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A Rasch Model - based Angoff Method and Its Application

Chang Rui' *
1. Department of Psycholog South China Normal University Guangzhou 510631

2. Educational Assessment Service Division Hong Kong Examinations and Assessment Authority Hong Kong

Abstract It is a fast development for standard setting methods in recent twenty years. In all standard setting methods Angoff method
is a major method with broad application. In this paper Angoff method and some important modified Angoff methods are reviewed first-
ly. Secondly a Rasch model — based modified Angoff method is introduced. In this method the typical students’ locations are esti-
mated using Rasch model and using Mean — square — residual method to eliminate those inconsistent judgers etc. Finally the proce-
dure of applying this method for standard setting of Hong Kong Territory — wide system assessment is detailed interpreted.
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A Study on the Relationship of Self — esteem and
Attributional Style with Guilt and Shame

Fan Zhaofeng Yu Guoliang
Institute of Psychology Renmin University of China Beijing 100872

Abstract The present study investigated and analyzed 1040 Middle school students using questionnaires and established the structure e-
quation model of self — esteem and attributional style with guilt and shame. The results indated that Self — esteem had a significant posi-
tive correlation with guilt and shame and attributional style had a significant negative correlation with guilt or shame. Self — esteem is
the intermediary variable of attributional style and guilt and shame and the direct impact of attributional style to self — esteem is stron-
ger than the direct impact of attributional style to guilt and shame and the indirect impact of attributional style to guilt and shame is
stronger than the direct impact Individual tends to use inner reasons to explain the guilt events and tends to use external reasons to
explain the shame events.
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