CHAPTER V

CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTIONS

This chapter presents the conclusion of the study, the recommendation
and suggestion for teaching and further research of conditional sentences.
5.1. Conclusion

Several relevant methods and approaches can be applied to teach
English grammar. There are two approaches which are opposing each other in
term of teaching English grammar. They are deductive and inductive
approaches. Some studies found that deductive teaching approach is more
effective than inductive approach. On the other hand, some studies found that
inductive approach is more effective than deductive approach. This study
investigates whether there is a significant difference on the mastery of
conditional sentences between the students taught using deductive approach
and those taught using inductive approach. This study found that there is a
significant difference between the mastery on conditional sentences of the
student taught using deductive approach and those taught using inductive
approach. It is found that inductive approach is more effective than deductive
approach to teach conditional sentences. This finding is also supported by
student’s answers on the questionnaire. The result of the questionnaire
indicates that students like the inductive approach; it means students’
perception toward inductive approach is positive and they are satisfied of being
taught using inductive approach. It is also found that students like the
approach, even though it is difficult for them to memorize the pattern and

understand the meaning, but once they found the pattern and understand the
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meaning they can memorize and use it. The questionnaire is also confirmed by
interview. The result of interview indicates that students’ perception toward
deductive approach it had oversimplified explanation especially for those who
got lower score and for those who get high score like the approach but they did
not really understand the meaning. While in experimental groups perceive that
inductive approach is hard to understand because they do not know the pattern
especially for those who got low score but once they found its pattern they can
remember it and for those who get high score they really like the approach
because the approach is challenging and unforgettable.

Two reasons might account for this finding. First, inductive approach is
the new technique for students to learn, even though they are always taught by
using deductive approach but students were not really confused when they
were taught using inductive approach. Second, they may feel secure to
discover English rules by themselves. Thus, the factor of culture does not play
a very important role in discussing the effect of foreign language learning.
Secondly, it is not too difficult for Indonesian learners to distinguish and
generalize English grammatical features, since English sentence structures are
different from Indonesia structures.

5.2. Suggestions

In this study, the writer would like to give some suggestions for the
English teacher, and further research.

5.2.1. Suggestions for Further Research

In this study the writer compares and examines the effect of deductive
and inductive approach but this study was done only in six meeting, first

meeting the teacher gave the students pre- test and the next day students
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received the treatment for four days, then post test was given in a week. This
study needs more meetings so the students really could master their
conditional sentences, and also to get the valid data from students. There is no
retention for post test in this study, so the writer suggest further research to
conduct post test then retention test. Retention test is needed to make sure that
students can remember the lesson for long term memory. Then, the reliability
of the test were not really analyzed well, for further research should be careful
in analyzing the reliability of the test.

Moreover, this study and those conducted by Kuder (2009) and Haight
(2007) mainly focus on grammar. However, the effect of deductive and
inductive approach on students speaking and reading abilities were not
examined and remains unknown. Researcher can explore these two English
skills in follow —up studies to elucidate the effect of deductive and inductive
approach on speaking and reading abilities.

Further qualitative inquiry is needed for exploring students’ perspective
and perception of grammar with regard to deductive and inductive approach.
This study only interviewed the students who got highest and the lowest score,
the writer did not interview the middle achiever. Therefore, further research
can find out the student’s perception on inductive and deductive approach to
get the valid data on student’s perception.

5.2.2. Suggestions for Teachers

Teachers should vary the method used in teaching grammar to avoid
the students’ boredom. Some teachers used to implement deductive approach
in teaching grammar. They can vary their teaching approach by using

inductive approach so that the students are not bored when they learn a new
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grammar rule. The teacher should be creative in teaching grammar so that the
students do not have any difficulties in memorizing the grammar pattern and
understanding the meaning of the sentences.

Having these limitations, the writer realizes that this study is far from
being perfect. The writer hopes that his study can give some contributions in

teaching English, especially in teaching grammar to vocational high school.
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