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Abstract

Washback effect is one of the qualities of a good test. The effect of
examination on teaching and learning is called washback effect and the very
effect may be beneficial or harmful. The negative or positive effect of the
examination depends upon how well the test is constructed and administered in
the classroom or other test taking places. This study has been carried out to find
out the washback effect of SLC Send-up examination on teaching and learning
of compulsory English at secondary level.

It was found that the SLC send- up examinations have negative
washback effect because examinations failed to develop communicative
competence among the students. The students were found to be encouraged to
guess the questions from the previous examinations. The course objectives,
teaching methodologies and examination system do not match each other
because they encouraged rote learning and they do not cover al the objectives
of the course. The study shows that examinations failed to require the students
to develop communicative competence and the questions were asked from the
course contents but nature of the questions was not according to the course
objectives. It was also found that the examinations encouraged the students to
guess the future questions to be asked and the teachers were not using the
sufficient instructional materials; teaching methodologies and examination do
not match; most of the parents were not found to be able to guide their children
in English at home.

The questions asked in the previous send-up examinations from 2060 to
2063 were collected and analyzed in relation to the course objectives of
curriculum of the compulsory English of secondary level and three sets of
guestionnaires were prepared to collect the data. The population of the study
for questionnaires administration consisted of 60 students of grade X, 10

teachers and 10 parents whose children were studying in grade X. The



researcher visited schools and collected-data. The entire study is divided into
four different chapters.

The first chapter consists of the background of the study, review of the
related literature, objectives and significance of the study.

The second chapter deals with methodology which incorporates the
sources of data, tools for data collection, process of data collection and
limitations of the study.

The third chapter is concerned with the interpretation and analysis of the
data collected. The data have been interpreted and analyzed in terms of the
variables identified in the objectives of the study. The fourth chapter
summarizes the whole study by presenting findings and recommendations of
the study.
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