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The purposes of this study were to study the cut-off scotes by experts with test information
provided and the correlation between the item cut-off scores judged by the experts and the probability scores of
the examinees to answer the item comectly and to compare the indices of consistency in setting the
cut-off scores among Angoff's Method, Nedelsky's Method and Impara and Plake's Method. The sample of
expens consisted of 15 mathematics' teachers who have been teaching in Prathom Suksa six in primary
schools in Loei and the semple of examinees consisted of 384 students in Prathom Suksa six in primary

schools in Loei.

The results of study were :

1. The cutcff scores from Angoff's Method, Nedelsky's Method and Impara and Plake's Method
in round 1 were 11484, 10.326 and 1360 respectively, and in round 2 were 12128, [0.517 = and 15.00
respectively.

2. The comelations between the item cut-off scores judged by the experts using Angoff's Method,
Nedelsky's Method and Impara and Plake's Method in round 1 and the probability scoies of the examinees to
answer the jtem comectly were 0.355, 0.358 and 0.421 respec;ively, and in round 2 were 0.544, 0.247 and
0.477 respectively, were significantly different at .05 level for Angoff's Method and Impara and Plake's Method
in round 2.

3. The comelations between the cut-off scores of experts from Angoff's Method, Nodelsky's Method
and Impara and Plake's Method in round 1 and the probability scores of the examineses to answer the item correctly
judged by Decision Theoretic Procedure were 0.555, 0,248 and 0.632 respectively and in round 2 were 0.506, 0.289
and 0.460 respectively, were significantly different at .05 level for Angoff's Method in round 1 and round 2 and
Impara and Plake's Method in round 2.

4. The indices of consistency in setting the cut-off scores among Angoff's Method, Nedelsky's
Method and Impara -and Plake's Method for ' relative decision in found 1 were 0.7418, 0.3275 and 0.337
respectively, and in round 2 were 0.6617, 0.3281 and 0.384 respectively, were not significantly different at .05
level.

5. The indices of consistency in setting the cut-off scores among Angoff's Method, Nedelsky's
Method and Impara and Plake's Method for ebsolute decision in round 1 were 0.5688, 0.2759 and 0.329
respectively, and in round 2 were 0.4593, 0.2700 and 0.384 respectively, were not 'signiﬁcant.ly different at .05

level.
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