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Abstract: Cut off score, The Angoff Method and The Classical Test Theory
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Evaluation is an important for quality in our Institute. We used cross-sectional descriptive studies
to assess the cut off scores of Multiple Choice Question Tests and create the bank of tests for the Institute
of Medicine. The Multiple Choice Question Tests for clinical year students during 2009 to 2010 were
constructed based on the Medical Curriculum of Suranaree University of Technology. All three paralle]
tests were developed, tested and analysed with our 48 4" year medical students. The tests were analyzed
using classical test theory to examine the reliability, validity, difficulty and the power of discrimination
of the test items. The results showed that the three tests had the difficulty level between 0.3-0.8 and the
power of discrimination of the three tests was over 0.2, the reliability of the three tests averaged 0.8. The
cut off scores by the Angoff method were higher than the Classical Test Theory scores by an average of
about 0.07 percent, but this was not significant.

Therefore, our instructors should manually analyze test scores via item analysis and compare with
the Kuder-Richardson method by computer program.

Keywords: Cut off scores, Angoff Method, Classical Test Theory
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