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STANDARDS IN EDUCATION

Noor Lide Abu Kassim

INTRODUCTION

Over the years, considerable efforts have been made towards
ensuring that the process of setting standards is a rational and delensible
one. This is evidenced by the voluminous literature on standard setting
methods (e.g., Berk, 19806; Cizek, 2001, Jacger, 1993; Wright, 1993) and
the validation of sct standards (e.g., Hambleton, 2001; Kane, 1994, 2001;
Norcmi & Shea, 1997, Pcl]cérino et al., 1999: Stone, 1996:). However,
o date, the issue of the “right” method has remained unresolved. For
many. it may never be resolved as it has been clearly established that
different standard setting methods yield different results (e.g., Jaeger,
1993; Kane, 2001; Zieky, 2001).

With the increasing use ol standardized testing, increasing
concerns pertaining to fairness in tesling and legal issucs, and emphasis
on meeling rigorous cut scores, the selection and use of the “right” standard
setting method has become more complicated and pressing. To meet
these new demands, methods which were initially developed lor use
with selected-response items have now been modified to deal with
canstructed response items (CR) and ather item formats (Mitzel. Lewis,
Patzd Green, 2001). New methods, such as the Bookmark Procedure,
the Body of Work Method (BoW), the Analytic Judgment Method, Cluster
Analysis, the Integrated Holistic Judgment Methed, the Item-mapping
Method, and the Objective Standard Setting Method {OS5S) have also
been developed to meet the more rigorous requirements in the selting
educational standards{scc Cizck, 2001).

Given the significant role of standards in educational monitoring
and assessment, the primary purpose of this paper is to review the use of





