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AB~.>TRAC'l' 

Based on importani~ requ i rernent;~; needed in 
constructing a good tPst, the con~truation of the 1988-
1989 Final Engli~;h Summatiue T•:fJt. for i;h'" First-Grade 
students of SMA Dapena I as a rneasurinfE in:::;tnJmeni~ of the 
students' English achievement was ']u•~c;Lionab] e. 

In attempt to find the answer to the question, the 
major problem was broken down into Lhree minor prol•leros 
about the learning oui~comes and content. coverage of ·the 
test, also about the construct. ion of t;he ob.jecti ve and 
subjective items of the test. 

The content validit.y was analyzed mainly based on 
the sylllabus through a tab~e of spec·ification containing 
the four sections (vocabt.ilary, si.ructure, readinr; 
comprehension, and conversation). 

The objentive item construction was analyzed 
mainly based on the following principl8s of constructing 
multiple choice it-ems: (1) :Javing ;;imple and adequatr: 
instruction (2) having each item independent of the 

... others in ·the test. (3) having only a single. :clearly 
formulated problem in a stew (4) having no redundant 
wording (5) having no trick question (6) hav:ing no mjxecl 
content (7) having only one best answer (8) baving 
grammatically correct options when plrtced in t.be st;f.jlTJ and 
parallel forms (!)) having no non-ocouret.t: form (10) 
having no divergence and convergonc(' cue<; ( 11) having no 
verbal cues in the options (12) having no too-difficult 
distr'actors (13) having all items of the same t.ype;; 
grouped together ( 14) havin&: the :i terns arranged in a 
rough order of increasing difficulty. 

The subjective item construction was analyzed 
mainly based on the followint:; principles of construct.ing 
essay items:(1) measuring couplex learning outcomes (2) 
not permitting student.s a choice of questions (3) having 
the desired response from the students described as 
clearly as possible (4) providing the students with 
general guidelines concerning scoring, length and time. 

From the analysis it was found that: 
(1) The 1988-1989 Final English Summative Test h&i an 

almost adequat;e coverage of learning outcomes and 
contents, but an inadequate size of samples. 

(2} ·'·Its item constuction, to an adequate extent, met the 
principles of constructin15 multiple choice· items and 
essay items. 

(3) The instruction for the subjective structure test 
was inadequate. 

The conclusion of the findings is as follows: 
{1) The 1988-1989 F'inal Ervtl·ish :>ummative Test had an 

ac~equate cont.ent valid i t.y. 
(2) Of the six sub-tests, t.rH< o1)jer:tive Headinp; 



Comprehension t.est was 1-l:H..; 1 e~-tc;i; acceptrdJlH, 
followed by objective struct11rA sub--t.c;;;t and 
objective vocabulary suh-tPst sU(!cessively. 

The writer's recommendations are as follows: 
( 1) construct more i t.ern;; so t.h:.l t. t.he t.est. rnay have 

greater content validity. 
(2) construct some test items with the cuide of the 

principles of constructing lan[fuag·,, tc;:-;1.. i tHns after 
finishing each lesson and keep them in t.he bank of 
items. 




