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Faculty Development Showcase Week:

Using the Item Analysis to Enhance Test Construction

Course Description:

This is a brief audiovisual presentation designed to introduce faculty to ways to enhance and improve multiple choice
test construction using statistical data from the item analysis.The multiple choice written examination is a significant
formative and summative evaluation tool for many health professions. Great valid examinations are difficulty to
construct. Using statistical data from an Item Analysis can provide direction to both novice and experienced faculty
members as well as strengthen the reliability and validity of these examinations.

Course Objectives:

The participant will:

1. State how to use an item analysis summary to determine the reliability and validity of the examination.
2. Develop and modify multiple choice examination questions

3. Define whether multiple choice questions are strong indicators of student knowledge retention.
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What to do with test questions
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