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PREFACE

The activities of the International Conference are in line and very appropriate with the
vision and mission of Bandar Lampung University (UBL) to promote training and
education as well as research in these areas.

On behalf of the Second International Conference of Education and Language (24 ICEL
2014) organizing committee, we are very pleased with the very good responses
especially from the keynote speakers and from the participants. It is noteworthy to
point out that about 80 technical papers were received for this conference

The participants of the conference come from many well known universities, among
others: University of Wollongong, NSW Australia, International Islamic University Malaysia,
Kyoto University (Temple University (Osaka), Japan - Jawaharlal Nehru University, New Delhi,
India - West Visayas State University College of Agriculture and Forestry, Lambunao, Iloilo,
Philipine - Bahcesehir University, Istanbul, Turkey - The Higher Institute of Modern Languages,
Tunisia - University of Baku, Azerbaijan - Sarhad University, KPK, Pakistan - Medical Sciences
English Language Teacher Foundation Program, Ministry of Health, Oman - Faculty School of
Arts and Sciences, Banga, Aklan Philippines - Sultan Ageng Tirtayasa, Banten, - Pelita Harapan
University, Jakarta - STIBA Saraswati Denpasar, Bali - University of Muhammadiyah Yogyakarta
- Ahmad Dahlan University Yogyakarta - Sriwijaya University, Palembang - Islamic University of
Malang - IAIN Raden Fatah Palembang - Universitas Diponegoro, Semarang, Indonesia -
Universitas Haluoleo Kendari - State Islamic University of Sunan Gunung Djati, Bandung -
Tadulako University, Central Sulawesi - Sanata Dharma University - Lampung University and
Open University,

I would like to express my deepest gratitude to the International Advisory Board
members, sponsors and also to all keynote speakers and all participants. I am also
grateful to all organizing committee and all of the reviewers who contribute to the high
standard of the conference. Also I would like to express my deepest gratitude to the
Rector of Bandar Lampung University (UBL) who gives us endless support to these
activities, so that the conference can be administrated on time.

Bandar Lampung, 20 May 2014

Drs. Harpain, M.A.T., M.M
2nd [CEL 2014 Chairman



The Second International Conference on Education and Language (214 ICEL) 2014 ISSN 2303-1417
Bandar Lampung University (UBL), Indonesia

PROCEEDINGS

The Second International Conference on
Education and Language (24 ICEL 2014)
BANDAR LAMPUNG UNIVERSITY
Bandar Lampung, Indonesia
May 20,21,22 2014

STEERING COMMITTEE

Executive Advisors
Dr. Ir. M. Yusuf S. Barusman, MBA
Prof. Dr. Khomsahrial Romli, M.Si
Dr. Lintje Anna Marpaung, S.H.,,M.H
Drs. Thontowie, M.S
Dr. Andala Rama Putra Barusman, S.E., M.A.Ec
Mustafa Usman, Ph.D

Chairmowv
Drs. Harpain, M.A.T., M.M

Co-Chairmawv
Tissa Zadya, S.E., M.M

Secretary
Helta Anggia, S.Pd., M.A

Treasurer
Tissa Zadya, S.E., M.M

Managing Committee Team
Drs. Harpain, M.A.T., M.M
Helta Anggia, S.Pd., M.A
Tissa Zadya, S.E., M.M
Yanuarius Y. Dharmawan, S.S., M.Hum
R. Nadia R.P Dalimunthe, S.S., M.Hum
Bery Salatar, S.Pd
Kartini Adam, S.E
Nazil Chupra Hakim, S.Pd
Miryanti Feralia, S.Pd



The Second International Conference on Education and Language (2nd ICEL) 2014 ISSN 2303-1417

Bandar Lampung University (UBL), Indonesia

Table Of Content

SEEEITNG COMIMITIER. ....cciiie et st e s e e sst e e st e e e ssae e s snbeesnneeens
I o L= o) O] 11 o | P STSR

Paper Presenter :

39. Structures Of The West Lampung’s Wayak Oral Literature - Armina .....................
40. At A Glance Information System In LMS For Education Language -

Arnes Yuli Vandika, Eka Imama Novita Sari, Ade Kurniawan, Dinalka

WaNYUNINGSIN ..ot
41. E-Education : Social Media Network For Distance Learning System -

Arnes Yuli Vandika, Eka lmama Novita Sari, Ade Kurniawan, Ruri

KOBSIANUANAL. ... .eeeieeeciie ettt et e e e e et e et e e snaeeenrreeeneeeas

43. The Impact Of Using English Songs Towards The Students’ VVocabulary

Mastery At Grade Ten Of Smk Negeri 1 Bandarlampung In Academic

Year 2013 — 2014 - Bastian SUGaNdi .........cccveiieiieiiieiie s
44. The Impact Of The Application Of Make-A Match Technique Towards

Students’ Vocabulary Mastery - Dewi Maduratna............cccccceeeeviieeeeiiiiee e,
45. The Effect Of The Application Of Contextual Teaching And Learning

(Ctl) On The Students’ Vocabulary Mastery At Grade Seven Of Smp

Gajah Mada Bandar Lampung In Academic Y ear 2013-2014 - Dewi

46. The Correlation Between Students’ Remarkable Experiences And Their

Ability In Recount Text Writing - EKaRindi AStULT .........c.coooeveiiiiiiieerieeciec e
47. The Effect Of The Application Of Contextual Teaching Learning Toward

Students’ Listening Ability Of Grade Xi At Man 2 Tanjung Karang In

2014 - EKaWahyuni KartiKa ..........cocvioieiieiiee e
48. The Analysis Of Conditional Sentence Errors Pattern In Writing

Sentences Of The Eleventh Grade Students Of Sma Negeri 5 Bandar

Lampung - FaNQKY AGELIA........cccueiieiiieie et
49. The effect Of Mind Mapping Technique Towards The Students’ Speaking

Ability At 7th Grade Of SMPN 4 Bandar Lampung - Frederika Mei

F N 410 o = < o PSP PRTPRRRN
50. Teaching English Words’ Literal Meaning To 2nd Semester Students Of

FKIP UBL Through Stage Hypnosis - HElta ANggia..........ccovveevieeiiiieeiiieeciee e
51. Politeness And Camaraderie:How Types Of Form Matter In Indonesian

CoNteXt = JUMANTO .......eeiiiiiiiiiie e
52. The Effect Of Using Pictures On Students’ Speaking Ability At Grade

Eight Of SMPN 2 Seputih Mataram Lampung Tengah -

LauriSAWIAYANINGIUM .....eeeiiieiiie ettt sieesiiee e e e e s ne e e bee e sseeesnseeenseessnseean
53. Time Expansion And Clear Speech To Improve Speech Recognition In

Older Adults— Lusy Tunik Muharlisiani, Supeno, Danny Yatika..........cccccceevveennee
54. The Breath Sport Training For Health - M.C. Tri AtMOdjO ......cccovvvveviiriiiieiiee e
55. The Correlation Between The Students’ Past Tense Mastery And Their

Ability In Translating Narrative Texts - Marita Safitri .......ccccccveveeeiiieeneessee e



The Second International Conference on Education and Language (2nd ICEL) 2014 ISSN 2303-1417

Bandar Lampung University (UBL), Indonesia

56. The Effect Of The Application Of Suggestopedia Teaching Method
Toward Students’ Speaking Ability Of Grade Eleven At SMA Adiguna
Bandarlampung 2014 - Meidian PUtri ZUSBNA...........ccceeiieeiiieenieee e siee e
57. The Application Of Snakes And Ladders Game In Teaching Vocabulary -

58. The Correlation Between The Students’ Pronunciation Mastery And Their

Ability In Speaking - Meylan GNA SIhombing ...
59. An Error Analysis Of The Use Of Present Participle Form Of The Sixth

Semester Students Of FKIP Universitas Bandar Lampung - Miryanti

60. The Impact Of The Application Of SQ3R Method (Survey, Question,

Read, Recite, Review) Towards Students’ Reading Comprehension - Ni

NENGAN PAIWELT ......eeiueiiiiieieeiiie ettt s se e nne et enes
61. The Correlation Between Students’ Narrative Text Identification Ability

And Their Narrative Text Writing Ability - PadilaDewi...........ccccccooveeiieeiiineciinens
62. Representation Of National Final Exam In Indonesian News Of

detik.com — R. NadiaR. P. Dalimunthe ..o
63. The Influence Of Using Crossword Puzzle Towards The Students’

Vocabulary Mastery — Ria Anggelia Tambun ..........cccoveriiieineessee e
64. Teaching Learning Method Devel opment With The Assignment To

Ouitline Portions Of The Textbook - Sarjito SUrya..........cccvveeiiieiiiieiiiee e
65. The Influence Of The Application Of Pairs Check Technique (PCT)

Towards Students’ Writing Ability At Grade Ten Of Sma Catur Karya

Tulang Bawang 2014 - Siti NUINY@Li.......eeiveeeieeeciee e e nneee e
66. The Influence Of The Application Of Problem Based Learning Towards

The Students’ Speaking Abilty Of Grade Eleven Of Sma Negeri 5 Bandar

Lampung - SUMardi HUSSBIN..........ccuiiiiiiiie et
67. The Impact Of Using Pictures On The Students” Vocabulary Mastery At

Grade Three Of SD Negeri 2 Rulung Raya Natar South Lampung In

Academic Year 2013-2014 — SUrya Adi Tama.......oocueeieerieerienieseee e
68. The Influence Of Task-Based Instruction Towards The Students’ Ability

In Writing Procedure Text At Grade Ten Of Sma Tri Sukses Natar

Lampung Selatan In Academic Y ear 2013-2014 - Tuti Rasminah..........ccccccvvevieene
69. The Impact Of Using Thesaurus Program In Microsoft Word Towards

Students’ Vocabulary Mastery -Wenny Octaria Tami .........cccccccveeeieeeiieeciiee s
70. An Analysis Of Traditional Grammar, Immediate Constituent Analysis,

And X-Bar Syntax Theory - Yanuarius Yanu Dharmawan............ccccceceevvveeesicivnneenn.
71. The Impact Of Using Skimming And Scanning Strategies Of Descriptive

Text Towards Students’ Reading Comprehension At Grade Eight Of

SMPN 22 Bandar Lampung - Y uli Fatmawati...........cccoeveeriieiiiieiiieesiee e



The Second International Conference on Education and Language (274 ICEL) 2014 ISSN 2303-1417
Bandar Lampung University (UBL), Indonesia

AN ERROR ANALYSISOF THE USE OF PRESENT PARTICIPLE FORM
OF THE SIXTH SEMESTER STUDENTS OF FKIP UNIVERSITAS
BANDAR LAMPUNG
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Universitas Bandar Lampung, Indonesia
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Abstract

The purpose of this research was cooperated the investigation of the error analysis of the use of present
participle form of the sixth semester students of FKIP Universitas Bandar Lampung 2014.The data were
collected by incorporating tests to measure the students’ error in using present participle form based on
surface strategy taxonomy. They did the structure tests that were a set of Indonesian sentences to be
trandated into English.Data analysis was conducted using two techniques. They were identifying the
students’ errors based on surface strategy taxonomy and finding the dominant type. The result indicated
that from 16 students’” works, it was found 244 errors. Theses errors were classifed into 4 kinds of errors:
omission wa 20 (8,20%), addition was 2 (0,82%), misformation was 221 (90,57%), and misordering was 1
(0,41%). It meant that misformation is the most frequent error while the least error is misordering.It can be
concluded that students’ grammar mastery specially present participle form was still low. It suggested that
the lecturers had to emphasize in teaching present participle form for the students. For the students,
although present participle was the easiest part of grammar they had to be aware to understand it well.

Keywords. Error Analysis, Present Participle Form.

1. INTRODUCTION

Students till find difficulties in the learning process because the language is different, and they fail to
learn English as a foreign language. They often make many errors in the process of developing and
mastering their language acquisitions. However, error actually shows that the process of learning is taking
place. The learners must make errors as unavoidable and necessary part of the learning process, so the
learning process has a progress to be better (Broughton, 1980 as cited in Y uliasari, 2013).

Furthermore to support the statement above, there are three benefits of analyzing students errors. First,
errors tell teachers how far their students have progressed to reach the goal. Second, errors provide
evidences of how language is learned and what strategies to learners are employed. Finaly errors can be
used by the studentsto learn (Corder, 1981 as cited in Y uliasari, 2013).

Based on the statement above, the researcher thinks that it is very important to identify the students
errorsin the process of teaching-learning English as aforeign language. The researcher often finds that the
university students commit errors in building the sentences containing present participle form, although
they have aready learned the complete structured subject. The students are till confused when they are
trying to answer the questions about present participle form in the TOEFL Preparation Class.

1.1.An Error Analysis Of The Use Of Present Participle Form Of The Sixth Semester Students Of
Fkip Universitas Bandar Lampung

Present continuous or present progressive is aform that combines present tense with continuous aspect.
It thus refers to an action or event conceived of as having limited duration, taking place at the present time.
It consists of a form of the simple present of be together with the present participle of the main verb
(Murphy, 2004).

Present perfect continuous (or present perfect progressive) construction combines perfect progressive
aspect with present tense. It is formed with the present tense of have (have or has), the past participle of be
(been), and the present participle of the main verb (Murphy, 2004).
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Past continuous or past progressive construction combines continuous aspect with past tense, and is
formed using the past tense of be (was or were) with the present participle of the main verb (Murphy,
2004). It is used to indicate action which was ongoing at the past time being considered.

Past perfect continuous or past perfect progressive (also known as the pluperfect progressive or
pluperfect continuous) combines perfect continuous aspect with past tense. It is formed by combining had
(the past tense of auxiliary have), been (the past participle of be), and the present participle of the main
verb (Murphy, 2004).

There are adso non-finite constructions that are marked for perfect, continuous or perfect continuous
aspect, using the infinitives, participles or gerunds of the appropriate auxiliaries. The meanings are as
would be expected for the respective aspects. perfect for prior occurrence, continuous for ongoing
occurrence at a particular time (Murphy, 2004).

We use present continuous and going to + infinitive to talk about future activities and events that are
intended or have aready been arranged (Hewings, 2001).

Table 1: The Differentiations Usages Between “going to” And PresentContinous.

“going to” Present Continous

1. Beforel goto Chinanext year, I’m going to learn 1. They’re leaving from Frankfurt airport at
some Cantonese. (rather than...I’m learning some 6.30 pm. (rather than They’re going to
Cantonese.) leave...)

2. I’m still not feeling very well, so | think I’m going to 2. We’re having aparty on Sunday, 12"
see the doctor some time this week. (rather than ... | November. Can you come? (rather than
think 1I’m seeing the doctor....) We’re going to have...)

3. What are you going to do next, now that you’ve 3. Theorchestrais performing Mahler’s 5"
finished your course? (rather than What are you doing Symphony at next week’s concert. (rather
next...) than ...is going to perform)

In Latin and English grammar, the gerund is a non-finite verb form used to make a verb phrase that can
serve in place of a noun phrase. The English gerund endsin -ing (asin | enjoy playing football); the same
verb form also serves as the English present participle which has an adjectival or adverbia function and as
apure verbal noun (Bas, 2011).

That verbs that are often followed by a gerund include admit, adore, anticipate, appreciate, avoid,
carry on, consider, contemplate, delay, deny, describe, detest, dislike, enjoy, escape, fancy, fedl, finish,
give, hear, imagine, include, justify, listen to, mention, mind, miss, notice, observe, perceive, postpone,
practice, quit, recall, report, resent, resume, risk, see, sense, deep, stop, suggest, tolerate and watch.
Additionally, prepositions are often followed by agerund (Bas, 2011).

Verb forms ending in —ed and —ing can be used as an adjectives. For example, the verba adjective
facinated and facinating come form the verb to clean.

The boy fascinates the girl with a surprise party
VERB

The fasci |nati ng boy*is my boyfriend.

ADJECTIVE
. | v
The boy gives the fascinated party to me.
ADJECTIVE
Table 2: The chart outlines about —ed and —ing adjectives.
-ED AND -ING ADJECTIVES
TYPE | MEANING USE EXAMPLE
The happily playing children ....
-ING | Active It does the action of the verb. (The children play.)
-ED Passive It receives the action of the verb. Thefrequently played record ...
(Someone plays the record.)

Errors represent the product of learning that can aso be the hints about the underlying process of
learning (Littlewood, 1989 as citedin Richard, 1974). It is due to errors comprise a significant portion of a
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student’s language performance such as transitional constructions, acquisition orders and other
performance aspects that provides important insight into the processes of second language acquisition and
instruction (Dullay et.al., 1982 as cited in Richard,1974).

The use of EA and appropriate corrective techniques can aid effective learning and teaching of English
as it is understood that learning a foreign language is a gradua process, during which errors are to be
expected in all stages of learning. As aresult, errors must be viewed positively as process of learning and
should not be regarded as the student’s failure to grasp the rules and structures.

Surface strategy taxonomy highlights the ways surface structures are adtered in systematic and specific
ways (Dullay et.al., 1982 as cited in Richard, 1974).Surface strategy taxonomy includes four main types of
errors. omission, additions, misformation and misordering. Omission errors are characterized by the
absence of an item that must appear in a well-formed utterance Addition errors are the opposite of
omission; they are characterized by the presence of an item which must not appear in a well formed
utterance.Misformation errors are characterized by the use of the wrong form of the morpheme or
structure.Misordering errors are characterized by the incorrect placement of a morpheme or group of
morphemesin an utterance.

2. RESEARCH METHOD

Before conducted the research, the researcher asked for permission from the dean of FKIP Universitas
Bandar Lampung by giving an official letter from Bandar Lampung University. The researcher did the
following steps.Determining research subject, that is the sixth semester student of FKIP Universitas
Bandar Lampung. It determined by using purposive sampling technique.Giving test to the students. The
test was about present participle forms. They were 15 questions and for each question is divided into 3
categories, present participle as a verb, as a gerund, and as an adjective.Collecting the students test. The
test was conducted in 60 minutes. After that, the researcher analyzing the students’ work and classifying it
into 4 types of errors based on Surface Strategy Taxonomy; omission, addition, misformation, and
misordering.Reporting the result of the research. The researcher made the table of the classifications of
errors and making the conclusion for the most frequent error and the least of frequent error. Finaly, the
researcher gave the appropriate suggestions for the lecturers, the students, and the future researchers.

To obtain the data, the researcher used the structure test. The structure test about the use of present
participle form. That was structure test consist of 15 items. Every items consisted of 3 Indonesian
sentences that must be trandated into English by them. The score of every items was 6 for true and O for
wrong answer. The highest score was 90, and the lowest score was 0.

Cdlculating the precentage of errors was carried out with the following formulain figure 3.1.

Total Error X 100% = ...cccueeene %
Total present participle form error
(Nasution, 1981as cited in Kurniawan, 2013)

3. RESULT AND DISCUSSION

From 18 students of the sixth semester of FKIP Universitas Bandar Lampung, there are 16 students who
follow the test. From 16 students, the researcher finds 244 errors. They are divided into the tota of
omission errors are 20, the total of addition errors are 2, the total of misformation errors are 221, and the
total of misordering error is 1. It shows that the students are still low in using present participle forms.

Table3: The Errors Made by Studentsin Using Present Participle Form Based on Surface Strategy

Taxonomy
Students’s Present Participle Form Error
Code Omission Addition Misformation Misordering Total

A 4 1 16 0 21
B 0 0 8 0 8
C 2 0 13 0 15
D 0 0 14 1 15
E 1 0 19 0 20
F 0 0 14 0 14
G 2 0 13 0 15
H 1 0 21 0 22
I 3 0 14 0 17
J 0 0 11 0 11
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K 0 0 6 0 6
L 1 0 10 0 11
M 1 0 12 0 13
N 0 0 11 0 11
O 2 0 24 0 26
P 3 1 15 0 19
TOM=20 TAD=2 TMF=221 TMO=1 TE=244
1. Thetota number of omission error is 20 and the percentage is 8,20%.
It is based on the following calculation.
TOM 20
POM = x 100% POM = e — x 100% = 8,20%
TE 244
2. Thetotal number of addition error is 2 and the percentageis 0,82%.
It is based on the following calculation.
TAD 2
PAD = x 100% POM = — x 100% = 0,82%
TE 244

3. Thetotal number of misformation error is 221 and the percentageis 90,57%.
It is based on the following calculation.

TMF 221

x 100% POM = — X 100% =90,57%
TE 244

PMF =

4. Thetotal number of misordering error is 1 and the percentageis 0,41%.
It is based on the following calculation.

T™MO 1
x 100% POM = ———  x100%=0,41%
TE oad

PMO =

4. CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTIONS

The total of error from 16 students’ works, the researcher finds 244 total errors which are classified
into 4 types of errors. They are: omission is 20 errors, and the percentage of error is 8,20% (percentage
omission = total omission : total error x 100%). Addition is 2 errors, and the percentage of error is 0,82%
(percentage addition = total addition : total error x 100%). Misformation is 221 errors, and the percentage
of error is 90,57% (percentage misformation = total misformation : total error x 100%). Misordering is 1,
and the percentage of error is 0,41% (percentage addition = total addition : tota error x 100%). It means
that the dominant type or the most frequent error is misformation error while the least error is misordering
error.

The students have to be aware of present participle forms and they have to understand it well, it is a part
of grammar that isimportant in learning English. Moreover, it isrelated with this research.

The lecturers do not emphasize in teaching present participle form. The lecturers think that this is the
easiest part in teaching grammar. After conducting the research and analyzing the data, the researcher finds
many students’ errors in using present participle form. The researcher knows well that the lecturers of
FKIP Universitas Bandar Lampung have done their best in teaching their students. However, to minimize
students’ errors, the lecturers should focus more on present participle form in teaching grammar. Present
participle is one of the English tenses grammar issues that should be well understood by students.

For the future researchers this research aso can be a guidance for the next researcher about present
participle forms. The researcher hopes that the next researchers will be better in conducting the research
about it.
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