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Effect of Handwriting on Scoring Essay Tests

Hiroshi WATANABE  Yiwei CAO

The effects of handwriting on scoring essay tests were explored. The data were
obtained from a newspaper company. The examinees were the applicants for the
company jobs, and they were asked to write a small essay under the title of “About
nation”. The essays written by the applicants were copied and are called “handwriting”
in this paper. The same paper were typed by a word-processor and are called
“word-processed” in this paper. Five university or school teachers rated the essays. It

was found that

1. there were no consistent differences between the averaged scores of handwriting

and word-processed essays.

2. there were significant differences among rators.
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