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The objectives of this study were to investigate (1) the effects of different test
formats on test takers’ listening comprehension test scores, (2) the effects of accent
varieties of English as listening input stimuli on test takers” listening comprehension
test scores, (3) the interaction effects between the test formats and accent varieties of
English, and (4) the test takers’ attitudes towards accent varieties of English and their
preferences towards using English accent varieties as listening comprehension test
voice input. The participants were 192 students who enrolled in Listening
Comprehension course in 2005 academic year at the School of Humanities, University
of the Thai Chamber of Commerce. Two research instruments were designed to
collect data in this study. An achievement listening comprehension test, which was
based on the course objectives and consisted of multiple choice and short answer test
format was constructed. The test then was developed into two versions: native
speaker and nonnative speaker yoice versions. A semi-structured interview was
designed to include questions with attitude dimension and preference dimension. A
Two-Way Mixed Factorial ANOVA was used to test the significant differences of the
scores produced by different test formats and test versions and the combination of
these two variables. To analyze the size of experimental effect, two measurements of
effect size which were Eta squared and Cohen’s d were used. Descriptive statistics
which were mean scores and percentages were carried out to help explain the
interview data that revealed the test takers’ attitudes and preferences towards English
varieties.

The findings revealed that (1) there was a significant effect for the test formats
variable at .05 level, d = 0.73; (2) there was a significant effect for the English accent
varieties variable at .05 level, d = 0.29; (3) there was a significant interaction effect
between the test format and the test version at .05 level, d = 0.36; (4) for the attitude
questions, the average scores rated for the native speakers’ accents (2.90) were higher
than the average scores rated for the nonnative speakers’ accents (2.50) from the four-
point scale rating. The majority of the interview participants (80%) agreed that
nonnative accents were more difficult to comprehend than the native English accents.
The results obtained have direct implications to the construct validity of listening
comprehension tests. The practical goal of determining whether changes in test
response format would result in differences in test performance in a listening
comprehension test was set out. The researcher suggests to raise students’ awareness
of ElL-related concerns by indicating that accent varieties of English should be
included more in classroom situations and that would result in more use of varieties of
English in the tests.
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