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Conclusions. It appears then, from this initial study, that the keyed comple-
tion model does reduce the effect of guessing by increasing the number of avail-
able responses and, to a certain extent, by including attractive distractors. An
unanticipated research result is that the more traditional, four-item multiple
choice information identification section of the test is so strong, especially on the
Russian LPT, and the causes of this should be investigated further.
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NOTES

1. The thoughts expressed herein are the author’s own and in no way reflect those of the Depart-
ment of Defense. I would like to express my gratitude to four colleagues, Mr. James R. Child,
my mentor and advisor; Mr. Pardee Lowe, Jr., for his encouragement to pursue this paper and for
his considerable feedback on the draft versions; Mr. Reginald Lee Heefner, for helpful sugges-
tions and comments; and Mr. Christopher Bean, for his patience with statistics.

2. In U.S. government work, graphic material is defined as any written format, which would in-
clude news items, literary materials, handwritten correspondence, etc.

3. The quotation marks around “intended” distractor(s) reflect the fact that these options are the
test designer’s estimation that these distractors will prove “attractive” prior to any pilot testing.
Further research should investigate the “attractiveness” of the “intended” distractors.

4. A study by the Defense Language Institute concludes that “[O]n the positive side, the keyed
completion format seems almost unique in its ability to discriminate with a very high reliability
and power across a wide range of reading proficiency levels” (McIntyre 1986).
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