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Abstract: This study attempts to relate CET-SET 4 to the speaking scales of China’ s Standards of English ( CSE) .

1

Using standard setting methods to establish the relationship between CET-SET 4 and the speaking scales the study
calculates the cut-scores for the corresponding CSE levels. It finds that the panelists are able to select appropriate de—
scriptors through the test task analysis. After systematic training the panelists show good consistency and accuracy at
each stage of standard setting. The study results are of reference significance for the future research on application of
the speaking scales to English tests.
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