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Abstract

Title: " validity in writing tests in Arabic second language".

Researcher: Sarah Bint Mohammed Al-Surayyi.

Supervisor: Dr. Bashir Issa Ahmed Abdullah.

Academic Degree: Master.

University & College: Imam Muhammad bin Saud Islamic University -
Institute of Arabic Language Teaching

Department & Specialization: Department of Applied Linguistics

Academic year: 1439-1440 H

This study aimed at content validaty and face validity of Arabic second
language writing tests in the writing course for the upper intermediate
level in the Arabic second language learning institution at Imam
Muhammed Bin Saud University. The researcher analysed 10 test forms
for the writing course (from 1421 to 1440) by using content analysis
cards to know how comprehensive the tests items are to the content of the
course based on the relative standards of each topic. By using Chi Square
Test, the results showed a difference between what was expected and
what has been found in the sample of the study. For example, it was
found that ‘‘Hamzat Al-wasel’’ represents the questions as closely as
expected, where the findings were 14% and what was expected was 15%.
Some topics represent a higher percentage such as the letters that are
similar in sound, which was 57% and the expected was 23%. On the other
hand, there were topics that has not been covered enough in the tests,
which affected the validity of theses tests, such as ‘“Taa’ marboota’’,
which was mentioned 4% and the expected was 10%. The results also
showed suitability of the test items with the course objectives. By
calculating the repetition rate the results showed that the level of
knowledge and remembering got the lowest percentage in repetition,
while the level of understanding and comprehension got the highest
percentage and was suitable to the test items. As for the appropriateness
of these tests to measure the skills targeted, judging the face validity
showed that the sample obtained 90%, That is, it measured the target
writing skill. The study concluded with some recommendations proposed
for implementation in the field.?

Keywords: face validity, content validaty, tests, language tests, writing skill "
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