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ABSTRACT 

Nurul Iskandar, AN ANALYSIS ON SUMMATIVE TEST CONSTRUCTED 
BY THE ENGLISH TEACHER OF SMUN 1 WARU- PAMEKASAN IN 
THE 1999/2000 ACADEMIC YEAR 

A thesis, English Education Program, Language and Arts Department, 
Faculty of Teacher Training and Education, Jember University 
Consultants: ( l) Dra. Zakiyah Tasnim, MA 

(2) Ora. Wiwiek Eko B., MPd 

Testing has a very important role in the teaching and learning activity. It is 
useful for the effectiveness of the instructional program, to measure the outcome 
of instructional program, and to know how far the objectives of the teaching and 
learning activity that have been reached. This thesis is intended to analyze the 
summative test constructed by the English teacher~ that is, to know whether the 
test constructed following the caracteristics of a good test or not. The data were 
taken by using interview and documentation. The documentation covered ( 1) the 
problem and answer key of the summative test, (2) the students' answer sheets of 
the English summative test, and (3) the students' scores of the English summative 
test. The qualitative and quantitative methods were used to anaJize the data of the 
research. The results of this study show that: ( 1) The summative test constructed 
by the English teacher has sufficient content validity, (2) The summative test 
constructed by the English teacher has good reliability, (3) The summative test 
constructed by the English teacher has good practicality, (4) The summative test 
constructed by the English teacher has sufficient difficulty level. There are 10 
items with the index of difficulty less than 0,3 which are categorized as difficult. 
There are 26 items with the index of difficulty between 0,3 and 0,7 which are 
categorized as sufficient. There are 8 items with the index of difficulty more than 
0,7 which are categorized as easy, (5) The summative test constructed by the 
English teacher has poor level of discrimination. There are 3 items with the index 
of discrimination negative (discriminates in the wrong way). There are 19 items 
which are categorized as poor, and 18 items which are categorized as sufficient. 
These items need revising to use in the future. There are 4 items which are 
categorized as good, which mean that they can be retained and used again in the 
future test without being revised, (6) The summative test constructed by the 
English teacher has poor distracters. There are 15 items considered inappropriate 
in terms of distracters which means that the distracters have been chosen by less 
than 5% of the test takers. The distracters can not attract more students from the 
upper group than the lower one. Consequently, the ineffective distracters should 
be dropped or revised. Basically the summative test constructed by the English 
teacher needs some improvement in terms of content validity, difficulty level, 
level of discrimination, and the effectiveness of distracters in order that the items 
can be functioned well to be used for future test. 

Key words: Analysis Study, Surnmative Test 
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1.1 Background of the Study. 

CHAPTER I 

INTitO()lJ( 'TION 

Language is primarily an instrument of communication among hwnan being 

in a community. In the global era nowadays, the role of language, especially English, 

as a means of communication has been so important that many people want to master 

the language. Therefore, it is reasonable that English still becomes an international 

language. 

In the 1994 English curriculum of high school , it is stated that the teaching 

learning of English is intended to develop the student's skills in reading, listening, 

speaking and writing. Furthermore, those skills are taught integratively. Mastering 

those skills are required to support the absorption and development of science and 

technology, culture, and the improvement of international relationship (Kurikulum 

SMU, 1995:1). 

Teaching without testing is unthinkable (Mehrens and Lehmann, 1978:10). 

From the result of testing it can be seen whether the teaching learning activity is 

successful or not. Since education is not always successful, any effort must be 

directed to reach the attainment of educational objectives which have been 

determined. All of those concern with the process of education needed in order to 

know the result periodically of the teacher's activities which have been done so far. 

Then, the teacher can decide which one to be maintained and which one should be 

changed to improve the teaching learning activity. It is true to believe certainly that 

the measurement of educational achievement is essential for effective formal 

education (Hasan, 1986:5). 

Testing is commonly used to measure the outcomes of instructional programs 

(Gronlund, 1982:1 ). Testing is an important part of every teaching and learning 

process. The interrelationship between teaching and testing is a fact that can not be 

ignored. Both teaching and testing are so closely interrelated that it is virtually 






































































































































