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* Face Validity

[ ~I
190 =ila

Good To Me




What is Face Validity

*The content of Instrument appears to reflect
the construct being measured

 Face validity of a construct doesn’t necessarily
means a Instrument 1S assessing the construct
well.

* Typically make test taker happy ©!!
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* It is easy to confuse face validity with content validity.

* Face validity concerns judgments about items affer an instrument

is constructed (Nunally, 1994)
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* Baruch Nevo (1985); Many Authors emphasized two basic points:

1. FV should be separated from criterion-related, content, ot construct
validity. FV should not be confused with the other types of validity
and it cannot replace them.

2. FVis an important feature of any psychological or educational &
other tools intended for practical use
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When a tool Is published, it Is neither a facetious idea nor a

trivial one to Feport routinely quantitative as well as
gualitative evidence regarding the FACE VALIDITY




Quantitative Methods




Item Impact Method
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. "5"-Extremely suitable

. "4"-Suitable
. "3"-Moderataly Suitable
. "2"-Unsuitable

. "1"- Extremely Unsuitable




[IM Steps

1. Respondents Sampling (10 to 20)

2. Calculate 11S based on below formula:
Item Impact Score = Frequency (%) X Suitability (Tmportance)

3. Frequency: Respondents percent giving # 5 or 4
4. Suitability: Average score for each Items

5. Consider Cutoff 1.5 for each Items

6. Determination of Items for revision
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Pretesting the Scale

* A small sample of people (10 to 25 or so) representing the target population 1s invited
to complete the items.

* Conventional pretesting focuses primarily on the assessment of response patterns
1. look for items with high rates of nonresponse

2. items with limited variability

3. items with numerous midpoint responses (fence-sitting)

* Such problems signal items that are candidates for revision
®
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