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Leniency Error 4

All ratees X' ki

1 3.59 3.89 3.74 0.343
3 2.75 3.02 2.885 -0.512
5 3.01 3.35 3.43 0.033
6 3.21 3.11 3.16 -0.237
! 3.11 2.51 2.81 -0.587
9 3.24 3.21 3.225 -0.172
10 3.48 3.75 3.615 0.218
12 3.32 3.62 3.47 0.073
13 4 3.97 3.985 0.588
15 3.08 2.62 2.85 -0.547
17 3.64 3.72 3.68 0.283
19 3.5 3.21 3.385 -0.012
20 4 3.62 3.81 0.413
22 3.62 2.98 8+3 -0.097
23 3.32 3.97 3.645 0.248
24 3.56 2.65 3.105 -0.292
25 3.54 3.1 3.62 0.223
26 3.48 3.5 3.49 0.093
29 341 3.72 3.965 0.168
30 3.02 3.08 3.05 -0.347
31 3.48 2.75 3.115 -0.282
32 3.11 3.44 3.275 -0.122
33 3.48 3.72 3.6 0.203
34 3.62 2.86 3.24 -0.157
35 3.591 2.75 3.13 -0.267
36 3.86 3.72 3.79 0.393
31 3.91 3.59 3.75 0.353

alraers 3.45740741 3.3366667 3.39703704
i 0.06037041 -0.06037



O© 4 o o1 LW

10
12
13
15
17
19
20
22
23
24
25
26
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
31

491
3.97
4.43
4.54
421
4.83
4.24
4.94
4.97
3.59
4.67
4.54
4.62
4.83
5
4.1
4.1
4.75
3.91
4.48
4.1
4.32
4.4
4.18
451
4.56
4.18

Stu

-len5

Leniency Error

4.89
2.89
4.29
4.05
3.32
421
4.56
4.12
4.91
341
4.72
421
5
4.54
5
481
4.83
4.56
4.72
3.83
4
413
4.21
4.08
3.1
4.78
4.75

All ratees
4.9
3.43
4.36
4.295
3.765
452
4.4
4.83
4.97
35

4,695
4.405
481
4,685
5
4,755
4.765
4.655
4.315
4.155
4.35
4.225
4,335
4.43
4.105
4.67
4,765

all raters 4.551111 4.344444 444778

d

01 331

01 »3F

X" ki
0.4522

-1.0178
-0.0878
-0.1528
-0.6828

0.0722

-0.0478

0.3822
0.5222

-0.9478

0.2472

-0.0428

0.3622
0.2372
0.5522
0.3072
0.3172
0.2072

-0.1328
-0.2928
-0.0978
-0.2228
-0.1128
-0.0178
-0.3428

0.2222
0.3172
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Leniency Error 6

All ratees X" ki
1 6 5.59 5.795  0.4065
3 4.45 3.72 4.085 -1.3035
5 5.62 5.43 5525  0.1365
6 5.12 5.54 563  0.2415
7 5.75 5.51 563  0.2415
9 5.51 5.75 563  0.2415
10 5 4.94 497  -0.4185
12 5.75 5.7 5725  0.3365
13 6 5.91 5.955  0.5665

15 5.4 4.56 498 -0.4085
17 5.78 5.97 5875  0.4865
19 5.05 4.54 4795 -0.5935
20 5.75 5.18 5465  0.0765
22 5.59 5.89 574 0.3515
23 5.75 5.45 5.6 0.2115
24 5.91 5.72 5815 0.4265
25 5.96 5.81 5.685  0.2965
26 5.86 5.7 578 0.3915
29 4.12 2.62 367  -1.7185
30 5.43 5.31 54  0.0115
31 5.43 5.31 54  0.0115
32 4.11 5.21 466  -0.7285
33 5.31 5.67 552  0.1315
34 5.86 5.37 5615  0.2265
35 5.62 5.16 539  0.0015
36 4.94 5.59 5.265 -0.1235
31 5.97 5.81 589 05015
dides 547778 5.29926 5.38852
d  0.08928 -0.0892



O© J O o1 LW -

10
12
13
15
17
19
20
22
23
24
25
26
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
all rate
d

6.94
5.59
6.62
6.64

6.7
6.7
6.45
6.62
6.97
5.97
6.89
6.41
6.91
6.86
6.94
6.89
6.72
6.89
5.43
6.05
6.62
4.13
6.62
6.86
6.67
5.75

1

®ytu-icn7

Leniency Error

6.45
5.37
6.67
6.78
6.35
6.54
6.18
6.89
6.94
5.83
6.97
/
6.62
6.27
6.83
6.67
6.72
6.64
/

6.72
6.62
541
6.51

6.7
6.24
5.18
6.97

All ratees
6.695
5.48
6.645
6.71
6.525
6.62
6.315
6.755
6.955

5.9
6.93
6.705
6.765
6.565
6.885
6.78
6.72
6.765
6.215
6.385
6.62
5.07
6.565
6.78
6.455
5.465
6.985

6.49778 6.48407 6.49093

0.00688

-0.0068

X* Kkl
0.2041

-1.0109

0.1541
0.2191
0.0341
0.1291

-0.1759

0.2641
0.4641

-0.5909

0.4391
0.2141
0.2741
0.0741
0.3941
0.2891
0.2291
0.2741

-0.2759
-0.1059

0.1291

-1.4209

0.0741
0.2891

-0.0359
-1.0259

0.4941
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2
4
8
11
14
16
18
21
21
28
38
all raters
d

Leniency Error

3.83
3 18
3.37
3.59
3.78
3.18
3.59
3.83
3.7
3.81
341
3.57

-0.04  0.039

All ratees

383 383
348 333
345 34
3.62  3.605
394 3.6
3.67  3.425
329 344
3.54  3.685
3.67  3.685
3.92  3.865
371 356
3.647 3.6086

X" Kl
0.2214

-0.2786
-0.1986
-0.0036

0.2514

-0.1836
-0.1686

0.0764
0.0764
0.2564

-0.0486



2
4
8
11
14
16
18
21
21
28
38

Leneincy Error

4.89
4.45
3.75
451
481
4.54
4.83
4.18
4.86
5
481

4.83
4.27
4.43
4.67
4.94
4.67
451
4.55
4.67
4.94
4.12

All ratees
4.86
4,36
4.09
459
4.875
4.605
4.67
4.665
4,765
4.97
4,765

all raters: 4.657 4.65455 4.6559

d

0.001

-0.0014

X" ki
0.2041

-0.2959
-0.5659
-0.0659

0.2191

-0.0509

0.0141
0.0091
0.1091
0.3141
0.1091



2
4
8
11
14
16
18
21
21
28
38

Leniency Error

5.97
5.64
5.75
5.75
5.64
5.62
6
5.94
5.86
5.94
5.56

all raters 5.78818

d

0.06908

5.67
5.75
5.78
5.31
5.83
5.54
5.18
5.78
5.64
5.86
5.75
5.65
-0.069

Ali niiees
5.82
5.695
5.765
5.56
5.735
5.58
5.59
5.86
5.75
5.9
5.655
5.7191

X" ki
0.1009

-0.0241

0.0459

-0.1591

0.0159

-0.1391
-0.1291

0.1409
0.0309
0.1809

-0.0641



2
4
8
11
14
16
18
21
21
28
38

Leniency Error

6.86
6.75
6.7
6.72
6.89
6.45
6.83
6.89
6.89
!
6.91

6.97
6.64
6.62
6.54
6.83
5.02
/
6.83
6.78
6.91
6.75

All ratees
6.915
6.695
6.66
6.63
6.86
5.735
6.915
6.86
6.835
6.955
6.83

all raters 6.8082 6.6264 6.7173

d

0.0909

-0.091

X' kl
0.1977

-0.0223
-0.0573
-0.0873

0.1427

-0.9823

0.1977
0.1427
0.1177
0.2377
0.1127
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