Standard Setting Theory

and Practice: Issues
and Difficulties

Mark D. Reckase
Michigan State University
reckase@msu.edu



Definition of a Standard

m Something established by authority,
custom, or general consent as a model or
example: criterion

m Something set up and established by
authority as a rule for the measure of
guantity, weight, extent, value or quality.
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Results with Judgment Error
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Results with Judgment Error
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Results with Judgment Error
Real Item Pool
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Conclusions

m Bookmark consistently has negative bias — no bias for
Angoff item ratings

m Bookmark consistently has larger standard error than
Item rating

m There is an unusual interaction between test length and
bias for the bookmark procedure — longer tests don’t
necessarily make better standards.

Panelists have more opportunities to misplace
a bookmark with a long test — error
accumulates.
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