuuneaeuyaduazsidunuuneaaeuguuiuais
(true parallel forms) fugaihindinszfludaton ssdumimen-ie uas
AMNLUITUTINYRIAELUY  2) FnsAnwlaeldazuuudsing (observed
scores) lallaldnzuuuasy (true scores) wae uag 3) laifin13n329a0uaI8113
ns¥hen (iteration/replication) 1w 1fiTemgfisanguier vinnsliaaes
LUUNAABULIEIYALAYY LazldIsn1IAIUAIARRYDIATRUULTTEIITLAEY
flosa1ndauddenuin i3srmginsnguimungeinvenuunaasuyn
WentuaeiulinaglgisiReny (Chang, 1999; Ricker, 2006)
Jiignvgudazaulifieududassluanudniiuvesnuies ws1zdn Tuns
Uszguseudl 3 ilefansannanisuszifiusede wazazuuugadnvosusiaz
syfuATUANINSaTesLITeT 2 ﬁaaawﬁQLG‘?}EJ’JSUWzuummuﬁ%w‘éwaiumﬁﬂ
W Brmgduliiundesnnilddhe 1wu gaThamanisfnugeunn Wiyan
won) fa17launn wisduszaunisallunisasuuin Jvirlirudaiunes
fienmausiasauliiiudasy (Rezigalla, 2016)

Mndounnieainegdanariudidneduresuideis 2 Fos vinldaunsoagy
fosieluil

ALLLLLNUTIARAYRILUUMAADUMTBURAUTEF U mInaives CEFR &ala]
AAunse (Validity) ﬁgﬂé’aﬂ Hesndwinnisnsraaeulaeisla3snisd
UnGotiold

Nan13eT 2 eaduiiiesnsdifine (Case Study) whihy ilesaneneemy
Anviiuresidervgiitssnguiien Iirsziiuunaaouiiisayaiied Iz
Tngdideasindu wazldifiecadnidanssan Descriptive Statistics) Lyt
Fedunansidedslianunsaldifientss1adaasy (generalize) lusuuumnaoy
yadulst
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daiauauuzdmiugideuasaziman1sideluly

1.

TUNITREUNIHANITITY ;ﬁ%’aﬁgq 2 Foamsszyieeaveanisidedndy
nsdifne wazvendesdalunisiiaziwansisululdlidaaulunouduves
$89113dY unuiazeglunouving quesnenusgrsitnidoursaurounszyin
Faonafieldindimunensnuundannuunnsesvesnuieveseies

fideia 2 BesasiaansrnanuauAsiiag (Consistency) n3oAauLiles
(Reliability) ¥04A213AATUYBIITEITIYNINATYALFEL AuLUUNATEY
unnimilsyn wazliidimungadnvesnzuuumnnimidsidensoudiou
HANITIATIZY LLﬁ%ﬂTﬁL%ﬂ%ﬁ’Jﬂd’]ﬁ’]%LLuu(ﬂ'Nﬂﬁ@L%S?‘U?@Lﬁuaaﬂﬂéjaﬂﬁu
fhulalaraunse uwidumenies FauArmnuiisaazgsnnuilafng
lail9Asitoz3uUsefuiman1sidoazgnies

fAfors 2 FesmsTBnmansiaaeununss (validity) veswamsidoiudeya
FeUsydndnanensadies Modified Angoff Method fikreld fuwuunaaou
Werfuusisneyn wazdidorvgsiingy udiuiounansiesesiiuisauly
nsfnuagafavesazkuuldsunsiauntulnilagldadnssdadugs
(Advanced Inferential Statistics) L% u Cluster Analysis, Item Response
Theory, Generalizability Theory wag Confirmatory Factor Analysis Judu
mseiluddeluimenienfuiiviaieddnatlunmsasisdeunansideds 5
U (MacCann & Stanley, 2004)

dlosarninauet CEFR Aldluns39endiilidunasinansvesauanunsanig
mwuﬁamsﬁamwaﬂ;ﬁimﬂuﬁummqiiu (Read, 2019) lul9ineuai
ANEINsaNInT Yo sAeasvasiniSsunsetind@nuiluuSunvasUsine
ne fadu n1sdmdonfidervgiarlfifienistuungadanisdosdided
UsziiuilBudndy ms1zUeNIINAITIANEEITEgTiinNaInaneLd
Ailmgaisdesdivszaunisalnssnuinaeifitunldie viemnindes
Usuninagisinanbimuzauiuiniieunistnadnwiluviunveslnemsde
seulvdaulusigaunsideme

dlosaninauet CEFR Aldlun153den Sl unasinansvesauanunsanig
awilensieansvesilng/luuiunveselsy (Read, 2019) uazdennasuves
wuunedeuiithudnssiadeilldldadaunmuunfnves CEFR faususn
ﬁaﬁu%aﬁi’ﬂL"f]uaEJ'N?jaﬁQ’%’ﬂﬂ’ﬁé]’aamwaaummmaL%wfam (Content
Validity) vestonageusedeveanvunaasuiiaziundasizidsnouinianss
munaives CEFR w3alil uazinegluszaula lngnismeandviiauasnndos

A1¥1Y
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vasteapuseteiuingUszasAviatgege (Multidimensional ltem-Objective
Congruence Index) 71135984 Turner & Carlson (2003) luilalagignan 10C
Adouldfusgrauninarslursnisdnuilneg Jeifinrvesgasilignies
(@nsnguad d191gyla, 2554)
NSIVUAALLULLNININTFIUVILUUNAFR ULAEYAAITA TR sule U189
nsnageuiae lasiarldavuuuiildanmsduwaiissegrafisavindy
AzuuunusinnsgulinsazmauAuly viegunnauduly udmsasduge
Adululduagwefseninsazuuuiiiinue (cut scores) fAU1RTFILVDY
ANAINT09aY (performance standard) #3BAMUAINITOA3IUATIEN 1Y
vosyaaulufazIEAUAINEINNTD (Kane, 2017)
fnifeiiszasdagrinisiseiisadunsiivunseduinugiuinsg1ured
LUUNAROUYALANAIY AI5IZAINTENtN3I1IBN s Teginuiuunn uiagds
Tnansiseiunnsinsiu visousiusiBifentu Wewdsunguiidormglunisl
foya Arnagldnailindimiouda (Kane, 2017) Mailns1zdn 33enegiionde
AMuinYesfiiervigduuidunisivuanasinzuuuvuaialavey
(arbitrary) 34156 898N15ATId@RUANNUNTIVRINaN1SIelikUTanawl LU
weunsluraniie msigdwnadeiiinsldinusiaziinug 2 a1 fio audisiu
naugarldusslev druauiilinnunausiasdeusslend nsfinan1s3devil
aulalunasiie farmsriunasidumsiaduiianainuin (Kane, 2017)
dmfufizimansitovesnuitededademiaisnanudluld asdes
finnsadaadounnsotdiagienatndadieduy wdaiensuniinanside
aenAdasfuusunvesnunioll uarenaidsssenisinaulaunesifisdlasde
ey viediiinansideunldsnsds mseimnniedilesioduma maas
Lisuilsnnuiiuresidernglunmsinnesinzuuugada wimaszfiarsan
AnuRswestoaeuiundngnsviiedsiisimaasy (Mehrens & Popham, 1992;
Sireci & Parker, 2006) § 35 UAI11ASLT L H 0N (Content Validity) 5 3
AU NN wazdIRuINNTIRINILiEe (Reliability) WA uaenAdes
(Agreement) ?J'eNmmﬁ@L%ﬁﬂ@@i&%ﬂ?ﬁ’]@hﬁﬂﬁ@%
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