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:The purpose of this research was to compare the properties of
Likert' tattitude scale scores obta.ined from classical, .RSM and DSM scoring
methods.!i The research instrument was attitude scale towards English subject.
The sample consisted of 731 Mattayom Suksa '6 students in Bangkok, Department
of General Education, Ministry of Education, in the 1995 academic year and
their 12 IEnglish teachers. Data were analyzed to detect internal consistency
by Cronbzlalch's alpha coefficient. Pearson's product-moment correlation
coefficiénts were performed to determine the consistency of scores and the
criterion-related validity. Confirmatory factor analyses were performed to

déterminé the construct validity through LISREL.

mThe major findings were . the scores obtained from arbitrary, sigma
Ideviation, RSM and DSM scoring methods were highly corr'elated, ranging from
!.9236 to I(.9965. Scores obtained from RSM scoring method provided the highest
internal iconsistency reliability. The criterion-related validities of four
;scoring methods were significantly different, with the DSM as the highest.
;The constlruct validities of the four scoring methods were not significantly
different. As a whole, the properties of scores obtained from sigma deviate
scoring method were the best; followed by RSM, DSM and arbitrary methods,

|
respectively.
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