CHAPTER V

CONCLUSI ON AND SUGGESTI ONS

In this chapter, the writer would like to present
the conclusion and some suggestions in accordance with

this study.

5.1 Summary and Conclusion

Realizing the fact that the second year students of
SMPN 11 Surabaya still! have difficulties in constructing
present perfect tense correctly, the writer decides to

conduct a research on it to classify these errors and find

+he sources of errors.

First of all, the writer made the test, consulted
the test to the writer's advisor ad the result of the test
was 0,832947. It is realiable. Then. she gave the test in
present perfect tense to the second year students of SMPN
11 Surabaya, noted down all of the errors made by the
students, classified those errors according to their ‘types

and put them in the rank order.

The result of her study showed that error of
misformation was the highest level (76.50%). The second
error was error of omission (11.48%). The third error was

error oOf addition (9.67%). The fourth error was error of
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misordering (2.35%). These types of errors are divided
into some sub-error types. Among these sub-error types,
the most errors occured in the choice of auxiliaries
(39.96%), the wrong choice of verbs (36.94%4), omission of
auxiliaries (3.04%), miscellaneous omission (8.44%),
generalization of addition (2.67%), misordering of auxil-
iaries (1.63%4), and the least miscellaneous misordering
(0.72%).

Based on the fact, error of misformation was the
highest rank and became the most difficult for the stu-
dents in constructing present perfect tense. On the other
hand, the problem of the word order was less serious to
the other errors. Because it was only a few time and stood

on the lowest level of all the other error types.

5.2 Suggestions

With regards to the result of this study. the
writer would like to give some suggestions that might be

useful for the readers particularly the English teachers

as follows:

1. The teacher should give a formative test after explain-

ing. In order to know how far the students know present

perfect tense.

2. The teacher should retaught present perfect tense i f a

lot of students make mistakes.



3. The teacher should give a lot of exercises in order
to train the students using present perfect tense as
co-curricular.

This study is no guarantee of perfection, thus the
writer suggests it was continued using different kind of
instruments, different subjects, more time and more
samples from different school in order that the result
will reflect much more of the real problem encountered by
students of the first year of SMA after they have Ilearnt

present perfect tense at SMFP and thus the result will! be

more prefect.




BIBLIOGRWHY

Allen, W. Stannard, Livina Enalish Structure, London:
Longmans, 1957.

Arikuntoro, Soeharsimi, Dasar—Dasar Evaluasi Pendidikan, PT
Bumi Aksara, Jakarta, 1990.

Avila, Theresia, Errors Made By the Second Year Students of
VK Stella Maris Surabaya in Constructina Adjective
Clause, Surabaya, FKIP Universitas Katolik Widya
Mandala Surabaya, 1989.

Boey,Lim Kiat, Introduction to tinguistics for the Lanauaae
Teacher, Singapore, University Press, 1975.

QfBrown,Douglas, Principle of Language Learnina and Teaching,
New Jersey: Prentice Hall, Inc., Englewood Cliffs,
Second Edition, 1987.

/Chomsky, Noam, "Errors”™, in Heidy Dulay, Marina Burt and
Stephen Krashen eds, Lanauaae Two, New York: Oxford

University Press, 1982.

7 Corder, S.P, Error Analysis and Interlanauaae, New York:
Oxford University Press, 1981.

Departemen Pendidikan dan Kebudayaan, Kurikulum gy» 3024 -
and GBPP Bahasa Ingqris, Departemen Pendidiky

Kebudayaan, 1987.

Dulay, Heidi C, Marina K. Burt and Stephen Krashen,
Lanquage Two, New York: Oxford University Press,
1982.

. Ellis, Rod, Understandina Second lLanauaae Acauisition,

Oxford University Press, 1986.

Handoyo, Lanawati, Teaching "To Have" (Present Perfect

Tense) to 9P Students, Unpublished paper, Surabaya,

FKIP Universitas Katolik Widya Mandala Surabaya,
1987.

Hayden, Rebecca, Dorothy W. Pilgrim, and Aurora Q@ Haggard,
Mastering American__Enalish, Prentice Hall, Inc.,
Englewood Cliffs, New Jersey, 1956.




Keraf,Gorys, Tata Bahasa Indonesia, Ende, Nusa Indah, 1980.

Komalasari, Ratna, A  Comparative Study on the Use of

Pr nt Perf t Ten n impl Pr nt Tense,
Unpublished paper, Surabaya, FKIP Universitas
Katolik Widya Mandala Surabaya, 1979.

Lius, Inneke, An_ Analvsis of the FErrors in Usina the
Conditional Clauses, Surabaya, FKIP Universitas

Katolik Widya Mandala Surabaya, 1986.

Murphy, Raymond, Enalish Grammar in_Use, Cambridge,
Cambridge University Press, 1985.

Richard, Jack C., "A Noncontrastive Approach to Error
Analysis" in John W. Oller, Jr. and Jack C. Richards
eds., Focus on Learner, Newbury House Publisher,
1973.

Sundari, A Study of the Errors in Usina the Conditional

Sentences of the Second Year Students of the St.

Stanislaus Catholic Senior High School Surabava,
Surabaya, FKIP Universitas Widya Mandala Surabaya,

1990.

Sutioso, Lanny Sutjiati, Drill as a Mean to Reinforce the
Mastery of Present Perfect Tense to the avP
Students Unpublished paper, Surabaya, FKIP

Universitas Katolik Widya Mandala Surabaya, 1982.

Thornson, A.J. and A.V. Martinet, Practical Enalish Grammar,
London, Oxford University Press, 19609.

Tuckman, Bruce W, M urin Educational Outcomes:
Fundamental of Testing, New York: Harcour Brace
Javanovich, Inc., 1975.

Wilkins, D.A, Linauistics in Language Teaching, Baltimore,
Maryland USA: Edward Arnold, 1985.





