AN ANALYSIS OF ENGLISH
PRE NATIONAL EXAMINATION OF 2008
DESIGNED BY ENGLISH TEACHERS IN PADANG

THESIS

LILI ANGGRAIKA
2006/81376

This thesis is submitted to fulfill one of the requirements
for the Degree of Magister Pendidikan (M.Pd)

ENGLISH LANGUAGE EDUCATION
GRADUATE PROGRAM

PADANG STATE UNIVERSITY
2009



ABSTRAK

Lili Anggraika. 2009. Analisa Pra Ujian Nasional Bidang Study Bahasa Inggris yang
Didesain oleh Guru Bahasa Inggris Kota Padang. Tesis. Padang:Program
Pascasarjana UNP

Pra Ujian Nasional kota Padang dilaksanakan untuk mengetahui sejauh mana
penguasaan siswa terhadap materi sebelum menghadapi Ujian Nasional, dan sebagai
parameter bagi guru bahasa Inggris khususnya yang mengajar dikelas sembilan untuk
mengetahui sejauhmana kemampuan siswa dalam menjawab pertanyaan yang dibuat
berdasarkan Standar Kompetensi Lulusan (SKL). Terdapat beberap masalah ketika Pra
Ujian Nasional Kota Padang tersebut dilaksanakan. Tujuan dari penelitian ini adalah
untuk mengetahui sejauhmana bagaimana soal ujian tersebut didesain, bagaimana tingkat
kesukarannya, daya beda soal, fungsi pengecoh, validitas dan reliabilitas dari test
tersebut. Jenis penelitian ini adalah penilitian evaluasi. Melalui penelitian ini, penulis
menganalisa kualitas pra ujian nasional yang didesain oleh guru bahasa Inggris kota
Padang. Adapun yang menjadi bahan analisa adalah tentang stem soal, tingkat kesukaran,
daya beda soal, fungsi option pengecoh, dan reliabiltas dari test tersebut. Disini penulis
menggunakan program software ITEMAN untuk mendapatkan karakteristik dari setiap
butir soal. Berikutnya menganalisa kualitas soal berdasarkan kaidah penulisan soal
pilihan ganda. Hasil penelitian menunjukan bahwa ada kelemahan dari test tersebut.
Beberapa masalah seperti indikator yang digunakan untuk membuat stem soal tidak
parallel antara test paket A dan paket B. Dari segi kaidah penulisan test pilihan ganda
ditemui beberapa kesalahan dalam konstruksi, materi, dan bahasa. Hasil analisa mengenai
tingkat kesulitan menyatakan bahwa tingkat kesulitan kedua test tidak sama. Hal ini tentu
akan merugikan siswa yang mendapatkan paket soal dengan tingkat kesulitan yang lebih
tinggi yang pada siswa yang mendapat paket soal dengan tingkat kesulitan lebih rendah.
Hasil analisa terhadap daya beda soal menunjukan bahwa pada paket A soal mampu
membedakan tingkat kemampuan siswa, sedangkan pada paket B tidak. Hasil analisa
terhadap berfungsi atau tidaknya pengecoh juga mempengaruhi reliabilitas test. Terdapat
banyak pengecoh yang tidak berfungsi. Ini menyebabkan soal terlalu mudah atau terlalu
sulit.Hal ini terjadi kemungkinan dikarenakan oleh sulit mencari pengecoh yang benar-
benar dapat meragukan siswa dalam menentukan jawaban. Pra ujian nasional bidang
study Bahasa Inggris kota Padang cukup valid karena menguji topic-topik yang telah
dipelajari disekolah dan sesuai dengan KTSP. Secara teori reliabilitas kedua test ini
masuk dalam katergori ‘cukup’ yang artinya test ini masih membutuhkan banyak
perbaikan agar dapat digunakan untuk mengetahui sejauh penguasaan siswa terhadap
materi yang telah diajarkan.



ABSTRACT

Lili Anggraika. 2009. An Analysis of English Pre National Examination of 2008
Designed by English Teachers in Padang. Thesis: Padang:Program Pascasarjana
UNP

English Pre National Examination is done to measure the student’s ability before
facing National Examination, and also as a parameter for the English teachers, especially
the teachers who teach in grade nine to know how far student’s ability before facing the
test. There were some problems found in test items, when the test was conducted. The
purpose of this research is to analyze; in how the items were designed, difficulty indexes,
discrimination indexes, function of distractors, reliability and validity of English Pre
National Examination of 2008. This is an evaluation research. Through the evaluation
research, the writer analyzed the quality of English Pre National Examination which was
designed by the English Teachers in Padang. To analyze the test items, the writer used
ITEMAN software program to get the characteristic of each item. The result of the
analysis showed the weakness of the test. The indicator for stem items of both test were
not parallel (test A and test B). The stems were not written based on the guidelines for
writing multiple-choice items (for construction, material, and language). The indexes of
difficulty of both tests were not in the same level. It means that the students did not face
the parallel test for the level of difficulty. Discrimination indexes of both test showed that
these tests are not be able to discriminate the smart student with the low one. So, the tests
were not really measure the student’s ability. The analysis of distractors gives influence
on the reliability of the test. There were many distractors did not function in both test. It
caused the test was too easy or too difficult.This problem occurred because the test
makers found difficulty in writing the distractors which are equally plausible. The test is
valid because it represents topic in the English syllabus. The test is fairly reliable as
English Pre National Examination. It means that these tests need more improvement as an
instrument to measure student’s achievement after learning process.
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CHAPTER |

INTRODUCTION

A. Background of the Problem

As stated in Education Law number 20/2003, National Education system
is the whole components of education which were related each other in order to
gain the objective of National Education, to improve the student’s potentiality as a
human with great faith and belief in God, having good character, healthy,
scholarly, creative, be autonomy, and democratic and be responsible citizen. In
achieving this objective, Indonesia government determines National Education
Standard. There were eight criteria of standards which at least should be applied
in every school in Indonesia: standard of content, standard of process, standard of
achievement, standard of teacher and school administrators, standard of
equipment, standard of management, standard of financial, and standard of
evaluation (Depdiknas, 2005). All standards above give big contribution in order
to create a good education for the students.

If we pay attention to the last standard, evaluation, we would realize that
the quality of students is also determined by the evaluation of learning process.
Standard of evaluation means the evaluation of learning process and achievement
held by the teachers, schools or government. This evaluation is done continuously
in order to observe the progress, to know the improvement and to do remedy of
the result in the form of the test. The test includes daily test, mid- semester test,

semester test, and final examination.



Theoretically, the fundamental use of testing in an educational program is
to provide information for making decisions, that is, for evaluation. Referring to
the explanation above we can say the aim for a school to conduct a semester test is
to gain information for making decision whether the students can go to the next
grade or not, and to see how far the objective of learning English have been
achieved. Therefore, in conducting a semester test, perfect preparation is needed
to make sure that the test is really compatible in testing students’ progress.
Ideally, before conducting a semester test, school has already had a valid and
reliable test. The test must be well designed, appropriate, testing about
communicative language use, and using the right test method.

Junior High Schools in Padang conducted their semester test and the pre
national examination of 2008 designed by English Teacher’s Forum Padang
together. Both time and instrument of evaluation were prepwered and decided in
the workshop of all the headmasters of Junior High School in Padang. Here, there
would be a decision about who would design the test, how many items, days of
test, duration of test, etc. Since this test would be used in all schools in Padang,
the test makers were the English teachers from some schools who were selected or
proposed by the headmaster from his school, or some English teachers who were
selected from English Teacher Workshop. The selected teachers were grouped in
team. Usually, two months were the time given to design a test.

After some interviews with some of the test makers, the writer got some
information that before designing a test, there were some requirements must be
considered, such as determining the level of the students, making the blue prints
of the test, and peer analysis of the test. The test must be computerized and

submitted in diskette or compact disc.



When a test was conducted, some problems occurred such as misspelling,
unclear picture, double options, materials which have not been learned before,
wrong key answer, stem of question which is difficult to understand, ambiguous
option, and so on. For example in SMP pre national examination of 2006 designed
by English Teacher’s Forum Padang, the pictures for question number 9, 10, and
11 were not clear. The graphic for questions 30, 31, and 32 is also not clear.
English teachers realized that there were some mistakes in the test, but it seemed
they were not interested to correct it. So the question, for example number 9,
would be bonus for the students. There is also no would to analyze the test based
on students’ scores. By having the improper test, we can not see the real student’s
achievement based on the test. Being realized by the Hughes’s statement (2002)
about how the analysis of test data can help to evaluate and improve tests, the
researcher has a desire to analyze one of the English tests for Junior High School.

Some English teachers who were selected in designing the test were
assumed already know about what a good test is, validity, reliability, the use of
test, test takers, test method, etc. Validity is concerned with the appropriateness of
the interpretations designed from test scores. Reliability is the degree to which a
test consistently measures whatever it is measuring. The use of test is to provide
information for making decision, that is, for evaluation. The test takers were
Junior High School Students. Test method is method used in measuring language
ability (Bachman, 1990:113). Because pre national examination test is so
important for the students and also for the teacher, it is necessary to see whether

the pre national examination is the best instrument as a measurement tool



Hughes (2002) mentions in order to analyze the test, item analysis is one
of the way of it. There were some researchers have conducted the research about
the analysis of the test but so far there is no research about analysis of semester
test or pre national examination of 2008 designed by English Teacher’s Forum
Padang test which designed by English teachers, especially about item analysis.
The reason for analyzing this test is because this test is used as a parameter in
measuring student’s readiness for facing state examination. To get the real data,
pre national examination test must be a replication of state examination. If it is too
easy, it is wondering that the students would find difficulties in answering the
question in state examination. So, here the researcher analyzed pre national

examination test that had been designed by selected team of English teachers.

B. Identification of the Problem

There were some aspects to be considered in designing a test
communicatively such as a) the approaches used in designing the test, b) validity
and reliability of test, c) test construction, d) test method, and e) test
administration. All aspects above have influence in determining whether a test is
proper to be tested to the students. Some problems appear in some aspects above
were such as test construction, performance of the test, validity and reliability of

the test, administration of the test, quality of the test, etc.



C. Limitation of the Problem

Because of some problems as mentioned above, the writer limits her
research into analysis English pre national examination test of 2008 designed by
English Teacher’s Forum Padang based on empirical data by using item analysis.
The reason for choosing this test because this test is also designed by English
teachers, and also used for all Junior High Schools in Padang. In this analysis, the
writer wants to know the construction of the test and the quality of each item of
the test which include stem of question, difficulty indices, discrimination indices,

and function of distractors, and validity and reliability of the English test.

D. Formulation of the Problem
The problem would be formulated as:

a. How is the stem of question of English pre national examination
test of 2008 designed by English Teacher’s Forum Padang?

b. How were the difficulty indices of English English pre national
examination test of 2008 designed by English Teacher’s Forum
Padang ?

c. How were the discrimination indices of the English pre national
examination test of 2008 designed by English Teacher’s Forum
Padang?

d. How is the function of distractor of English test English pre
national examination test of 2008 designed by English Teacher’s

Forum Padang?



e. How is the validity and reliability of English pre national
examination test of 2008 designed by English Teacher’s Forum

Padang?

E. Purpose of the Research

The purpose of this research is to see how the stem of questions, the
difficulty indices, the discrimination indices, the function of distractors, and the
validity and reliability of pre national examination of 2008 designed by English

Teacher’s Forum Padang.

F. Significance of the Research
1. For the teacher: the result of this research can be used as input for the
teacher as the test makers at school in designing a test.
2. For the students: they can answer the test well because the test was
designed appropriately.
3. For the school: the student’s achievement can be measured well

because the students do the test well.

H. Definition of the Key Term

1. SMP Pre national examination test is a kind of test that designed by some SMP
English teachers in Padang.

2. Test is a measurement instrument designed to diagnose student’s strengths and
weaknesses, to identify what they know and what they don’t know. (Hughes,

2002)



CHAPTER V

CONCLUSIONS, IMPLICATIONS, AND SUGGESTIONS

A. Conclusions

Schools as places where students can master their language ability have to
conduct a well prepared test to measure the student’s competence after learning
process. Junior High Schools in Padang conduct the semester test or pre national
examination together. The tests are designed by the teacher in some schools. It is
used for all junior high schools in Padang as one of instrument to test student’s
competence in mastering English. The test method used in the instrument is
multiple choice tests.

After analyzing the English pre national examination of 2008 made by
English Teacher’s Forum Padang, the writer concludes that:

1. The stems of English pre national examination of 2008 made by English
Teacher’s Forum Padang are not written well for some items. This
happened because of miss editing of the test sheet after being printed.

2. The parallel level of part A and part B are quite far. Indirectly, it will give
influence on student’s score. The difficulty indices are different between
part A and part B. Part A has easier question than part B in the level easy
and difficult questions. Meanwhile, more questions are found in medium
level in part B.

3. The discrimination indices of the both test can differentiate the smart
students and the low one. More than 75% items work well in the both

tests.



4. The distractors of both tests are not function around 24%. It causes the
reliability of the both tests is getting low.

5. Analyzing of validity of these tests showed the English Pre national
examination of 2008 were designed by referring to the standard of English
achievement Even though these test have some weaknesses, they still
categorized good test, because the reliability of the both test are on the
criteria ‘enough’. But it still needs improvement as instrument in

measuring student’s achievement after learning process.

B. Implications

The research finding discussed in previous chapter bear some practical

implications to design evaluation. They are:

1. Before producing a test, government or education department is certain
that the teacher or test makers have a certificate in designing a test.

2. To make a parallel test can be done by having two items from one
indicator or by jumbled all items for second test. But, be careful, the
difficult items can be raised in the first number.

3. Before writing the stem of question, it is better if the test makers consider
what distractors will be better for this item. So they can work well as
distractors.

4. 1t needs much time to design a perfect test. It is better if the test makers are
provided by the sufficient time so they are able to read and repair the

construction or content of the test.
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C. Suggestions

The analysis of English teacher made test, especially the test that is used in
semester test is rarely done by the English teachers as the test maker. It is
suggested that the test makers or English teacher do the item analysis after the test
done in order they know if there is a problem or not that found in the test.
Analysis can be done by using manual analyze or by a computer program for
analyzing the test item. And the analysis is used to provide information whether
the test is reliable and valid.

To be perfect in designing a test can not be done in a short time or after design
one or two test. It needs much practice. It hopes that the school or English
Teacher’s Forum can set a program about design evaluation training continually in
order the teacher has many chance to learn about designing a test.

It will be better if a school or English Teacher Forum has a kind of program to
select the best questions and collect them as collection of test. Of course the items
should be tried out first. It can be as reference for the test maker when he designs
a test.

Since it is not easy to produce a qualified test, it is necessary for Education
Department of Padang to send English Teachers for designing evaluation training,

and group them as the test makers of Padang city.
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