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CHAPTER V

CONCLUSION

This chapter presents the summary and some suggestions concerning

this study.

5.1 Summary

The writer found 2,116 Old information and 1,921 New information
which were used by Writing C students of the English Department of Widya
Mandala Catholic University in their compositions. Not all of the students
could use Old information correctly. The writer found some errors in the use
of Old information in students’ compositions. There were 190 (8.98%)
misuses of Old information out of the total 2,116 Old information found in
the students’ compositions, while the rest 1,926 (91.02%) were correctly
used.

The kinds of Old information used by the Writing C students of Widya
Mandala Catholic University were categorized into 3 kinds: pronouns, noun
phrases that consisted of possessive forms, proper nouns, common nouns,

and adverbs which were adverbs of place and adverbs of time.
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Out of the total 2,116 Old information, 805 (38.04%) pronouns were all
correctly used, while errors were found in 1,038 (49.05%) noun phrases and
273 (12.91%) adverbs in the students’ compositions.

The writer found three kinds of noun phrases used by the students in
their composition. They were possessive forms, proper nouns, and common
nouns. Out of 1,038 noun phrases, 136 (13.10%) possessive forms, 45
(4.34%) proper nouns, and 857 (82.56%) common nouns were found in the
students’ composition. Out of the total 857 common nouns, there were 51
(5.95%) misuses of common nouns, while the other two kinds, possessive
forms and proper nouns, were correctly used. Those misuses ha)ppened
because the students put the common nouns as New infonnatioﬁ in the
beginning of a sentence or in the place of Old information. The New
information should be placed after the Old information in a sentence.
According to the percentage of the misuses of common nouns above, the
writer found that the students did not have any problem in using common
nouns as Old information.

The third kind of Old information related to adverb was categorized
into two kinds: adverbs of place and adverbs of time. Out of 273 adverbs, 92
(33.67%) adverbs of place and 1817(66.63%) adverbs of time were found in

the students’ composition. Out of the total 273 adverbs, the writer found 139
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(50.92%) misuses of adverbs, while the rest 134 (49.08%) were correctly
used.

Out of the total 92 adverbs of place, there were 23 (25.00%) misuses of
adverbs of place while out of the total 181 adverbs of time, there were 116
(64.09%) misuses of adverbs of time.

The misuses happened because the adverbs, which were New
information, were located in the beginning of the sentence or in the position
of Old information. The adverb as New information should be located at the
end of the sentence after the verb phrase or another adverbials in the
sentence. The biggest percentage of the misuses, 64.09%, comes from the
use of adverbs of time. The students were able to use adverbs of place better
than adverbs of time. It can be seen from the percentages of the misuses of
adverbs between those of adverbs of place and those of adverbs of time
above.

Basing on the explanation above, the writer concluded that the biggest
problem found by Writing C students is the use of adverbs, especially
adverbs of time. They could not put adverbs of time as New information in
the correct position, that is after the verb phrase or another adverbial in the
sentence. The students did not find any problem in using pronouns,
possessive forms, and proper nouns, because they were all correctly used,

while the percentages of the misuses of common nouns and adverbs of place
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were small. It means that most Writing C students could use common nouns

and adverbs of place well.

5.1 Suggestion

From the result of this study, the writer would like to suggest that
narration , which is the basic of writing, should be taught intensively so that
the students can make good narrative compositions. It should be noted that
the theories of Old and New information should be given within the
narration. It is necessary because it can make the students aware of the use
of Old and New information in making good narrative compositions.

It is found out that the weakness of the students is in using adverbs of
time in their compositions. The lecturers of the Writing subject should pay
more attention to the use of adverbs of time. It is very useful so that the
students can differentiate between Old and New information and put them in
the correct position.

Since this study is still far from perfection, the writer hopes that there
will be further studies conducted using samples from different classes and
also different picture series, which consist of more various characters. For
example, the human characters in the story are more than one. With this, the

use of pronouns as Old information will be more complicated. It is
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necessarily done by other researchers to find more possible errors made by

the students that come up in their compositions, especially narrtaive.
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