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ABSTRAK

ISWAHYUDI. 2012An Analysis of English Final Test of Grade XI atIM#8. in West
Sumatera(Unpublished Thesis). Padang: FBS- Universitas Nege
Padang

Pembimbing : 1. Dr. Desmawati Radjab, M.Pd
2. Havid Ardi, S.Pd, M.Hum

Skripsi ini merupakan analisa soal Bahasa Inggmgy digunakan oleh MAN
di Sumatera Barat pada tahun ajaran 2010/2011kTygmg dibahas dalam analisa
ini adalah qualitas soal, relevansi soal terhadaprikulum Bahasa Inggris, dan
bagaimana soal bahasa inggris itu dibuat. Perntematga adalah siswa mengalami
kesuliatan dalam menjawab dan adanya ketidakseskampetensi yang diukur
pada soal Bahasa inggris pada dua semester sely@lumn

Metode yang dipakai dalam penelitian ini adalahouetdeskriptif karena
penelitian ini bertujuan untuk mengambarkan kuslitasoal Bahasa Inggris,
mengidentifikasi kesesuaian soal terhadap kompeyamg diukur, dan mengetahui
bagaimana soal bahasa inggris dibuat. Objek pemreliti adalah soal Bahasa Inggris
yang digunakan MAN di Sumatera Barat pada tahura@j2010/2011.Sedangkan,
Sumber data untuk penganalisaan ini adalah lenalwaaljan siswa-siswa dari MAN
Lembah Melintang, MAN Air Bangis, MAN Sumpur, dan AM 3 Padang.
Sedangkan metode analisa penelitian ini menggunatetndeitem analysisuntuk
mengukur kevaliditasan, reliabilitas, tingkat kemw@n, daya pembeda, dan
keefektifan pengecoh setiap butir soal.

Hasil temuan penelitian ini adalah soal-soal Ujfskhir Semester kualitas
kurang baik. Dilihat dari segivaliditas, hanya 5tibisoal yang valid. Dari segi
reliabilitas, soalBahasalnggristersebut tidak balla walaupun memiliki nilai
reliabilitas tinggi. Dilihat dari tingkat kesukarssoal, 7 (14%) soal mudah, soal
sedang 40 (80%) soal dan 3 (6%) soal sulit bagisssswa tersebut. Untuk Daya
Pembeda Soal, soal yang termasuk dalam kategdrijedel 14 (28%) soal, soal
cukup 26 (52%) soal, dan 10 (20%) soal baik. Dagi keefektifitas pengecoh, 11
(22%) soal yang distraktornya berfungsi, 39 (78%)alsyang distraktornya
membutuhkan revisi dan pengantian dengan piliharg y@aru. Relevansi soal ke
kompetensi yang diukur, hanya satu soal yang tdekgukur kompetensi yang telah
diajarkan pada semester tersebut. Sedangkan sbas®#nggris tersebut dibuat oleh
guru Bahasa Inggris yang dipilih dari pengalamangyberasal dari wilayah 2 dan
diedit oleh wilayah 3, dan soal ini tanpa adanga out sebelum dilaksanakan
keseluruh siswa MAN di Sumatera Barat.
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

A. Background of the Problem

In classroom, there are three general activities #ne always performed by a
teacher. They are planning, implementing, and extalg. These activities cannot be
separated because they are an interlinked systatnighito gain the objectives of
learning that have been stated at the beginningl cfemesters. The evaluating, for
example, is done to know effectiveness of teaclpngcess of a subject. It is
explained more by Richard (2001) the evaluatioregiby teacher is to check how
the subject runs. Anderson and Morgan (2008) addatieacher uses the evaluation
to find contextual information factors that mayeaff the aim of learning in particular
curriculum aspect. Therefore, the evaluation carsdyged as important information

that would or would not improve the teaching leagiprocess.

Similarly, the three activities are also involved teaching English as one of
subjects in Indonesia. Evaluation is used to chetoklents’ English capability, to
describe the achievement level of the studentsalmulate the students’ mark, and to
report the students’ result to the students’ paratt the end of each semester.
Moreover, in English subject, DEPDIKNAS (2007:5atets that the most important

purpose of the evaluation is to control the Englishject process. Consequently, all



high school students are always evaluated througjtigh evaluation tool at the end

of each semester. This evaluation tool is commkntwn in Indonesian as a test.

There are many types of test that can measurerggidsility in English, for
example, multiple choice test. The test consisté#arh questions, a key and some
distractors. The question should be answered bgsihg the correct answer from the
distractors. In the teaching learning English centéhe items test must have good
quality in order to measure the students’ real bdipain English, to describe the
students’ achievement, and to match the studewisipetences with competences
stated in English curriculum area at the beginmhthe English program. According
to Brown (2004:19) the good test has charactesistibey are: a) Validity, b)
Reliability, c) Practicality, d) Authenticity, and) Washback. The characteristics
above, the test will be appropriate to measurerately what will be to measure. In
addition, Anderson and Morgan (2008) add that thedgtems of the test have good
materials: 1) good item difficulty, 2) good itemsdiiminability, and 3) good
distractors. All these characteristics are impdrtena test in order to gain the

purpose of learning.

In applying the English final test, all senior higbhools hold it to measure the
students’ English capability. As senior high scispall of MAN-s in West Sumatera
which are Islamic based high school hold the Ehgkst to measure students’ ability
in English. The English test, which is held in fla senior high schools, is different

from other senior high school. The Islamic schotdsts are designed by the



Department of Religious Affair (Depag). The depamindesigns the test since the
first semester at first grade until the first seteesat third grade, while Final
Examination (UN) is designed by the Department dudation. Similarly, they

construct all the tests based on school basectalum (KTSP 2006) areas.

In preliminary research, a brief observation wakliton January 31 2011, the
writer interviewed an English teacher at MadrasaliyalhNegeri (MAN)
LembahMelintang, the teacher explained that somaisoStudents took English test
in the two last semesters and did not really undedsthe reading texts on the test
sheet. It was not only caused by lack in Englisbabmilary but also it was caused by
the limited time to understand more the texts. ld4e aaid that some items of the test

did not measure the stated competences on Engiisicidum.

At the same time, the writer did a survey at MaahagliyahNegeri (MAN)
LembahMelintang and he asked the second grade résud® response to
guestionnaire (see Appendix A) sheets as well agjtiestionnaire direction about the
test in last semester in order to know what are threblems on the test. And then, he
collected questionnaire from 61 students in twessa after ten minutes. Based on
the information, he found that 67.21 % of studegus difficulties in understanding
some long texts on test sheet in short time testas found 63.93% of students said
that it did not cover all materials that had bermig by their English teacher. 49.18%
of students mentioned that the test used manycdiffivords and idioms. 34.43% of

students argued that many options on some items aberost a like the options seem



all correct answer. They also said that there teras that had long stem of question,

so they did not know what the question exactly dske.

Based on the problems and the survey above, iteeded to identify and
investigate the truth of the problems. Becausehetf, tthe writer wants to do the
research on the English test for second grade oNMAIn West Sumatera at
2010/2011 academic year. The writer did an analgbiguality of the English test
with information from the students’ responses taltte test items, which was given
by the second grade students of MAN-s in West Seraaf he test has been held in
the last final semester test, particularly at Wedag on 8 June 2011. The English

final test consists of 50 items, and each itemédistractors and an option as a key.
B. Identification of the Problem

Based on the survey to the second grade studeMah Lembah Melintang, it
was found that they had problems in answering thestipn of the item test. As the
teacher mentioned, some item test did not covecatpetences on school based
curriculum (KTSP 2006). In addition, as stated befthe students had problems in
comprehending of questions based on text and fadliffidult words on some of the
items test. These conditions are not only causetthdgtudents’ inability in English,

but also it can be caused by the test itself.

Related to test analysis, there are many relevesgarch can be done, such as

studying characteristics of good test, the qualityhe test item, the test materials,



grammatical questions of items test, level of vataty used in the test, test

accommodations, and relevancy of the test to aunn.

C. Limitation of the Problem

Based on the explanation above and consideringvthier’'s ability, knowledge,
time, and skill, he only focused on finding theualfor each characteristic of good

test, the quality of items test, and the relevasicie test to curriculum.

D. Formulation of the Problem

Related to the discussion above, this study is titatted as follow:

“How is quality of the English final test on 2010/ academic year of second

grade of MAN-s in West Sumatera based on item arsdy

E. Research Questions

In order to make this research to be applicableessy to be conducted, the
formulation of problem of this research is expantiette several research questions

as follow:

1. How is validity of the English final test of secogdade of MAN-s in West
Sumatera at 2010/2011 academic year?
2. How is reliability of English final test for secorgtade of MAN-s in West

Sumatera at 2010/2011 academic year?



3. How is the item difficulty of the English final tesf second grade of MAN-s

in West Sumatera at 2010/2011 academic year?

4. How is item discriminability of the English finakst of second grade of

MAN-s in West Sumatera at 2010/2011 academic year?

5. Does the English final test for second grade of M&\ West Sumatera at

2010/2011 academic year provide effective distracto

6. How is the English Final test of second grade ofNM#&in West Sumatera at

2010/2011 developed?

F. Purpose of the Research

The purpose of this research is to identify whethertest has good quality. It

could be described as below:

1.

o

To investigate the validity of the English finaste

To investigate the reliability of the English firtalst.

To identify the value of the item difficulty indest the English final test.
To identify the value of the item discriminatiordax of the English final
test.

To identify the effectiveness the distractors & English final test.

To investigate how the English final test develaped

By doing so, the test designers know the qualitthe test and how the items

work. Then, they would make revises and improventenbe better test if it is

needed. For example, which item should be changedds a result, qualified test

measure the real students’ achievement. In additien English teachers gather the



information as feedback from the students on thgliim course. The information
will be useful in selecting or creating teachingteni@al and strategies, and in
reexamining the effectiveness the teaching learmraress in order to be more
effective teaching learning process in the nexthiasgy period.

G. Significance of the Research Purpose

This research is hoped to give significant inputht® test designer about English
subjetin order to make better English items tests Ihopefully served a part as
guidance to create new test in order to be moreogpipte to measure the English

competences for the next English final test.

H. Definition of Key Term

1. Test : an examination of students’ knowledge
consists of question for them to answer.

2. Item test : a single number of test with indivatiacore

3. Test analysis . studying of test in order to ustierd more
about quality of the test item

4. Item analysis : studying of the quality of thenits in order to
reveal how difficult the item test is, how well
the discrimination the item is, and how effective
distractors used by the item is.

5. Test Validity . extent to which the test measwbat it

claims to measure



6. Test Reliability

7. ltem difficulty

8. Item discriminability

9. Distractors

10.Final test

. test produces the consistepicgcores in a
different time
. items of a test have difficultgvel for the
students

: items that differentiatetibeen high ability
students and low ability students.

> incorrect option in the items test

: a test is to measure whether stuokesd a

level in order to enter to the higher level



CHAPTER V

CONCLUSIONS AND SUGGESTIONS

A. Conclusions
Based on data analysis of the English final ted"I&iN-s in West Sumatera at
2010/2011 academic year, and its discussion, itdcba concluded that only five
items had good quality to measure the studentfitglwhile the rest test items need
improvement, and revision even change to new itewen though, this research
foundas follows:
1. The English final test had generally invalid iterftanight be caused
by the stem of the items, and ineffective distres:to
2. English final test is unreliable to measure stuslesttmpetence.
3. The average of item difficulty of English final tagas medium item.
4. The average of item discriminability of English dintest was
satisfactory to discriminate between high and logtadents’ ability.
5. There were many ineffective distractors of Engfishl test items.
6. The English final test was not tried out and itenalgsis. The test
was made by English teachers and team designensBukit Tinggi,

Padang Panjang, Agam, and Pasaman.
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B. Suggestions
Since the KTSP is used as guidance in teachingitepraffects the teaching
learning process even the designing of tool evalogtest). The quality of the test
depends on the teachers’ ability in English andhees’ experiences in creating test.
Based on research finding, there were test itemshavould need improvement in
order to create more qualified test. Thereforeretla@e several suggestions suggested
for as following:
1. Teacher
Since the teachers are as the first sources intimgeshe test, it is
suggested that the teachers create test based 8P KHat have been
taught to their students. Besides that, the teagteyuld analyze the given
test in order to know how the English subject runs.
2. Test designers
Test designers are suggested to administrate itietdst firstly, analyze
the trial result and final result test, and deglgntest by guiding to KTSP
and Passing Standard of competence in order toreerte quality of
giving test, ensure the stem of test items aretewigrammatical, and
highlight negative and/or double negative on them#& stems by
underlying and capitalizing. Besides that, sincevdts found that there
were several wrong key items used by the teacbearisdck their students’

answer sheetsfrom the four MAN-s in this reseaitcls also suggested
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the test designers to provide the keyanswer foitéhts in order to keep
same perception in using the keys test items.

Next Researchers

For next researcher who wish to conduct deepearelsen this research,
it is expected to seek other issues that had be¢ncovered by the

researcher such measuring the amount time in dbiedest to the total
test items, and investigating the vocabularies lleed material by

providing on the English test.
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