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Abstract 

In this study, we tried development of the “health information judgment test ” based on the concept 
of the critical literacy regarding the health information for the junior and senior high school students and 
college students. This test was created based on the test of critical thinking ability regarding the health 
information which we carried out in the past. 350 college students took the test which consisted of 
30question items.  Furthermore, item analysis was conducted to verify whether we could use this test 
repeatedly.  

 The results are shown below.  
1. “Health information judgment test” and a “test for assessing critical thinking ability”(Kuhara et.al 

1983) showed significant positive correlation (r = 0.219). Moreover, the test result of the students of 
school nurse training course was significantly higher than other students. These results proved that the 
test in this study has validity. 

2. Item analysis showed that the G(good)-P(poor) discrimination rate of questions regarding graph or 
numerical value is low. It seemed that this result was brought because the student seldom received the 
lecture about these questions. However, since these questions were elements indispensable to “health 
information judgment test”, these were not able to be excepted from the test.  

3. The simulation by the simple version “judgment test” which chose 10 questions from “health 
information judgment test” (30 questions) was performed. As a result, it became clear that it is possible 
to make the test which can use repeatedly and has internal consistency. We will develop new health 
education from now on by using the “health information judgment test” created this time.  
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