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Quy déi diém Aptis sang Khung Chau Au CEFR

Vé thang diém cut-off score ctia Aptis déi chiéu theo CEFR level, bai thi chi dwa ra méc cut-
off scores dé tinh toan mirc CEFR cho tirng k§ nang, chir khdng cé murc cut-off scores cho
tbng diém sé. Thay vi d6, mirc CEFR tbng thé sé dwoc tinh dwa céch tinh trung binh cong
clia mirc CEFR cuia tirng ky nang.

Cu thé, trong file “Aptis cut score table” (Phu luc 1) cé dwa ra thang dlem twong (ng voi cac
bac theo Khung CEFR cla 4 ki nang Nghe, Néi, Doc, Viét. Dong théi, néu diém sb cia méi
ky nang roi vao vung “Borderline”, khi dé, viéc xac dinh bac theo Khung CEFR sé dwoc can
ct vao diém sb cla bai Ngiv phép & T vung.

Ly do cho viéc nay la nhuv sau:

e Mbi k§ nang c6 nhirng dic thu riéng. Vi vay, méi ky ndng cia Aptis déu c6 murc cut-
off scores khi chuyén sang mic CEFR 1a khac nhau, tuy theo dédc diém va nghién
clru cia Hoi ddng Anh dbi véi viéc thé hién cta ngudi thi trong méi ky nang dé. Vi
du, d& dat mrc B1 trong ki ndng Doc thi sinh can dat tir 26-34/50 diém sb, nhung
cling mirc B1 & k§ nang Nghe, thi sinh chi can dat tlr 20-26/50 diém a Sw khong
ddng déu nhw vay khién viéc st dung diém sb tbng dé chuyén sang mirc CEFR sé
khéng phu hop.

e Thay vao d6, viéc tinh mrc CEFR tdng bang céch tinh trung binh cdng cac mirc
CEFR cua tirng k§ nang sé phan anh dung dan hon mdc trinh do tdng thé cta thi
sinh.

e Vidu thuwc té xin m&i xem tai Phu luc 2 duwéi day.

Dé phuc vu nhu cau dang gia tir quy trwdng, Tién sy Victoria Clark, Chuyén gia Phat trién
Khao thi khu vic Dong A ctia Hoi ddng Anh da dwa ra goi y va nhan xét duwéi day vé mic
“cut-off scores” cho diém tdng. Bang cut-off score nay c6 thé dwoc diéu chinh vao cubi méi
hoc ky hay méi nam hoc dé& dam bao tinh phi hop va sat nhat ctia bang nay, cho phi hop
v&i bbi canh cla tirng treong.

CEFR Aptis General
(min — max)

C 178 — 200
B2 151 -177
Bl 97 — 150
A2 56 -96

Al 20-55
A0 0-19

Nguyén ly khoa hoc dé giai thich cho cach tiép can dé dwa ra bang cut-off score nay duwoc
giai thich trong Phu luc 3 dwéi day. Vi ndi dung nay réat technical, dich ra s& khdng rd nghia
hét nén Hoi dong Anh dé lai bang tiéng Anh dé cac chuyén gia khao thi cia cac trwéng
DPH/CP c6 thé tham khao.
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PHU LUC 1: BANG THE HIEN CACH TINH BIEM CUA APTIS

Hai biéu d6 dwdi day thé hién mac diém cua tirng k§ nang twong &ng véi cac bac theo
Khung CEFR, ciing nhw cac khu v diém “borderline” dwéi tivng bac. Cac ki ndng bao
gdm Nghe, Néi, Poc, Viét. Néu diém sb cla thi sinh roi vao vung diém “borderline” nhw duéi
day, bac CEFR khi d6 sé& dwoc xac dinh dwa vao diém sb ctiia Cau phan Ngir phap & Tw
vung.

Level

rangs

LUTER
AllA2
A2/B1
B1/82
B2ICA
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PHU LUC 2: Vi DU THY'C TE VE SU CHENH LECH TRINH DQ GII’A CAC THI SINH CO
MU'C TONG PIEM TUONG DUONG

Thi sinh 1 c6 diém téng 4 k§ nang cao hon Thi sinh 2 nhwng lai & mirc CEFR tng thé thap
hon, vi Thi sinh 1 chi c6 1 k§ nang C, con 3 kj ndng con lai chi & B2, nén mc CEFR téng
chi 1a B2. Thi sinh 2 tuy diém téng thAp hon mét chit, nhung lai c6 2 k§ nang dat C, 2 ky
nang con lai la B2, nén mirc CEFR téng lai & mic C.

Thi sinh G&v Listening Reading Writing Speaking Overall/200
Score | Score | CEFR | Score | CEFR | Score | CEFR | Score | CEFR | Score | CEFR

Thi sinh 1 35 48 C 36 B2 42 B2 42 B2 168 B2

Thi sinh 2 36 40 C 46 C 38 B2 41 B2 165 C

Thuec té ti vi du trén cho thay, mét ngudi c6 thé nhan duwgc mirc diém sé tbng cao hon,
nhwng khéng cé nghia la ho @ mirc CEFR cao hon ngudi khac. Diéu nay co thé duwoc gidi
thich mét cach hop ly 1a: Mire diém sé téng chi c6 chirc nang cho thay ngwoi nao dé cé
thé t6t hon & mét k§ nang nao dé hon so véi mét thi sinh khac, nhwng khéng phan
anh dwoc mire trinh do téng thé. Vi du, nhiéu thi sinh Trung Quéc cé diém bai thi Doc,
Ngtr phap va T ving réat tét, nhwng diém Viét va N6i kém hon. Vi vay, thi sinh ndo c6 trinh
dd déng déu & ca 4 ky nang thwdng c6 xu hwéng c6 mirc CEFR cao hon céc thi sinh chi co
diém cao & mét sb ky ndng nhét dinh.

PHUY LYC 3: GIAI THICH CHO CACH TIEP CAN BE BUA RA BANG CUT-OFF SCORE
TU' TS VICTORIA CLARK, CHUYEN GIA PHAT TRIEN KHAO THi KHU VIPC BONG A
CUA HOI DONG ANH

This is just a suggestion and the university needs to investigate the cut-off scores
themselves as well and adjust if necessary. This is because the skill level of students is not
equal — sometimes they are very good at listening and very poor at speaking and so the
overall score is not actually reflective of their overall CEFR level. However, the university
can use this as a basis for further investigation. Let me know if the university would like to
investigate these cut-off scores as we would be interested in them setting their overall cut-off
scores (for example like my suggestion) and investigating how that actually works for them
and their context.

CEFR levels are broad in nature, but it should be noted that they are approximates and
subject to interpretation. It has been shown that there is no “official” way of linking tests to
the CEFR framework (North, 2010). However, mapping test scores onto the CEFR offers a
bridge between the descriptive levels of the CEFR and assessments of English, which is
why Aptis offers CEFR levels for skills.

The expert judgement is the main method used to set cut-off scores and can be made
reliable when used in conjunction with empirical evidence such as sets of test scores. All cut-
off scores are informed judgments from either an individual or team of experts. It is not
possible to demonstrate that any particular cut-off score assigned is “correct”, nor that is
directly relates to another test score. Therefore, the test specialist looks for homogenous
groupings around levels and not just absolute comparisons of two scores and placement
levels. If homogenous groupings of students are achieved through expert judgment of score
range for each level, instances of misplacement of students will be reduced considerably.
Each Aptis skill is scored from 0 — 50, and this range (0 — 50) allows for score ranges to be
assigned that differentiate between proficiency levels.
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A review process is always recommended when using new tests to place students. Course
content (such as for university writing or language courses) may not be represented in
standardised English tests and thus misplacing may occur. Diagnostic tests are
recommended on the first day of class, and based on the results, decisions regarding
moving students into higher (or lower) level course should be taken by teachers.
Furthermore, at the end of the course, students should be surveyed to see if they are of the
opinion that they were or were not appropriately placed. Teachers’ views on whether each of
their students was or was not correctly placed should also be gathered. This data should be
reviewed and the Aptis scores of students that deemed themselves to be misplaced or were
identified as misplaced by their teachers should be investigated in conjunction with final
course scores/grades. However, it should be noted that language proficiency is only one
factor involved in academic/course success.

A systematic and rigorous review and research agenda needs to be in place to ensure that
judgments based on assigned cut-off scores are appropriate and fair.





