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In this paper we investigate the comparability of two versions of an 
oral interaction test-a direct (live interview) and semi-direct 
(tape-based). This is one part of a four-skill English proficiency test 
to be administered to certain categories of intending migrants to 
Australia. The test is designed to be taken by these intending 
migrants in their country of origin; two versions are necessary for 
economy and flexibility, since the human and/or technical resources 
available in each overseas test centre may mean that only one 
version can be administered. 

In investigating the issue of comparability we examine (1) the 
extent to which test items were of similar difficulty across both 
versions of the test; (2) whether the same candidates perform 
similarly on the direct and semi-direct versions of the test; (3) the 
extent to which the performance of the candidates in each version 
correlates with their ratings on another well-established scale of 
language proficiency, and (4) the effect test method on success or 
failure of the candidates on the test. 

Previous research investigating the comparability of candidate 
scores on direct and semi-direct tests has been undertaken on a 
variety of tests. However, the numbers under investigation have 
generally been small (N sizes of 10 to 30), and thus replication 
studies are crucial for further validation. Stansfield (1991) reports 
correlations of between r = 0.89 and r = 0.95 for the scores of 
candidates on semi-direct and direct oral proficiency tests in various 
languages. However, Shohamy (1982, 1992) argues high correlations 
between the two types of tests may not provide sufficient evidence 
for test substitution i.e. they may not necessarily be measuring the 
same kind of language. She also suggests that direct tests may be 
more valid as face-to-face conversation is the dominant mode of oral 
interaction. 

Feedback from test-takers on both types of tests is also relevant to 
an investigation of their comparability, with Stansfield (1991) 
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