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ABSTRACT

This study is entitled “AN ANALYSIS ON GRAMMATICAL ERRORS IN
ENGLISH CONVERSATION OF THE EIGHTH GRADE STUDENTS OF
SMPK ST THERESIA KUPANG IN THE SCHOOL YEAR 2015/2016”.

It aims at answering the following questions: 1) Do the eighth grade students of
SMPK St. Theresia Kupang in the school year 2015/2016 commit grammatical
errors in their conversations? 2) What are the types of grammatical errors
committed by the eighth grade students of SMPK St. Theresia Kupang in the
school year 2015/2016 in their conversations? 3) What is the most type of
grammatical errors committed by the eighth grade students of SMPK St. Theresia
Kupang in the school year 2015/2016 in their conversations?. The objectives of the
study are as follows: (1) To identify and describe whether the eight grade students
of SMPK St. Theresia Kupang in the school year 2015/2016 commit errors in
English conversation. (2) To identify and describe the types of grammatica errors
committed by the eight grade students of SMPK St. Theresia Kupang in the school
year 2015/2016 in English conversation. (3) To identify and describe the most type
of error committed by the eighth grade students of SMPK St. Theresia Kupang in
the school year 2015/2016 in English Conversation. The writer used descriptive
method. The subject of this study was the eighth grade students of SMPK St.
Theresia Kupang, especially class VIIIP. The total number is 28 students. There
were 11 students as the sample of the study chosen randomly. In collecting the
data, the writer used conversation and the topics were “Birthday Party”, “Hobby”,
“Holiday”, “At the Zoo” and “In the Supermarket”. All of the students performed
their conversation that they had chosen and were recorded by the writer. The result
of the analysis shows that (1) The eighth grade students especially from class V111°
of SMPK St. Theresia Kupang in the school year 2015/2016 commit errors in
conversation. (2) The kinds of errors committed by the students are Omission 20
(48.78%), Misformation 11 (26.82%), and Addition 9 (21.95%). And (3) The most
type of grammatical error committed by the students is Omission 20 (48.78%).
Allthough speaking is not an English subject at the junior high school but the
students should practise speaking English. Based on the result of the research, the
suggestions are as follow: (1) The students should learn more grammar especially
the grammatical aspect. (2) English teachers should pay more attention on students’
grammatical errors by providing exercises and drilling on grammatical aspects
particularly tenses.



TABLE OF CONTENTS

Pages
APPROVAL SHEET oottt ettt e e ettt e e s et e e s eeae e e s asanaeeassnnneeenans i
TEAM OF EXAMINERS ...t e e iv
1Y/ KO 3 I 1O TSRS RRRRRRRRRR %
DEDICATON oottt e e e e e e ettt ee e e e e e e e e eeeeeeeesaeenneeeeneeeaans Vi
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT oot e e e e e e e e aeeeneeaeeeenans Vii
A B ST R A G ettt e e e e e ettt e e e e e e e e e e e e e eeeeeeaaennneeeeeeaaans iX
TABLE OF CONTENT S ..ottt e e e e e e e e e e e e ea e X
CHAPTER | INTRODUCTION ..ot eaaa e 1
1.1 Background of the StUAY ..o 1
1.2 Statement Of the ProblEMS ....oooe et 3
1.3 Objective of the SHUAY ........coceiiiiiie e 4
1.4 Significance of the StUAY .........cccovece i 4
1.5 Scope and LIMItaLION .......ccoocereerierieseesieeie et nneas 5
1.6 DEFINITION OF TEIMNS ...t e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e eneeeeens 5
CHAPTER |l REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE, ..o 8
P20 R I 1< oo = (o TSP 8
2.0.1GENErAl VIiBW OF EITON ...ttt e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e 8
P IS o U [0 o il = 4 () (T 10
2.1.3 CAUSES OF ETTON ..ot e et e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e annnees 11
2.1 A TYPES OF EITON .ottt e 12
2.2 Theory 0 CONVEISALION .....ccccoueieerieeieseesieeeeseesseeeeseesseeeesseessesseesseessesssesnes 17
2.2.1 The Meaning Of CONVEISaiON........ccoeeiiriiirierieeie et 17
2.2.2 The Function of the CONVEISaLIiON.........eeeeeeee oo eee e 17
2.2.3 The UnNit Of CONVEISAEION.......ciiieiii ettt eeeeee e e e e e e e e rere e e s e e e s ssenneees 18
P2 N € =0 0111 ST 18
2.4 PIrEVIOUS SEUAIES ...t e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e nnnnnnnnnn 19
2.5 Analytical FramewWOorK ........c.ccceieeieeieseesieee e eee e e e nns 22



CHAPTER |1l RESEARCH METHODOLOGY ....cccccoiiiiiniiieeeiee 23

3.1 KINASOf RESEAICH ..ot 23
3.2 SUDJECt Of the SIUAY ....eecveeieee e e 23
3.3 Typesand SOUrCES Of DAt .......ccceevuererriierieeienee e 24
S INSITUMENT .o e e e e e s e s sabb e e e e e e e e e sesansbreaeeeesesesannsrens 24
RN D= = N (00 o (U 25
RN R BT = Y €7 1 = 11 o S 25
3.5.2 DAAANAIYSIS ...veeieeieetiesie e see et re e nnes 26
CHAPTER IV ANALISYSAND DISCUSION .....cooiiiiieeceie e 27
4.1 The Data of Student’s CONVEISAtION .......cccueeiiuveeiiiee et eree s 27
A.2 DAB ANBIYSIS ..ottt e reere e 33
R TES ot U LSS o] o [ 45
CHAPTER V CONCLUSION AND SUGESTION ....ccoeeicieeciee e, 48
I A0 1 [ 11 o [ 48
IS 1 o [0 - [ o] o S 49
BIBLIOGRAPHY ottt e s s r e s s s e s s b aae e e e e e e aas 50

APPENDICES ...t 52



