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Abstract

The purpose of this study was to compare the quality
of English test items using the same item specification
which were written by different groups of item writers.

The item writers were 18 English teachers, divided into

6 groups, 3 for each, according to their educational gquali-
fication and their participatihg in the two-day English
seminar and workshop held for writing-test preparation,

Each group of item writers wrote 1 English test of 40 items
and also answered the questionnaires about problems in
writing the tests using the same item specification. These
6 English tests were then administered to be taken by 600
Matayomsuksa 4 students in Chiang Mai Province, 100 students

for each test. The data were analyzed to test and to



compare -the reliability, the wvalidity, the difficulty, the
discrimination power, and the efficiency of options of the

English tests.
The findings of this study were as follows :

1. The reliability, the validity, the discrimination
power and the efficiency of the options of the English tests
using the same item sﬁecification written by different groups
of item writers were as.a whole not significantly different.
However, the difficulty of some tests were significantly
different when dividing the item writers by their educafional

qualification}

2, Trained and untrained item writers still had some
mistakes in techniques of writing tests. However, the trained

groups tended to have less mistakes than the untrained ones,

3, The findings from the questionnaires showed that
the given item 3pécif1cation was clearly explained and such
item specification enabled teéche;s to write the tests with
the éame quality and behavior. Some of the item writers

felt that they lacked freedom in writing the tests.
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