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THE LEVEL OF STUDENTS MASTERY ON GERUND ANI)
PRESENT PARTICIPLE OF TIIE SECOND YEAR

STUDENTS OF SMA MUHAMMADIYAH 1 OF
PALANGKA RAYA

ABSTRACT

The problems of this study were: (l) What is the level of students' mastery on
gerund of the second year students of SMA Muhammadiyah I of Palangka Raya? (2)
What is the level of students' mastery on present participle of the second year
students of SMA Muhammadiyah I of Palangka Raya? (3) What is the comparison
result between the level of students' mastery on gerund and pres€nt participle ofthe
second year students of SMA Muhammadiyah I of Palangka Raya? Objectives ofthe
study werc: (l) To identifr the level of students' mastery on gerund of the second
year students of SMA Muhammadiyah I of Palangka Raya. (2) To identifo the level
of students' mastery on present participle of the second year students of SMA
Muhammadiyah I of Palangka Raya. (3) To compare the level of students' mastery
on gerund and present participle ofthe second year students of SMA Muhammadiyah
I of Palangka Raya.

This study used quantitative descriptive method. In collecting the data, there
were 2 techniques used, namely: test and documentation. This study was conducted
for the second year students of SMA Muhammadiyah I of Palangka Raya in
academic year 200812009. The number of population was 103 students. lt consisted
of 3 classes; they were XI science A- l, XI science A-2, wrd XI science A-3. From the
population was taken 52 students as the sample ofthe study.

Based on the data analysis, the result showed that the level of students'
mastery on gerund of the second year students of SMA Muhammadiyah I of
Palangka Raya was 57.95 which laid between 50-<60. There were 49.080/o students
based on the calculating rcsult classified was poor level. The level of students'
mastery on present participle of the second year students of SMA Muhammadiyah I
of Palangka Raya was 60.13 which laid between 60-<70. There were 50.92o/o students
based on the calculating result classified was fair level. The comparison result
between the level of students' mastery on gerund and present participle ofthe second
year students of SMA Muhammadiyah I of Palangka Raya was different. The
students' average score on present participle was higher than gerund and the
difference ofcomparison result was 2.18.



TINGKAT PENGUASAAN SISWA KELAS II SMA
MUHAMMADIYAH I PALANGKA RAYA PADA

GERI]ND DAN PRE,SENT PARTICIPLE

ABSTRAK

Permasalahan pada penelitian ini adalah: (l) Apakah tingkat penguasaan
siswa kelas Il SMA Muhammadiyah I Palangka Raya pada gerund? (2) Apakah
tingkat penguasaan siswa kelas II SMA Muhammadiyah I Palangka Raya pada
present participle? (3) Apakah perbandingan hasil antara tingkat penguasaan siswa
kelas Il SMA Muhammadiyah I Palangka Raya pada gerund and present participle?
(l) Untuk mengidentifikasi tingkat penguasaan siswa kelas II SMA Muhammadiyah
I Palangka Raya pada gerund? (2) Untuk mengidentifikasi tingkat penguasaan siswa
kelas II SMA Muhammadiyah I Palangka Raya pada present participle? (3) Untuk
membandingan hasil antara tingkat penguasaan siswa kelas II SMA Muhammadiyah
I Palangka Raya pada gerund and present participle? Penelitian ini menggunakan
metode deskiptif quantitative. Ada dua teknik yang digunakan untuk mengumpulkan
data, yaitu tes dan dokumentasi. Penelitian ini dilakukan pada kelas Il SMA
Muhammadiyah I Palangka Raya pada tahun ajaran 200812009. Jumlah populasi
adalah 103 siswa, yang terdiri dari 3 kelas yaitu XI IPA A-1, xt IpA A-2, Xl IpA A-
3. Darijumlah populasi diambil 52 siswa sebagai sampel penelitian.

Berdasarkan analisis dat4 hasil menunjukkan bahwa tingkat penguasaan
siswa kelas II SMA Muhammadiyah I Palangka Raya pada gerund adalah 57, 95
yang terletak antara 50-<60. Berdasarkan hasil penghitungan ada 49,08%o siswa yang
diklasifikasikan memiliki tingkat penguasaan kurang. Tingkat penguasaan siswa
kelas Il SMA Muhammadiyah I Palangka Raya pada present participle adalah 60,13
yang terletak antara 60-<70. Berdasarkan hasil penghitungan ada 50,92%o siswa yang
diklasifikasikan memiliki tingkat penguasaan sedang. Ada perbedaan perbandingan
hasil antara tingkat penguasaan siswa kelas II SMA Muhammadiyah I Palangka Raya
pada gerund and present participle. Nilai rata-rata siswa pada present participle lebih
tinggi dibandingkan dengan gerund dan perbedaan hasil perbandingan adalah 2,18.
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CAPTER I

INTRODUCTION

A. Background of the Study

Language constitutes a communication which necessary by the human being in

the world, so to make easy in communication we need a universal language. One of

the universal languages is English. It is a tool for public communication among the

nation. It is spoken as the first or second language, and also as a foreign language in

many countries, many people study English where it is not as the mother tongue or

native speaker.

It is for the reason above, in lndonesia that English as the first foreign language is

taught from the elementary school up to the university. ln relation to the statement

above, English teaching needs further improvement. More systematic,

comprehensive, and integrated teaching is badly needed.

The material of English teaching is stipulated in curriculum which serves as

guideline for national education system in Indonesia. According to competence based

curriculum which serve as guideline for national education system in Indonesia.

According to competence based curriculum 2004 which has been established firmly

by the department national education, it says that "developing the ability of

I
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communication in spoken and written. Ability in communication consists of listening,

speaking, reading, and writing skills".l

From the statement above, the ability of communication consist of four

components, From these fourth components structure is not mentioned here. It

implied in every component of English teaching. In order words, structure still has a

place to help the students understand the use and the form of structure, so that they

are able to use structure productively and receptively. This is supported by

Littlewood's point of view as follows: "The most characteristic features of the

communication language teaching is to pay systematic attention to function as well as

structural aspects of the language, by combining into a more fully communicative

vlew,i

Based on the theory above, it becomes clear that structure in other component are

intimately interrelated in a sense that one component depends upon another. ln public

senior high school, structure is integrated and systematically taught to the students

based on what is stipulated in the curriculum.

In the exertion of leaming English structure, the senior high school students

especially the second students still face many problems in mastering English structure

itself. There were 53.847o students still faced problems in mastering English structure

of gerund and present participle. One of the complications of understanding English

' oepdiknas, Kuihium 2004 Standor Komrytensi untuk SMA dan MA Jakarta: Depdihss. 2003.

p.6.

'? william Littlewood, Communicotive Approach Teaching. Canbitge: University Press.

1986.p.1E.
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structur€ is the use gerund and pr€sent participle. It is difficult for students to

understand them because they have same form with different function. It is supported

by Mas'ud that states "Gerund has the same form with present participle, but it has

the different function and meaning".l

From the theory above, it can be explained that, both have the same form in-ing

ending but gerund is as the noun and present participle is an adjective. However,

these problems were arisen based on the writer's experience when she was a student

of Islamic senior high school and more specially, also felt by the second year students

of SMA Muhammadiyah I of Palangkaraya.

Based on four skills that are stipulated in competence based curriculum 2004,

they are listening, speaking, rcading, and writing. So, gerund and present participle is

included in writing skills because they are part of written grammar that expresses

meaning in short functional text. This is supported by syllabus of senior high school:

"Writing is expression of meaning in short functional text by using written grammar

accurately, fluently in context ofdaily life."a

Cerund and present participle are important to be leamt in senior high school

because they are part of English. Moreover, English is one of the subjects that are

examined in national examination.

3 Fuad Mas'u4 Essential o/ English Grammar: A Practical Quided, Second Edition, yogekarta:
BPFE. 1992. P.2.

a Depdiknas, Petunjuk Teknis Pengembangan Silabus don Contoty'Modet Silqbus SMA/MA (Mata
Pelajaran Bahasa Inggris) Jskarta: D€pdiknas, 2006, P.17.
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Based on some reasons above, the writer tries to study about gerund and present

participle. This case intended to get an optimum result and especially to broaden the

students' knowledge or rcsearcher herself of how to use the forms of gerund and

present participle in the sentence. The consideration in taking this matter is also based

on the cuniculum that are taught for the second year students of senior high school

and also from the other supporting books. At the end, the writer is interested in

conducting a study with the title: The Level of Students' Mastery on Gerund aud

Present Participle of the Second Year Studetrts of SMA Muhammadiyah 1 of

Palangkr Raya.

B. Problems of the Study

l. What is the level of students' mastery on gerund of the seoond year students of

SMA Muhammadiyah I of Palangka Raya?

2. What is the level of students' mastery on prcsent participle of the second year

students of SMA Muhammadiyah I of Palangka Raya?

3. What is the comparison result between the level of students' mastery on gerund

and present participle of the second year students of SMA Muhammadiyah I of

Palangka Raya?

C. Objectives ofthe Study

I . To identifu the level of students' mastery on gerund ofthe second year s'tudents of

SMA Muhammadiyah I of Palangka Raya.

2. To identify the level of students' mastery on present participle ofthe second year

students of SMA Muhammadiyah I of Palangka Raya.
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3. To compare the level of students' mastery on gerund and present participle of the

second year students of SMA Muhammadiyah I of Palangka Raya.

D. Significances of the study

l. Giving contribution of the fact of the students' attainments in leaming English,

especially, in using gerund and present parliciple in the sentences.

2. Giving a description of the students' mastery level in using gerund and present

participle in the sentences.

3. Giving information of the students' mastery level in using gerund and present

participle in the sentences.

E. Research Methodologr

l. Method of the Study

To find the data of the study, the writer uses quantitative descriptive method.

Based on Nawawi stated that quantitative descriptive is the research that tries to give

facts from research subject with facts shaped numerals systematically, and then

conclusion in taken after the numerals measured.s According to Arikunto, descriptive

study is not meant to test a hypothesis; it only describes the variable, phenomenon or

situation naturally.6 Through this study the writers want to know the students,

mastery on the use of gerund and present participle. In this case, for collecting the

data needed, it is through the students' answer sheet..

5 Hadari Nawawi, Met& Penelitian Bidang Sosio. Yoryakarta: Gajah Mada University prtss.
t99s.

u Suharsi-i fuikunto, Prasedrr Penelitian Suatu Pendehotqn prohe*. !*xta: Rineka C
2002. p.310.

ipta.
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2. Population rnd Sample

e. Population

According to Arikunto, population is the whole of study subject. If som€one

wants to study are, so it study is called population study.T The population of this

study is XI Science A-1, XI Science A-2 and XI Science A-3 classes of SMA

Muhammadiyah I of Palangka Raya. The number of population can be seen clearly in

the table bellow:

Table l.l
The Number of Popuhtion

b, Sample

ln this study, the writer used random sampling is thar, all of the population has

equal chance to be sample but not all ofthe population will be sample. According to

Arikunto, ifthe amount of subject is large, it can be taken from l0-15% or 2 0-25o/o or

rnor"3 In this case the writer randomly chooses the population to be sample. The

following way will be taken in collecting the sample.

After the writer gives the test to the tester and collects the students' answer sheet,

then the writer puts the students' answer sheet in a box and takes it one as the sample

SMA Muhrmmadiyah I of
Pelongka Rayo

Number ofStudents
Male Female Sum

Class
XI Science Al
XI Science A-2
XI Science A-3

l3
l0
6

25
24
25

38
34
3I

Total 29 74 103

' tbid. p.to'.. -t lbid. p.t t2
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as much as needed. ln this case, the writer needs 507o ofthe students to be sample.

Based on Surakhmad stated that if the population is less than one hundred, it is used

as total sample but if it is more than one hundred will be used 5O%.e The number of

sample can be seen clearly in the table bellow:

Teble 1.2
The Number of Srmple

3. Techniques of Data Collection

In collecting the data, the writer uses two techniques. They are the test and

documentation. They arc explained in the following way.

a. Test

Related to definition of test, Arikunto states that test is a set of question and

exercise or other instrument that is used to measurc the knowtedge, intelligence,

ability or talent owner by individual or group.lo

ln this study, the technique uses the achievement test in written test. It is to know

the students' mastery in using gerund and present participle. Before the instrument is

applied to the rcal sample, the writer will do try out of the instrument. It is importsnt

to know whether or not the instrument can be used to measurE the students, mastery

' Suralhmsd, Pengantar Perplitian tlniah Dasat, Met& Teknik Bandung: CV Tsrsito, 1980.

SMA Muhammadiyah I of
Palangke Raya Number ofStudents

Xl Science A-l
XI Science A-2
XI Science A-3

l9
t7
t6

Total {,

p.19.
l0 Suharsimi Arikunto, Prosedw Penelitian.p.l3g.

Class
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in using gerund and prcsent participle. Beside that, the subject oftry out is the second

yeaf students of MA Hidayatul Insan Fii'talimiddin of Palangka Raya.

l. Preparing the instrument.

2. Giving the instrument.

3. Determining the time allocation.

4. Collecting and scoring the student' answer.

5. Analyzing the r€sult ofthe test and putting the students' final scorc into the table.

b. Documentation

Documentation technique is used to collect the data related to the study. The data

collected are:

t . The data ofthe students (name, class, and amount).

2. The students' score based on the result oftest.

3. The curriculum ofEnglish subject.

4. The syllabus ofteaching gerund and present participle.

4. Valldity of the Data

In collecting the dat4 the instrumen of the researrh must be valid and reliable.

The result of validity and reliability test can be obtaine.d after validity and reliability

test have been done.

a. Instrument Validity

Validity is closely related to the accuracy of the instrument of the students,

mastery being measured. All ofthe test items should be based on what is needed to be

measured. The validity means that content ofthe test given to measure the students'
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mastery in using gerund and present participle. In this case, the writer would like to

describe the students' mastery in using gerund and present pa(iciple of SMA

Muhammadiyah I of Palangka Raya. To measure the validity of the test measurement,

the writer uses the formula as follow:

Explanations:

rpbi : coefficient validity of each item

Mp = mean of the right answer

Mt = mean of the total score

SDt = standard deviation from the total score

p = proportion ofthe students' correct answer for each item

q = proportion of the students' wrong answer for each item.l I

The result ofthe calculation above is connected to the follow criteria:

0,800-1,000

0,600-0,799

0,400-0,599

0,200-0,399

0,000-0,199

= very high validity

= high validity

= fairvalidig

: poor validity

: very poor validityr2

E!;
Mp-Mt

.sD,
rpbi

rr Anas Sudijono, Pe ngantar Evaluasi Pendidilan J8k8rt8: R8j& Grapindo P€rs8d8. 2005. p.lq).
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There was an example of calculating item validity for number l, it was known:

Mp:

SDt =

49.6 Mt = 43.8

16.7 p :0.69 q :0.31

Using the formula:

rpbi

Yields:

49.6 - 43.8 0.69
rpbi

16.7

=:3 .lr:r,
t6.7 '

: 0.35 x 1.5

= 0.s2

0.31

Based on the criteria that have been established above, the coefficient correlation

of fpbi was 0.52. Therefore, the first item was fair and valid. It means that this item

was feasible to be used for research instrument.

According to Heaton stated that there are four kinds of validity. Those are Face

validity, Content Validity, Construct Validity and Empirical Validity.r3 However, the

validity being used to test the students leaming achievement is content and constructs

validity. Consequently, the writer used content and construct validity. They are

explained in the following way:

'2 Suharto, Metodologi Penelition Dolam Pendidikan Bahasa: Suatu Pengantor, !*arl(:
Departemeo Pendidikan dan Kebudayaan Direktorat Jendrsl Pendidikan TioggiProyek Pengembangan
kmbaga Pendidikan Tenaga Kependidikan. 1988. p.126.

lr Heaton, lliting tanguage Test. Englandi Longman. 1979. p.152-l53.

Mp-M 6* ,la
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l. Content Validity

According to Leady stated that the content validity measures the factor of

situation under study, namely the content being studied.la This implies clearly that the

test items were constructed in which their having relation between the test items and

to the course which have been already leamed in the class ofthe second year students

of SMA Muhammadiyah I of Palangka Raya. That case, the writer established the

material very carefully and quite nepresentative. Also a test should provide all area to

be aided in proper measune and should describe a regular sample. The evidences that

support the content validity were curriculum or literatures which contain the using of

gerund as a noun and present participle as adjectives and more important it has been

taught to SMA Muhammadiyah I of Palangka Raya.

Table 1.3
Content Specilication of Test Items

ta l*ady, Praclical Research Planning and Desigr. New York: Macmillan Publishing Company.
19t1.p.20.

No Test Moterirl Item Numbers Kinds of Test

I Differentiating Positions
Gerund Used as Noun
i As a subjecl
. As direct object
. As object of prcposition
. As predicate noun after linking verb
. As appositive
. After the verb go
. Gemnd to show short prohibition

Pr€sent Participle Used as Adjective
. Beforc a noun
r After a noun
. After a linking verb

7 items
7 items
6 items

Multiple Choice
test

Multiple Choice
test

3 items
3 items
3 items
3 items
3 items
3 items
2 items
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2. Identifring
Gerund Used as Noun
hesent Participle Used as Adjective

l0 items
l0 items

Matching Item

2. Construct Validity

Construct validity means that the instrument should be capable to measure certain

specific characteristic in accordance with a theory of language leaming. It means that

the research instrument is arranged based on each indicator which has be€n tested,

namely in identifuing gerund as a noun and prcsent pafticiple as adjective,

differentiation positions gerund as a noun and present participle as adjective, this

whole indicators has been reprcsented in the students' mastery in using gerund as a

noun and present participle as adjectives. To fulfill the construct validity, so

arranging the instrument based on the material taught which rest on consultation

result.

b. Instrument Reliebtlity

The reliability is performed to know the stability of the result. Reliability means

that instrument is stable. In this case, the rcliability of a test is indicated by its

consistent measurement. To measurement the reliability of the test instrument, the

writer uses the formula of KR-21 . The formula is as follow:

rpui:fi,(t-*,
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Explanations:

k =Number of test item

p = mean ofthe conect answer

q = mean of the wrong answer

S 
2 = variants

The result ofthe calculation above is connected to the follow criteria:

0,800-1,000 = veryhighr€liability

0,600-0,799 = high rcliability

0,400-0,599 = fair rcliability

0,200-0,399 = poorrcliability

0,000-0,199 = verypoorreliabilityts

The following was the calculation ofthe item reliability from the data appendix. It

was known:

k : 80 tDq : t8.77

52 = 3561.69

Using the formula:

u, = fi,0-&, I

Yields:

80 .. t8.77 _tpbi - *O_1x(,-fSOtSC)

t5 
StJlnaIllo, Metodologi Perclitian. p.1254.
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= !9, n _ o.oos3 )
79

: l.0l x 0.99

= 0.9999

Based on the calculating above, it was know that the coefficient consistency of

the score was 0.9999. It showed that the test score ofthis study was reliable.

c. Index of Difliculty

lndex of difliculty is used to know how difficulty or easy of the test items ar€.

The best test is the tests which consist of the difficult, fair and easy items. To know

the level ofdifliculty ofthe test, the formula used is:

Explanations:

F.V : Index ofdifliculties

R : The number ofthe correct answer

N : The total ofthe studentsr6

The result of formula above is connected to the F.V value bellow:

F.v =0.00-0.30 : difficult

0.30-0.70 : fair

0.70- r .00 t1
easy

F.v. - !N

'u Heston, Writing Language Test. England: Longnan. 1979.p.172.

'' Suharsimi Aikrlul,ta, Prosedur Penelitian. p,210.
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The following was the example of calculation for item number 2' It was known:

R =7 N =13

Using the formula:

F.V.: \
N

Yields:

F.v -1
13

:0.54

Based on the calculating above, it was know that the level of difficulty for the

item number two was fair.

5. Data Processing Procedures

Before the writer analysis the data, there are four technique used in data

processing procedures. They consist ofediting, coding, scoring and tabulating.

a. Editing, it is done to check the number of the students who follow the test and

their answer sheet.

b. Coding, it is used to give codes for each data included in the same categories. For

example: the real names of the students are replaced by using codes such as Al,

A2, A3, A4, and so forth. This is done to facilitate the writer to administer the test

result.

c. Scoring, it was done to give the score.

d. Tabulating in this step the writer arranges the students' score in the table liom

per indicator.
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6. Data Anolysis

To analysis the data, the writer will use the analysis procedures as follow:

a. The writer scores the students'answer sheet.

b. To find out the average scores ofa group of the students' mastery in using gerund

and present participle, the sum of students' score divided by the number of the

subject. The formula is:

Explanations:

M : Mean Score

I,x = m" sum of score

N : Number of testerrt

c. To see the qualification of the sudents' mastery level here score obtained are

compounded to the criteria of qualification of thc students' mastery bas€d on the

valuation ofcognitive value as below:le

tt Healon, Writing Language. p.169.
le Depag RI, Pedonr an Pelatsanaan Kurihtlum Berbasis Kompererrr, Jakarta: Depsrtmen Agama'

2004, p.20.

I
N
x

M
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Table 1.4
The Valuation of Cognitive Value

Interval Interpretstion

80 - r00
70-<80
60-<70
50-<60
0-<50

Excellent
Good
Fair
Poor
Fail
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CAPTER II
REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE

This chapter contains the review of literature which consists of definition, level,

mastery, position and comparison of gerund and present participle. The writer

explains them in the following ways.

A. Level on English Grammlr

Based on Webster's Revised Unabridged Dictionary, level defined as a position

on a scale of intensity or amount or quality, a moderate degree of intelligence.2o

Another said that level is relative position stage, standard or degree of authority'2r !t

also defined as the same height or standard, or having the same score or position.

B. Mastery of English Grammar

Mastery is a power of something or the attainment of superior power or skill'22

Mastery is great skillfulness and knowledge of some subject or activity.23 Based on

Bloom, the goal of mastery learning approaches is to have all students leam

instructional material at roughly equivalent, high levels. lnstructors who use mastery

leaming break down course material into manageable units and create formative tests

for students to take on each ofthe units.2a

20 wcbster's Rcvis€d Unabridgcd Dictionary, 1913.
2t-Homboy, Oxlord Advanced lzaner's Dicrionary. New York: Orford University Press. 1995.* BBC. English Dictionar!, l99l-r webster's Revised Unabridged Dictionary, 1913.
2a Bloonr, Human Chqruteistics and School lzoning. New York Mcbiaw-Hill via Website.

l8
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To evaluate the description above, the writer prefers to use cognitive domain

promoted by Bloom which conclude about:

I . Knowledge include:

a. The lowest grade of study

b. Ability to remember facts

c. Ability to memorize formulation, definition, principle, procedure

d. Ability to describe

2. Comprehensioninclude:

a. Ability to translate

b. Ability to do verbal description

c. Extrapolation undersanding

d. Ability to estimate

C. Gcrund

l. Delinition of Gerund

Wishon and Burks said that the gerund is the -ing form of the verb used as a

noun. The gerund has the same form as the present participle.

Its func'tions differently in the sentences. It is always a noun and can function in a

noun position.2s

Here are some examples:

Swimming is a good exercise. (Subject)

6 Goorgr E Wishon and Burks, Komperensi Komunihatf Balusa tngris unluk SMA Kelas 2
Klaten: Pf. Intan Pariwara. 190. p.268.
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My favorite sport is swimming. (Subjective complement)

Joel and Patrice enjoy dancizg. @irect object)

I am tired of camping. (Object of preposition)

Joel's favorite sport,Jishing is becoming expensive. (Appositive)

2- Position of Gerund

It has been mentioned previously that the gerund has the function ofa noun. So,

since a gerund functions as a noun, the gerund occupies same position as a noun does.

As an addition, Thomson and Martinet also said that the gerund has exactly the same

form as the present participle and it can be used in any positions.26

a. As subject

For examples:

Traveling nig)tt satisfo your desire for new experiences.

Jogging is ahealth activity.

Liste ning rquircs patience.

b. As direct object

For examples:

Joel and Patrice enjoy dancing.

lohn loves teoching.

P atrice enjoy s c amp i ng.

2u Thomson and A.V Msrtine,t, ,{ Prrcticol English Grammar. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

1980. p.l5E.

I
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c. As object of preposition

For examples:

Tommy went to j ailfor stealing.

I am interested in learning more about your work.

I an thed of arguing.

d. As predicate noun after a linking verb

For examples:

My favorite sport is swimming.

S*ing is believing.

Joel's favorite sport is fishing.

e. As appositive

For examples:

My main duty" progromming, takes up more than 80% of my day.

His hobby, swrnrzirg. has helped to keep him healthy.

My hobby , juggling, is not expensive.

f. Gerund after the verb go

For examples:

We usually gofsir'zg on Saturday aftemoon.

My mother and sister usually go sfioppirrg once a mount.
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g. Gerund to show short prohibition

For examples:

No smoking!

No spitting!

No trespassing !

3, Certain Verbs May Followed by Gerund

admit
avoid
dislike
finish
mind
quit
regret

Advise
complete
delay
can't help
miss
recall
resent

Anticipate
consider
deny
keep
postpone
recollect
resist

Appreciate
discuss
enj oy
mention
practice
recommend
tolerate

For examples..

My mother disli/res keeping pet animals.

We enjoy living in this city very much.

4. The Dilficulties in Learning Gerund

In the previous research for stratum I thesis which was entitled: Teaching of

English Participte and Gerund of the Second Year Students of the Junior High

School Students of Nahdatut Ulema Palengka Raya. Written by: JAM'AN

MAGFURA, SRN. 0l0l 10061 in 2006 and discussed about gerund (verb+ -ing) form

in junior high school, it was found that there weFe some difliculties in teaching

leaming of gerund such as:
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The students almost never made the verb+ -ing form as subject and obiect into

sentence.

b. The students couldn't comprehend the sentence of verb+ -ing form in structure or

glammar.

c. The students couldn't rccognize rcgular and inegular verb which was followed by

-ing form.

Another research which was entitled: A Comperative Study on Students'

Mastery on Gerund by the Second Yeer Students of Language Program at Man

Model Palangka Raya. Written by: NORDINAH, SRN. 0301120094 in 2008 and

discussed about comparative mastery of students on gerund written that the

difficulties found by the students are:

a. They are difficult to differ gerund as object and complement.

b. They are difficult in understanding gerund after preposition in sentence.

c. They are difficult to differ which one the verb+ -ing form as gerund or participle.

d. They are difficult to make their own s€ntences by using gerund.

These studies above focused on teaching of gerund (teacher's rule) only and

students' mastery on gerund which was compared into two grades. While the study

will be done by the writer will be focused on an issue of students' mastery in using

gerund and present participle in sentence.
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D. Present Participle

1. Delinition of present participle

Participle -ing are verb forms can function as adjectives (Dorman and Dawe).27

While according to Wisnubroto et.al.,, participle -ing served as an which tell the

characteristic of the noun it modifies and it take place in any position in the

sentence.
2{t

Participial adjective functioning as adjective is a participle in -ing form. A part of

the pure adjective, the -ing participle can be used as modifier noun or pronoun. While

according to Meade et al., participial adjective functioning as adjective is formed by

adding the sulfix -izg to present infinitive of the verb'2e For examples: an interesting

bcnk, a disappointing experience, a charming view, and a trifling gi{t. All these verbs

ending in -r'ng forms are adjective in function, because their occurrence modify the

noun following them.

The use ofpresent participle as adjective can be seen in the sentences below:

. The sizgizg bird is Gtatik.

. The bread isfilling.

. The man talking lo me is my teacher.

And to identifi the use of present participte as adjective can be seen by comparing the

two group ofsentences bellow:

27 Edward A Dorman and Charles A Dswe, The Brief English Handbook London: Scott,

Forcsman and Company . l9t7 . p.2l .

28 Wisnubroto et al, Conplete English Grammar. Yogl*ar1a;: Kamisius. 1995-p.29.
2" fuchard Mqde et al, Efeaive English. Worl Book 4. Bo*oni Allyn and Bacon' Inc'

1961.p.337.
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L - The work is tiring. 2. - The man was working.

- The play was boring. - She is writing.

At first glance the s€ntences above are equal in the form, that are, to be + V-rr& but

actually, both of sentence have difference, before verb + ing ot present participle on

the first sentence group can be added by word 'very'. On the contrary, before verb +

,'ng or present participle on the second sentence group cannot be added with word

'very' because they are incompatible with rule. The sentences on the second group

consist of aflirmative sentences present and past progressive tense.

2. Posltion of present particiPle

According to Wishon and Burks, the present participle may be used in the

sentences as adjective modifier, it may modi! noun in any position in the sentence.3o

Its positions can be seen as below:

a. Before a noun (Attributive Adjective)

Present participle is used as adjective. According to Meade et al., adjective that is

placed a noun calted as the attributive adjectives.3l

For example:

This is a tiring work.

ll is an amazing performance.

ln the two sentenc€s above, the adjective 'tiring' and 'amazing' have the same

position and simple form of the verb but they have same meaning. In the first

43.

30 George E Wishon and Julia M. Bttks, Kompetensi Komuni*slif Bqhasa Inggris. p.261.

'' fuchard Meade A al al, Efective English. Work Book 4. Boston: Alll, r and Bacon. lnc. l9til. p
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sentence means 'the $,otk is tiring', while in the second sentence means 'the

performance is amazing'. Attributive adjective is used to give certain characteristic to

noun or pronoun directly.

b. Follow a noun (Appositional Adjectives)

Hayden e. al., said that when the prcsent participle adjectives follow the noun

they modifier, they carry with their idea of the activity that would be expressed if the

participle werc expended into a clause.32

For example:

The man speaking is my uncle.

'speaking' as the pr€sent participle of the intransitive verb 'speak' is used as an

adjective to modify 'man'. If it was expanded into a clause it would be'the man who

is speaking is my uncle'.

Another example:

Theboy stu$ting is he teacher's son.

The boy , studying, did not notice that bell had rung.

The adjective 'studying' in two sentences above are the same, stands after the noun.

But in the second sentence, present participle adjective is set ofby comma or commas

according to its position in the sentence because it was not essential to the

identification of noun it modifiers. While in the first sentence, present participle

adjective is not punctuated because it is necessary to identifo the noun it modifies.

r2 Robecca E. Pilgrim Hayden 8t Al, Mat e ring Anerican English. A Handbook ofEssential.
1978. p.193.
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Basically, present participle is used as adjectives and stand after the noun or pmnoun

they modify with the set of by comma (commas) or not punctuated then it can be

called as appositional use ofadjectives.

c. After a linking verb (predicative adjective

Present participle as adjectives can be placed after linking verb. In this pattem, the

function of linking verb is to connect a subject to a complement while tells something

about the subject. An example ofthe linking verb that is stressed in this study is 'be'

(is, am, are, was, and were).

According to Hartanto et. al., said that an adjective used as predicative if the

adjective is as a part of predicate of a sentence and has a function, that is, to give

certain characteristic to noun or pronoun indirectly through its verb (linking verb).ll

For examples:

Her behavior is dirgzsrmg.

The man isfrowning.

ln these kinds needed carefulness in their identifoing because present participle as

predicative adjectives is has similarity to progressive tense and passive sentence,

especially on present tense form.

Another example:

It was quite su4pnsing that he passed the examination.

" Su4adi John Henanto et. al, Errgrr's h Granmar. Surabaya: tndah. l9t6 p.16.
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3. List of infinitives to be present participle

Infinitive where the end syllable is --e is omitted and changed into -ing.

Infinitive where the end syllable is consonant is made into double consonant then

add -ing.

lnfinitive Present participle Meaning
cook
play
speak
help
smile
carry
frighten

cooking
playing
speaking
hetping
smiling
carrying
frightening

memasak
bermain
berbicara
menolong
tersenyum
membawa
menakutkan

Infinitive Present participle Meaning
glve
joke
leave
smile
smoke
use

write
shine

glvlng
joking
leaving
smiling
smoking
using
writing
shining

memberi
bergurau
meninggalkan
tersenyum
merokok
menggunakan
menulis
bercahaya

Infinitive Present pa(iciple Meaning
admit
begin
dig
hit
permil
run
sit
tap
swim

admitting
beginning
digging
hiuing
permitting
running
sitting
tapping
swimming

mengakui
memulai
menggali
memukul
mengizinkan
berlari
duduk
menepuk
berenang
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Here are the infinitives excepted.

Infinitive Present participle Meaning

die
flee
foresee
come
lie
see
picnic

dying
fleeing
foreseeing
coming
lying
seeing
picnicking

mati
melarikan diri
meramalkan
datang
berbaring
melihat
berpiknik

E. Comparison bctween Gerund end Present Participle

l. Comparison the sentences that contain gerunds that function as noun and present

participles as adjective and they stand before a noun.

Cerund : A drrr'zg board

(a board for diving)

Knowing English

(Knowing about English)

Present participle I an intercsting story

(The story is inter€sting)

The screaming child

(The child that scrcams)

2. Gerund and present participle stand after a noun.

Gerund : Father's hobby,jogging, is not expensive.

(Name a activity for father's hobby)

Present participle : I found the stud ents reading their text book

(Students that were reading)
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3. Cerund and present participle stand after a linking verb

Gerund : My hobby is swimming.

(Name an activity for my hobby)

Present participle : His dog is bouncing.

(Condition his dog)

From description above can be concluded between gerund and present participle

are different in function although their forms and positions are similar in the

sentence. Gerund is more refer to noun meaning. While present participle in this

study is functioned as adjective that indicate characteristic or condition of noun

and has active meaning.



CHAPTER III
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CAPTER III
RESULTS OF THE STUDY

A. Description of the Dats of the Level of Students' Mastery on Gerund and
Present Perticiple of the Second Year Students of SMA Muhammadiyah I of
Palangka Raya

ln this study, the writer shows the process ofthe test in collecting data which

was held on April 4s, 7s and I ld' 2009 from the second year students of SMA

Muhammadiyah I of Palangka Raya in academic year 2008/2009. Number of

population was 103 students. It was consisted of three classes, they are XI

Science A-1, XI Science A-2, and XI Science A-3, from the amount of the

population was taken 52 students as sample of this study. The number of test item

consisted of 60 items.

The brief description of the data from the score of students' mastery level on

gerund and present participle of the second year students of SMA

Muhammadiyah I of Palangka Raya were arranged into table form, and the writer

classified the students' score into four main parts, namely the level of students'

mastery in differentiating positions of gerund used as noun, identifying gerund

used as noun, differentiating positions of present participle used as adjective and

identifing present participle used as adjective, and then the writer calculated and

completed mean with graph. Beside that the writer includes the table of general

conclusion of students' mastery level in using gerund and present participle, and

then the writer comparcd the result between gerund and pr€sent participle from

3l



32

the result of shrdents' total scores based on students' mastery level in using

gerund and present participle.

From the explanation above, they were explained in the following way:

B. The Level of Students' Mastery on Gerund of the S€cond Year Students of
SMA Muhammadiyah I of Palengka Raya

l. The Level of Students' Mrstery in Differentisting Positions of Gerund
Used as Noun

ln this section, the writer presented the general result of the score of

students' mastery level in differentiating positions of gerund used as noun

which consisted of 20 items, than the wdter will arrange into table form.

ln order to be clear, the general result ofstudents' score could be seen in

the table below:

Table 3.1
The Scores ofthe lrvel of Students' Mastery in
Dilferentirting Positions ofGerund Used as Noun

No Code of Subjects Right Answers Total Items Scores

I 2 3 4 5

I II 20 55

2 B l8 20 90

) C l8 20 90

4 D t2 20 60

5 E t2 20 60
6 F l3 20 65
7 G lt 20 55

H ll 20 55
9 I l0 20 50
t0 J ll 20 55
II K IO 20 sn
t2 L l8 20 90
l3 M t2 20 60
l4 N l6 20 80

8
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I ) 3 4 5
l5 o l4 20 70
l6 P l5 20
t7 a 9 20 45
l8 R 8 20 40
t9 S l4 20 70
20 T t5 20 75
2t U l5 20 75
22 7 20 35
)1 w t3 20 65
24 x t3 20 65

Y t2 20 60
26 Z l2 20 60
27 AI ll 20 55
28 BI l3 20 65
29 cl l6 20 80
30 DI 14 20 70
3t EI t4 20 70

FI ll 20 55
33 GI ll 20 55
34 lil ll 20 55
35 II t7 )n 60
36 JI I3 20 65
37 KI l4 20 70
38 LI t2 20 60
39 MI l3 20 65
40 NI t2 20 60
4t ol l0 20 50
42 PI t6 20 80
43 Ql 12 20 60
44 RI 14 20 70
45 SI ll 20 55
46 TI l3 20 65
47 UI l3 20 65
48 vt I 20 45
49 wt I3 20 65
50 xl t0 20 50
5l YI l0 20 50
52 ZI l3 20 65

Total 3255

75

25
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From the table above showed that there were three students got 90, three

students got 80, three students got 75, six students got 70, ten students got 65,

nine students got 60, nine students got 55, five students got 50, two students

got 45, one student got 40, and one student got 35.

Based on test item in differentiating positions of gerund used as noun

which consisted of 20 items, the result of students' scores showed that the

students' scor€ ranges from 90 as the highest score to 35 as the lowest score.

It was obtained by 3 (three) or 5.77%o students while, the lowest score

obtained by I (one) or 1.92% student.

2. The Level of Students' Mastery in Identifying Gerund Used as Noun

In this section, the writer presented the general result of the score of

students' mastery level in identi$ing gerund used as noun which consisted of

l0 items, than the writer will arrange into table form.

ln order to be clear, the general result of students, score could be seen in

the table below:

Table 3.2
The Scores of the Level of Studen6' Mastery in

Identirying Gerund Used as Noun

No Code of Subjects Right Answers Totrl Items Scores

I 1 4 5

I A 6 r0 60
2 B 7 l0 70

J C l0 l0 100

4 D 2 l0 20
5 E 5 l0 50

3
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t ") 3 4 5

6 F 6 l0 60

7 G 8 l0 80
8 H 2 l0 20
9 I J l0 30
IO J 3 l0 30
II K 2 t0 20
l2 L 7 l0 70
l3 M 8 l0 80
t4 N , l0 30
l5 o 6 l0 60
l6 P 7 l0 70
t7 a 4 l0 40
l8 R 8 l0 80
l9 S ) t0 20
20 T 7 l0 70
21 U 8 l0 80
22 J 30
23 w 2 l0 20
24 x 8 l0 80
25 Y 7 l0 70
26 Z J l0 30
27 AI 7 t0 70
28 BI 2 IO 20
29 CI 7 l0 70
30 DI 6 l0 60
3l EI 4 l0 40
32 FI 6 l0 60
33 GI 4 l0 40
34 HI 2 l0 20
35 II 6 l0 60
36 JI 5 l0 50
37 4 t0
38 LI 2 l0
39 MI 6 l0
40 NI 2 IO 20
4t ol 4 t0 40

PI I l0 l0
43 Qr 6 l0 60
44 RI 4 t0 40
45 SI 5 t0 50
46 TI 4 l0 40
47 UI 2 l0 20
48 VI 2 l0 20

I

l0

I

I

I

KI 40
20
60

42

I
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I 1 3 4 5
49 wl 7 l0 70
50 xl 7 l0 70
5l YI 5 l0 50
52 ZI 6 l0 60

Total 2530

From the table above showed that there were one student got 100, five

students got 80, nine students got 70, nine students got 60, four students got

50, seven students got 40, five students got 30, eleven students got 20, and

one student got 10.

Based on test item in identi$ing gerund used as noun which consisted of l0

items, the result of students' scores showed that the students' score ranges

from lfi) as the highest scorc to l0 as the lowest score. It was obtained by I

(one) or 1.92o/o student while, the lowest score obtained by I (one) or 1.92%o

student.

3. The Level of Students' Mastery otr Gerund of the Second Year Students
of SMA Muhemmadiyah I of Palangka Raya

ln this section, the writer presented the general result of the score of

students' mastery level on gerund of the second year of SMA Muhammadiyah

I Palangka Raya which consisted of 30 items, than the writer will arrange into

table form.

In order to be clear, the general result of students' score could be seen in

the table below:
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Table 3.3
The Scores of the Level of Students' Mastery on

Gerund of the Second Year Students of SMA
Muhemmadiyeh I of Palengka ReYa

No Code of Subjects Right AnsweN Total ltems Scores

I 2 3 4

I t7 30 56.67

1 ll 25 30 83.33

J C 28 30 93.33

4 D t4 30 46.67

5 E 56.67

6 F l9 30 63.33

7 G t9 30 63.33

8 H 13 30 43.33

9 I l3 30 43.33

J t4 46.67

ll K t2 30 40

t2 L 30 83.33

l3 M 20 66.67

l4 N l9 l0
o 20 30 66.67

l6 P 22 30 73.33

t7 a l3 30 43.33

l8 R l6 30 53.33

t9 S t6 30 53.33

20 T 22 30 73.33

2l U L) 30 76.67

22 l0 30 5.r.s J

23 w l5 30 50

24 x 2l 30 70

25 l9 30 63.33

26 Z l5 30 50

a1 AI l8 30 60

28 BI l5 30 50

29 CI 30 76.67

DI 30 66.67

3l EI l8 30 60

32 F1 t7 30 56.67

JJ GI l5 30 50

34 HI t3 30 43.33

35 II l8 30 60

30

IO 30

25
30

63.33

l5

23

30 20



38

From the table above showed that there were one student got 93.33, two

students got 83.33, two students got 76.67, two students got 73'33, one

student got 70, four students got 66.67, six students got 63.33, seven students

got 60, six students got 56.67, three students got 53.33, six students got 50,

five students gol 46.67, four students got 43.33, one student got 40, one

student got 36.67 and one student got 33.33.

Based on test item on gerund which consisted of 30 items, the result of

students' scores showed that the students' score ranges from 93.33 as the

highest score to 33.33 as the lowest score. lt was obtained by I (one) or 1.92olo

student while, the lowest score obtained by I (one) or 1.927o student.

1 2 3 4 5

36 JI l8 30 60

KI l8 30 60

38 LI l4 30 46.67

39 MI l9 30 63.33

40 NI t4 30 46.67

4l ol l4 30 46.67

42 PI t7 30 56.67

43 Ql l8 30

44 RI l8 30 60

SI l6 30 53.33

46 TI t7 30 56.67

4',t UI l5 30 50

48 VI ll 30 36.67

49 wl 20 30 66.61

50 xl t7 30 56.67

5l YI t5 30 50

52 ZI l9 30 63.33

Totsl 3013.33

60

45
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C. The Level of Students' Mastery on Present Participle of the Second Ycsr
Students of SMA Muhammadiyeh I of Palangka Raya

1. The Level of Students' Mastery in Differentlating Positions of Prcsent
Participle Used es Adjective

In this section, the writer presented the general result of the score of

students' mastery level in differentiating positions of present participle used as

adjective which consisted of 20 items, than the writer will arrange into table

form.

ln order to be clear, the general result of students' score could be seen in

the table below:

Table 3.4
The Scores ofthe Level ofStudenB' Mastery in

Differentiating Positions of Present
Participle Used as Adjective

No Code of Subjects Right Answers Total ltems Scores

I 2 3 4 5

I 9 20 45

7 B t6 20 80

C l6 80

4 D ll 55

5 E l5 20 "15

6 20 55

? G lt 20 55

8 H t2 20 60
9 I l0 20 50

l0 J l0 20 50

il K l3 20 65

t2 L t4 20 70

IJ M II 20 55

l4 N il 20 55

l5 o ll 20 55

l6 P l4 20 70

17 a l0 20 50

3 20

20

F
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From the table above showed that there were two students got 80, one

student got 75, two students got 70, six students got 65, eleven students got

60, fourte€n students got 55, eight students got 50, two students got 45, three

I 2 3 4 5

l8 R 8 20 40

l9 S ll 20 55

20 T l3 20 65

2t U ll 20 55

22 7 20 35

23 w 5 20 25

24 x 1l 20 55

25 ll 20

26 Z ll 20 55

27 AI 8 20 40

28 BI 20 65

29 CI t2 20 60

30 DI t2 z0 60

3r EI t2 20 60

32 FI 20 60

-) -, GI 9 20 45

34 HI l3 20 65

35 II t2 20 60
JI r3 20 65

37 KI t2 20 60

3E LI l2 20 60

MI l2 20 60

40 NI l0 20 50

4t ol l0 20 50

42 PI 3 20 l5
43 Ql t2 20 60

44 RI 8 20 40

45 SI ll 20 55

46 TI t0 20 50

47 UI ll 20 55

48 vt t2 20 60

49 wl l0 20 50

50 xl ll 20 55

5l YI l3 65

52 Z' l0 20 50

Total 2880

55

l3

36

3el

20
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students got 40, one student got 35, one student got 25, and one student got

15.

Based on test item in differentiating positions of present participle used as

adjective which consisted of 20 items, the result of students' scores showed

that the students' score ranges from 80 as the highest score to l5 as the lowest

score. It was obtained by 2 (two) or 3.85% students while, the lowest score

obtained by I (one) or l.92yo student.

2. The Level of Students' Mastery in Identifying Preent Participle Used as
Adjective

In this section, the writer presented the general result of the score of

students' mastery level in identifring present participle used as adjective

which consisted of l0 items, than the writer will arrange into table form.

In order to be clear, the general rcsult of students' score could be seen in

the table below:

Table 3.5
The Scores of the Level of Students' Msstery in
Identifying Present Participle Used as Adjective

No Code of Subjects Right Answers Tot l Items Scores

I 2 3 4 5
I 6 l0 60

2 B l0 l0 100

3 C l0 l0 100

4 D 7 l0 70

5 E l0 l0 100

6 F l0 l0 100
7 G l0 r0 100
8 H 3 l0 30
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I 1 3 4 5

9 I 6 l0 60

l0 J J t0 30

ll K 2 l0 20

t2 L 9 l0 90

l3 M l0 l0
l4 N 7 l0 70

l5 o l0 l0 100

l6 P 9 l0 90

l7 o 7 l0 10

l8 R 8 l0 80

l9 S , l0 30

20 T l0 l0 100

2t U t0 l0 100

22 7 IO 70

23 w 4 t0 40
24 x 9 l0 90
25 l0 t0 100

26 7 l0 70

z7 AI 7 l0 70

28 BI 2 l0
29 cl 9 t0 90

DI 8 l0 80

3l EI 2 l0 20
32 FI 8 l0 80
JJ GI 6 l0 60

J+ HI 2 t0 20
35 il 9 l0 90

36 JI l0 l0 100

37 KI 8 l0 80

38 LI , l0 20
39 MI l0 100

40 NI 5 l0 50

4t ol 6 l0 60
42 PI l0 30
43 Qr 9 l0 90

44 RI 6 t0 60

45 SI 8 l0 80

46 TI 4 40

47 UI 1 l0 70

48 VI 4 l0 40
49 WI 7 l0 70

50 xl l0 l0 r00
5l YI 7 l0 70

100

Z
I

20

30 I

l0

3

l0
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I 2 3 4 5
52 ZI 6 t0 60

Total 3620

From the table above showed that there wer€ thirteen students got 100,

six students got 90, five students got 80, nine students got 70, six students got

60, one student got 50, three students got 40, four students got 30, and five

students got 20.

Based on test item in identifuing present participle used as adjective which

consisted of l0 items, the result of students' scores showed that the students'

score ranges from 100 as the highest score to 20 as the lowest score. It was

obtained by 13 (thirteen) or 250% students while, the lowest score obtained by

5 (five) or 9 .620/o students.

3. The Level of Students' Mastery on Present Participle of the Second Year
Students of SMA Muhammadiyah I of Palangka Raya

In this section, the writer presented the general result of the score of

students' mastery level on present participle of the second year students of

SMA Muhammadiyah I of Palangka Raya which consisted of 30 items, than

the writer will arrange into table form.

In order to be clear, the general result of students' score could be seen in

the table below:
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Table 3.6
The Scores ofthe l,evel of Students' Mrstery on Present Participle
of the Second Year of SMA Muhemmadiyah I of Palangka Rayr

No Code of Subjects Right Answers Total Items Scores

I 2 3 4 5

I l5 30 50

2 B 26 30 86.67

3 C 26 30 86.67

4 D t8 30 60

5 E 25 30 83,33

6 F 2l 30 70

7 G 2l 30 70

8 H l5 30 50

9 I l6 30 s3.33

l0 J l3 30 43.33

il K 30 50

12 L L) 76.67

l3 M 2t 30 70

t4 N l8 30 60

l5 o zl 30 70

t6 P 30 76.67

t7 a t'7 30 56.67

R l6 30 53.33

l9 S t4 30 46.67

20 T 23 30 76.67

2t U zt 30 70

22 l4 30 46.67

23 w 9 30 30

?4 x 20 30 66.67

25 Y 2t 30 70

26 Z l8 30 60

AI l5 30 s0.00
28 BI l5 30 50

29 CI 2l 30 70

30 DI 30 66.67

3l EI l4 30 46.67

FI 20 30 66.67

33 GI t5 50

34 HI l5 30 50

35 II 2l 30 70

36 JI 23 30 76.67

I

l5
30

23

l8

20

5L
30



45

From the table above showed that there were two students got 86.67, one

student got 83.3, four students Eot 76.67, one student got 73.33, ten students

got 70, five students got 66.6'1, one student got 63.33, four students got 60,

two students got 56.67, five students got 53.33, eight students got 50, six

students got 46.67 , one student got 43.33, one student got 30, and one student

gor 20.

Based on test item on present participle which consisted of 30 items, the

result of students' scores showed that the students' scorre ranges from 86.67 as

the highest score to 20 as the lowest scorc. It was obtained by 2 (two) or

3.85olo students while, the lowest score obtained by I (one) or l.92oZ student.

I 1 l 4 5
37 KI 20 30 66.67

38 LI t4 30 46.67

39 MI 22 30 t.t.))
40 NI l5 30 50
4t ot l6 30 53.33
42 PI 6 30 20
43 Ql 2t 30 70
44 R] t4 30 46.67

SI l9 30 63.33
46 TI 14 30 46.67

47 UI l8 30 60
48 VI l6 30 s3.33
49 wl l7 30 56.67
50 xl zl 30 70

5l YI 20 30 66.67

52. ZI l6 30 53.33

Total 3126.67

I

45
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D. The Level of Students' M$tery in Using Gerund as Noun and Present
Participle as Adjective of the Second Year Students of SMA
Muhammadiyah I of Palangka Raya

In this section, the writer presented the general r€sult ofthe score of students'

mastery level in using gerund as noun and present participle as adjective which

consisted of 60 items, than the writer will arrange into table form.

In order to be clear, the general result of students' score could be seen in the

table below:

Table 3.7
The Scores of the l.evel of Students' Mastery in Using Gerund as

Noun end Present Participle as Adjective of the Second Year
Students of SMA Muhammadiyah I of Palangka Raya

No Code of Subjects Right Answers Total Items Scores

I 4

I A 32 60 53.33

z B 5l 60 85

3 C 54 60 90

4 D 32 60 s3.33

5 E 42 60 70

6 F 40 60 66.67

7 G 40 60 66.67

8 H 28 60 46.67

9 I 29 60 48.33

l0 J 60 45

ll K 27 60 45

t7 L 48 60 80

l3 M 4l 60 68.33

l4 N 60 6t .67

l5 o 4t 68.33

l6 P 60 75

t7 o 30 60 50

l8 R 32 60 53.33

,,
3 5

60

45
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I , 3 4 5

t9 S 30 60 50

20 T 45 60 '75

2'l U 44 60 73.33
)) 24 60 40

25 w 24 60 40

24 x 4l 60 68.33

25 Y 40 60 66.67

26 Z JJ 60 55

27 AI 60 55

28 BI 30 60 50

29 CI 44 60 73.33

30 DI 40 60 66.67

3l EI JZ 60 53.33

FI 37 60 6t .67

33 GI 30 60 50

34 HI 28 60 46.67

35 ll 39 60 65

36 JI 4t 60 68.33

37 KI 38 60 63.33

38 L1 28 60 46.67

39 MI 4t 60 68.33

40 NI 29 60 48.33

4l ol 30 60 50

42 PI 23 60 18.33

43 Qr 39 60 65

44 RI 32 53.33

45 SI 35 60 s8.33

46 TI 3l 60 5t.67
47 UI 33 60 55

48 vl 27 60 45

49 wl 37 60 6t .67

50 xl 38 60 63.33

5l YI 35 60 58.33
<, ZI 35 60 58.33

Total

32

60

3070
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From the table above showed that there were one student got 90, one student

got 85, one student got 80, two students got 75, two students got 73.33, five

students got 68.33, four students 9o166.67, two students got 65, two students got

63.33, three students got 61.67, one student got 60, three students got 58.33,

three students got 55, five students got 53.33, one student got 51.67, five students

got 50, two students got 48.33, thr€e students got 46.67, three students got 45,

two students got 40, and one student got 38.33.

Based on test item in using gerund as noun and present participle as adjective

which consisted of 60 items, the result of students' scores showed that the

students' scorre ranges from 90 as the highest score to 38.33 as the lowest score. It

was obtained by I (one) or 1.92o/o student while, the lowest score obtained by I

(one) or 1.927o student.

E. Result of the Dsta Analysis

ln this section, the writer presented the result of data analysis based on the all

students' scores that had been tabulated before. It is important to know the value

of mean score. In this calculation was used Heaton's formula.

Here, the writer showed the total scores of students' mastery level in

differentiating position of gerund used as noun could be seen on the frequency

distribution and the percentage into table as follow:
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Table 3.8
The Frequency Distribution and the Percentage ofthe Total
Scores of the Level of Students' Mastery in Differentiating

Positions of Gerund Used es Noun

Based on the table above showed that there were 6 (six) or 11.54%o students

classified in excellent level, 9 (nine) or 17.3lo/o students classified in good level,

19 (thirteen) or 36.54%o students classified in fair level, 14 (fourteen) or 26.92%o

students classified in poor level, and 4 (four) or 7.69% students classified in fail

level.

The mean score was analyzed through formula as bellow:

M
Zx

N

Explanations:

M = the means

Ix = ttr sum ofthe x scores

N = the number of subject

u =3255 =a2.ao
52

No Level Qualilication Frequency Percentage

I 85-100 Excellent 6 n.54%
) 70-84 Good 9 l7.3lYo
, 55-69 Fair t9 36.54%
4 40-54 Poor t4 26.92v.
5 0-39 Fail 4 7.69%

52 100"/"
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The result of averages score of all the second year students of SMA

Muhammadiyah I of Palangka Raya in differentiating positions of gerund used as

noun was 62.60 which laid between 60-<70 ofthe criteria of mastery level based

on the valuation of cogritive value, so the students' mastery level in

differentiating positions of gerund used as noun based on the calculating result

categorized was fair level.

ln order to be clear, the level of students' mastery in differentiating positions

ofgerund used as noun could be seen in the following figure:

20
,654

15

17.31.,t

10
I I 5,1!a

0-<50 50<60 60-<70 70<80 80-lm

Figure 3.1
Histogram of Frequency Distribution of the Level

of Students' M$tery in Dillerentiating
Positions of Gerund Used as noun

Excellent
Good
Fair
Poor
Fail

0

Notes
AI
BEI
c!!
Dtr
EE]

26.tn a

7 6q/. II I I
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Based on the figure above, there werc l1.54olo classified in excellent level,

17.31% classified in good level, 36.54% classified in fair level, 26.92% classified

in poor fevel, utd 7 .69/o classified in fail level. It was analyzed that the students

were 34 or 65.390/o students ofthe total percentage who obtained the acceptable

score, while 18 or 34.610/o students ofthe total percentage who obtained the low

score. lt implies that the majority of students' were able in differentiating

positions of gerund used as noun based on the expected goal.

Here, the writer showed the total scores of students' mastery level in

identifring gerund used as noun could be seen on the frequency distribution and

the percentage into table as follow:

Te ble 3.9
The Frequency Dfutribution rnd the Percetrtage ofthe Totsl

Scores ofthe Level of Students' Mastery in Identirying
Gerund Used as Noun

Based on the table above showed that there were 6 (six) or |1.54o/o students

classified in excellent level,9 (nine) or 17.31% students classified in good level, g

(nine) or 17.31% students classified in fair level,4 (four) or 7.69/o students

classified in poor level, and 24 (twenty-four) or 46.150/o students classified in fail

Ievel.

No Level Qualification Frequency Percentage

I 85-100 Excellent 6 |.54%
2 70-84 Good 9 t7 .3tyo
3 55-69 Fair 9 17.3lyo
4 40-54 Poor 4 7.69%
5. 0-39 Fail 24 46.15%

52 IOOYI

I I
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The mean score was analyzed through formula as bellow:

M Ix
N

Explanations:

M = the means

EX = ttt" sum ofthe x scores

N = the number ofsubject

rta=2530=+g.os
52

The result of averages score of all the second ye students of SMA

Muhammadiyah I of Palangka Raya in identifiing gerund used as noun was

48.65 which laid between 0-<50 of the criteria of mastery level based on the

valuation of cognitive value, so the students' mastery level in identifying gerund

used as noun based on the calculating result categorized was Fail level.

In order to be clear, the level of students' mastery in identifiing gerund used

as noun could be seen in the following figure:



53

& l9/n

t7 3t /. t7.7tv.

7 $.A I l.5a%

0-<50 50-60 60-<70 70-<80 80-100

Figure 3.2
Hhtogram of Frequency Distribution of the
Level ofStudents' Mastery in Identifying

Gerund Used as Noun

Excellent
Good
Fair
Poor
Fail

Based on the figure above, there were I I.54%o classified in excellent level,

17.31% classified in good level, 17.31%o classified in fair level, 7.69% classified

in poor level, and 46.15o/o classified in fail level. It was analyzed that the students

were 24 or 46.160/o students of the total percentage who obtained the acceptable

score, while 28 or 53.84%o students of the total percentage who obtained the low

score. It implies that the majority of students' wer€ still unable in identi$ing

gerund used as noun based on the expected goal.
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Bfl
cr fl
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Here, the writer showed the total scores of students' mastery level on gerund

of the second year students of SMA Muhammadiyah I of Palangka Raya could be

seen on the frequency distribution and the perrcentage into table as follow:

Table 3,10
The Frequency Distribution and the Percentsge ofthe Total

Scor€s of the Level of Students' Mastery on Gerund ofthe Second
Year Students of SMA Muhammadiyrh I of Palangka Raye

Based on the table above showed thal there were 3 (three) or 5.77%o students

classified in excellent level, 5 (five) ot 9.62%o students classified in good level, l7

(seventeen) or 32.690/o students classified in fair level, 15 (fifteen) or 28.85%

students classified in poor level, and 12 (twelve) or 23.08%o students classified in

fail level.

The mean score was analyzed through formula as bellow:

M Ix
N

Explanations:

M : the means

IX : ttre sum ofthe x scores

Level Qualiricrtion Frequency Percentage

I 85- 100 Excellent , 5.77Yo
,)

70-84 Good 5 9.62%
3 5 5-69 Fair t7 32.69%
4 40-54 Poor l5 28.85%
5 0-39 Fail t2 23.08%

t, 1000/0

N = the numb€r ofsubject

No
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14=3013'33=sz.os
52

The rcsult of averages score of all the second year students of SMA

Muhammadiyah I of Palangka Raya on gerund was 57.95 which laid between 50-

>60 ofthe criteria of mastery level based on the valuation of cognitive value, so

the level of students' mastery on gerund based on the calculating result

categorized was poor level.

ln order to be clear, the level of students' mastery on gerund of the second

year students of SMA Muhammadiyah I of Palangka Raya could be seen in the

following figure:

28.85% J2.694.

12

9.629t

5 71./.

0.-<50 50.<60 6tt-<70 7t)-€(, 8G100

Figure 3.3
Histogrrm of Frequency Distribution of the Level of Students'

Mastery on Gerund ofthe second year Students of SMA
Muhammediyah I of Palangka Raya

Excellent
Good
Fair
Poor
Fail

1

1

1

8
6

I
2

Notes
AI
BE!
C@
DE]
EE

21.(8L
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Based on the figure above, there werc 5.77%o classified in excellent level,

9.62% classified in good level, 32.690lo classified in fair level, 28.85% classified

in poor level, and 23.08o/o classified in fail level. lt was analyzed that the students

were 25 or 48.08% students of the total percentage who obtained the acceptable

score, while 27 or 51.93%o students ofthe total percentage who obtained the low

score. It implies that the majority of students' were still unable on gerund based

on the expected goal.

Here, the writer showed the total scores of students' mastery level in

differentiating position of present participle used as adjective could be seen on the

frequency distribution and the percentage into table as follow:

Table 3.1I
The Frequency Distribution snd the Percentage of the Totrl

Scores ofthe Level ofStudents' Mastery in Dilferentiating
Positions of Present Prrticiple Used as Adjective

Based on the table above showed that there were 2 (two) or 3.85% students

classified in excellent level, 3 (three) or 5.77o/o students classified in good level,

17 (seventeen) ot 32.69/o students classified in fair level,22 (twenty-two) or

42.31% students classified in poor level, and 8 (eight) ot 5.77o/o students

classified in fail level.

No Level Qualification Frequency Percentage

I 80 - 100 Excellent 2 3.85%
2 70-<80 Cood J 5.77Yo
J 60-<70 t7 32.69%
4 50-<60 Poor 22 42.31%
5 0-<50 Faii 8 15.38%

<, l00yo

Fair
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The mean score was analyzed through formula as bellow:

M Ix
N

Explanations:

M = the means

IX = the sum ofthe x scores

N : the number ofsubject

u=2880=ss.lt
52

The result of averages score of all the second year students of SMA

Muhammadiyah I of Palangka Raya in differentiating positions of present

participle used as adjective was 55.38 which laid between 50-<60 ofthe criteria of

mastery level based on the valuation of cognitive value, so the students' mastery

level in differentiating positions of present participle used as adjective based on

the calculating result categorized was poor level.

In order to be clear, the level of students' mastery in differentiating positions

ofpresent participte used as adjective could be seen in the following figure:
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Figure 3.4
Histogram of Frequency Distribution of the Level of

Students' Mastery in Dilferentiating Positions of
Present Participle Used as Adiective

Excellent
Good
Fair
Poor
Fail

Based on the figure above, there were 3.8570 classified in excellent level,

5.77% classified in good level, 32.69lo classified in fair level,42.3l%o classified

in poor level, and 5.77o/o classified in fait level. It was analyzed that the students

were 22 or 42.31% students of the total percentage who obtained the acceptable

score, while 30 or 57.690/o students of the total perc€ntage who obtained the low

score. It implies that the majority of students' were still unable in differentiating

positions ofpresent participle used &s adjective based on the expected goa['

Notes
AI
BE
CB
DE]
Efl

t5 3g/" IIII
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Here, the writer showed the total scores of students' mastery level in

identifoing present participle used as adjective could be seen on the frequency

distribution and the percentage into table as follow:

Table 3.12
The Frequency Distribution lnd the Percentage of the Total

Scores ofthe Level ofStudents' Mestery in Identifying
Present Participle Used as Adjective

Based on the table above showed that ther€ were 24 (twenty'four) or 46.15%

students classified in excellent level,9 (nine) or l7.3lo/o students classified in

good level,6 (six) or 11.54% students classified in fair level, I (one) or 1.92%

student classified in poor level, and 12 (twelve) or 23.08o/o students classified in

fail level.

M

The mean score was analyzed through formula as bellow:

Ix
N

Explanations:

M = the means

I x : tt',. sum of the x scores

No Level Qualification Frequency Percentrge

I 80 - 100 Excellent 24 46.15o/o

70-<80 Good I 17.31%

50-<70 Fair 6 I I .54o/o

4 50-<60 Poor I 1.92%

0-<50 Fail t2 23.O8vo

52 IOOVo

N : the number ofsubject

2.
3.

5.
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Figure 3,5
Histogram of Frequency Distribution of l,evel
of Studentsr Mrstery in Identirying Present

Participle Used as Adjective
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The result of averages scorc of all the second year students of SMA

Muhammadiyah I of Palangka Raya in identif,ing present participle used as

adjective was 69.62 which laid between 60-<70 of the criteria of mastery level

based on the valuation of cognitive value, so the students' mastery level in

identifying present participle used as adjective based on the calculating result

categorized was fair level.

In order to be clear, the level of students' mastery in identifying gerund used

as noun could be seen in the following figure:

0-<5{t 50-<60 60,<70 70-40 80-100
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Based on the figure above, there were 46.15% classified in excellent level,

17.31% classified in good level, I1.54% classified in fair level, 1.92% classified

in poor level, and 23.08Vo classified in fail level. It was analyzed that the students

were 39 or 757o students of the total percentage who obtained the acceptable

score, while 13 or 25Vo students of the total percentage who obtained the low

score. It implies that the majority of students' were able in identifuing present

participle used as adjective based on the expected goal.

Here, the writer showed the total scores of students' mastery level on Present

Participle of the second year students of SMA Muhammadiyah I of Palangka

Raya could be seen on the frequency distribution and the percentage into table as

follow:

Table 3.13
The Frequency Distribution and the Percentage ofthe Totsl

Scores of the L,evel of Students' Mastery on Present
Perticiple of the Second Yeer Students of SMA

Muhammadiyah I of Palangke Rrya

Based on the table above showed that there were 3 (three) or 5.77o/o students

classified in excellent level, 15 (fifteen) or 28.85o/o students classified in good

level, l0 (ten\ or l9.23Yo students classified in fair level, 15 (fifteen) or 28.85o/o

No Level Qualilication Frequency Percentage

80 - r00 Excellent -) 5.77%
2 70-<80 Good t5 28.85Yo

J 60-<70 Fair l0 19.23Yo

4 50-<60 Poor l5 28.85vo
5 0-<50 Fail 9 l7 .3l%o

52 IOOYI

l.
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students classified in poor level, and 9 (nine) or 17.3lo/o students classified in fail

level.

The mean score was analyzed through formula as bellow:

M Ix
N

Explanations:

M = the means

Ix : tt e sum of the x scores

N : the number of subject

u --3126'67 = ao.n
52

The result of averages score of all the second year students of SMA

Muhammadiyah I of Palangka Raya on present participle was 60.13 which laid

between 60-<70 of the criteria of mastery level based on the valuation of

cognitive value, so the level ofthe students' mastery on pr€sent pa(iciple of the

second year of SMA Muhammadiyah I Palangka Raya based on the calculating

result categorized was fair level.

In order to be clear, the level of students' mastery on pr€sent participle ofthe

second year students ofSMA Muhammadiyah I of Palangka Raya could be seen

in the following figure:
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Figure 3.6
Histogrsm of Frequency Distribution of the Level of Students'

Mastery on Present Participle ofthe Second Year Students
of SMA Muhammadiyah I of Palengka Raya

Excellent
Good
Fair
Poor
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Based on the figure above, there were 5.77yo classified in excellent level'

28.85% classified in good level, 19.23% classified in fair level, 28.85% classified

in poor level, and l7.3lVo classified in fail level. lt was analyzed that the students

were 28 or 53.85% students ofthe total percentage who obtained the acceptable

score, while 24 or 46.l6Yo students of the total percentage who ob'tained the low

score. It implies that the majority of students' were able on present participle

based on the expected goal.

Notes:
AI
BIE
CE
Dtr
Etr

19.231o'17 31%

JIIII
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Herc, the writer showed the total scores of students' mastery level in using

gerund as noun and present participle as adjective could be seen on the frequency

distribution and the p€rcentage into table as follow:

Table 3.14
The Frequency Distribution snd the Percetrtrge ofthe Totsl
Scores of the Level of Studenls' Mtstery itr Using Gerund as

Noun and Pr€sent Prrticiple as Adjective

Based on the table above showed that there were 3 (three) or 5.77%o students

classified in excellent level, 5 (five) ot 9.62%o students classified in good level, 16

(sixteen) or 30.77o/o students classified in fair level, 17 (seventeen) or 32-69/o

students classified in poor level, and I I (eleven) ot 2l.l5Yo students classified in

fait level.

M

The mean score was analyzed through formula as bellow:

Ix
N

Explanations:

M : the means

!,I : the sum of the x scores

No Level Qualilication Frequenry Percentage

I 80 - 100 Excellent J

2. 70-<80 Good 5 9.620/o

60-<70 Fair l6 30.77%

4 50-<60 Poor t7 32.690/o

5 0-<50 Fail ll 2l.l1Yo
52 l00%o

N = the number ofsubject

5.77o/o

3.
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The results of averages score of all the second year students of SMA

Muhammadiyah I of Palangka Raya in using Gerund as Noun and Present

Participle as adjective were 59.04 which laid between 50-<60 of the criteria of

mastery level based on the valuation of cognitive value, so the students' mastery

level in using Gerund as Noun and Present Participle as adjective were

categorized was poor level.

In order to be clear, the level of students' mastery in using gerund used as

noun and present participle used as adjective could be seen in the following

figure:

IE
16

11

12

t0
I
6

1
2

0

,2.69n/. 9.77./"

I62./0

5 n./.

0.<50 50-<00 60-<70 70-<8{1 8G100

Figure 3.7
Histogram of Frequency Distribution of the Level of

Studen6' Mastery in Using Gerund as Noun and
Present ParticiPle as Adjective

Notes
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CE
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Based on the figure above, there werc 5.77o/o classified in excellent level,

9.62% classified in good level, 30.77% classified in fair level,32.69%o classified

in poor level, and 2l.l5o/o classified in fail level. It was analyzed that the students

were 24 or 46.16% students of the total percentage who obtained the acceptable

score, while 28 ot 53.84o/o students of the total percentage who obtained the low

score. It implies that the majority of students' were still unable in using gerund as

noun and pr€sent participle as adjective based on the expected goal.

Here, the writer showed the general conclusion of students' mastery level in

using gerund as noun and present participle as adjective could be seen on the

qualification and the percentage into table as follow:

Gencrat concrusio" rr,nJllltrtrtitraeru Mrstery in Using
Gerund as Noun end Present Perticiple es Adjective

No Indicator
Level of

Students'
Mastery

Percentage
Qualification
of Students'

Mestery Lwel
I

)

Gerund:
a. Differentiating

Positions of Gerund
Used as Noun.

b. Identifting Gerund
Used as Noun.

Present Participle:
a. Differentiating

Positions of hesent
Participle Used as
Adjective.

b. ldentifoing hesent
Participle Used as
Adjective.

62.60

48.65

55.38

69.62

26.50%

20.59%

23.44%

29.47o/o

Fair

Fail

Poor

Fair

Total 236.25 l00Yo
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Based on the table above showed that The result ofthe students' average scone

in Differentiating Positions of Gerund Used as Noun was 62.60 which laid

between 60-<70 of the criteria of mastery level based on the valuation of

cognitive value. There were 2650yo students based on the calculating result

classified was fair level. The result of students' avemge score in ldentifring

Gerund Used as Noun was 48.65 which laid between 0-<50 of the criteria of

mastery level based on the valuation of cogritive value. There were 20.59/o

students based on the calculating result classified was Fail level. The result of

students' average scone in differentiating Positions of Present Participle Used as

Adjective was 55.38 which laid between 50-<60 of the criteria of mastery level

based on the valuation of cognitive value. There werc 23.44o/o students based on

the calculating result classified was poor level. And the result of students, average

score in Identifying Present Participle Used as Adjective was 69.62 which laid

between 60-<70 of the criteria of mastery level based on the valuation of

cognitive value. There were 29.47o/o students based on the calculating result

classified was fair level.

Herc, the writer showed the general conclusion of students' mastery level on

gerund and present participle could be seen on the qualification and the

percentage into table as follow:
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Table 3.16
General Conclusion of the Level ofSt[dents' Mastery on Gerund

and Prerent Participle ofthe Second Year Students of SMA
Muhammadiyah I of Palangka Raya

No Indicator
Level of

Students'
Mastery

Percentage
Qualification
ofStudents'

Mastery Level

1

Gerund

Present Participle

57.95

60.13

49.08%

50.92o/o

Poor

Fair
Total I18.08 r00%

Based on the table above showed that the result ofthe students' average score

on Gerund was 57.95 which laid between 50-<60 of the criteria of mastery level

based on the valuation of cognitive value. There were 49.08% students based on

the calculating result classified was poor level. And the result of students' average

score on Present Participle was 60.13 which laid between 60-<70 of the criteria of

mastery level based on the valuation of cognitive value. There were 23.44o/o

students based on the calculating result classified was fair level.

Based on the explanation above The result of the students' averages score of

all the second year studenr of SMA Muhammadiyah I of Palangka Raya on

Gerund and Present Participle were 59.04 which laid between 50-<60 of the

criteria of mastery level based on the valuation of cognitive value. So the level of

students' mastery on Gerund and Present Participle were categorized was poor

level.

I
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F. The Comparison Rcsult between the Level of Studentsr Mastery on Gerund
and Preetrt Participle of the Second Year Studenb of SMA Muhammadiyah
I of Palangka Raya

In the following discussion, the writer will describe the comparison result

between students' mastery level in using gerund and present participle of the

second year students ofSMA Muhammadiyah I of Palangka Raya. In order to be

clear, it could be seen in the table below:

Table 3.17
The Distribution of Comparison Result betwecn

the Level of Studentsr Mastery in Using
Gerund rnd PrBent Prrticiple

Based on the table above, it can be seen that the students' average scorc in

differentiating positions of gerund used as noun was 62.60. While the students'

average scone in differentiating positions of pres€nt participle used as adjective

was 55.38. It means that the students'average score in differentiating positions of

gerund used as noun wari higher than present patticiple used as adjective. The

difference of comparison result was 7.22.

ln identifiing gerund used as noun, the students' average scor€ was 48.65.

While the students' average score in identifing present participle used as

No Indicator
Average Score

ofGerund
Used as Noun

Average Scorc of
Present Perticiple
used es Adicctive

The Difierence
ofcomparison

result
I Differantiating

Positions of
Gerund and
Present Participle

62.60 55.38 7.22

2 Identifoing Gerund
and Present
Participle

48.65
69.62 20.97
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adjective was 69.62. lt means that the students' average score in identiling

present participle used as adjective was higher than the students' average score in

identifting gerund used as noun. The difference of comparison result was 20.97.

Table 3.18
The Conclusion of Comperison Result bctween

the kvel of Studentsr Msstery in Using
Gerund and Present Participle

Based on the table above, it can be seen that the students' average score in

differentiating positions and identifring gerund used as noun was 57.95. While

the students'avemge score in differentiating positions and identifiing present

participle used as adjective was 60.13. It means that the students' average score in

differentiating positions and identiffing present participle us€d as adjective was

higher than the students' average score in differcntiating positions and identiling

gerund used as noun. The difference ofcomparison result was 2.18.

Relating to the result oftest, it was found that the level ofstudents' mastery on

present participle was higher than gerund. It means that the number of students

who were fail in mastering gerund is higher than the number of students who

wer€ fail in mastering present participle. Based on the result of analysis, most of

No Indicator Average
Score

The Difierence of
comparison rBult

I Differentiating Positions and
identiffing Gerund used as Noun 57.95

2.182 Differentiating Positions and
identifting prcsent participle used
as adjective

60.1 3
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the students werc still unable in identifying gerund as noun. It can be seen from

the result of students' answer sheet.
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CAPTER IV

CLOSURE

A. Conclusion

Based on the result ofthe data analysis and test, for the second year students of

SMA Muhammadiyah I of Palangka Raya in academic year 2008/2009, It was

consisted of three classes, they are XI Science A-1, XI Science A-2, and Xl Science

A-3 which numbered 52 students still obtained low score or poor mastery level. lt

was proved by the result ofthe study as follow:

l. The level of students' mastery on genrnd of the second year students of SMA

Muhammadiyah I of Palangka Raya was 57.95 which laid between 50-<60. There

were 49.08% students based on the calculating result classified was poor level. It

implies that the majority of the second year students of SMA Muhammadiyah I

ofPalangka Raya still unable on gerund according to the expected goal.

2. The level of students' mastery on present participle ofthe second year students of

SMA Muhammadiyah I of Palangka Raya was 60.13 which laid baween 60-<?0.

There were 50.92% students based on the calculating result classified was fair

level. It implies that the majority of the second year students of SMA

Muhammadiyah I of Palangka Raya able on present participle according to the

expected goal.
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3. The comparison result baween the level of students' mastery on gerund and

present participle of the second year students of SMA Muhammadiyah I of

Palangka Raya.

The result showed that the students' average score on gerund was 57.95 which

laid between 50-<60. There were 49.08% students based on the calculating rcsult

classified was poor level and present participle was 60.13 which laid between 60-

<70 There were 50.92o/o students based on the calculating result classified was

fair level. It means that the students' average score on present participle was

higher than gerund. The difference ofcomparison result was 2.18.

B. Suggestions

It is recommended that:

l. The students should improve their mastery on grammar, especially on gerund and

present participle so that their achievement will be better.

2. The teacher should give more attention in teaching grammar especially on gerund

and present participle so that the students' result can be improved.

3. The institution should give attention to English subject in using grammar

especially on gerund and prcsent participle in order that the result ofthe students'

attainment in leaming increased and suitable with expected goal.
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Appendix II

The Distribution of Instrument Try Out Result

Items Mp Mt sDt Eta
Mp-M fp,*,= su !q Interpretation

I 1 4 5 6 7

I 49.6 43.8 16.7 1.5 0.52 Valid

2 s2.86 43.8 t6.7 l.l 0"60 Valid

J 47 .7 43.8 16.7 1.5 0.35 Invalid

4 51.6 43.8 16.7 1.28 0.60 Valid

5 53.14 43.8 t6.7 l.l o.62 Valid

6 47.6 t6.7 1.5 0.34 Invalid

7 50 43.8 16.7 1.5 0.56 Valid

8 43.8 't6.7 0.78 0.50 Valid

9 50.9 43.8 16.7 l.l 0.47 Valid

l0 54.8 43.8 16.7 0.78 0.51 Valid

ll 54 43.8 16.7 0.92 0.56 Valid

t2 49.9 43.8 16.7 l.l 0.40 Valid

r3 53.r 3 43.8 16.7 L28 0.72 Valid

t4 50.25 43.8 16.1 1.28 0.49 Valid

l5 54 43.8 t6.7 0.92 0.56 Valid

t6 52.14 43.8 16.1 t.l 0.55 Valid

t7 4t.73 16.7 -0.30 lnvalid

51.5 43.8 16.7 r.28 0,59 Valid

l9 57.25 43.8 16.7 0.54 Valid

20 47.7 43.8 16.7 0.92 0.21 Invalid

2t 49.3 43.8 16.7 0.49 Valid

22 59.2 16.7 0.78 0.72 Valid

23 42.9 16.7 1.5 -0.08 Invalid

24 52.63 43.8 t6.7 r.28 0.68 Valid

52.57 43.8 16.7 l.l 0.58 Valid

26 56.7 43.8 16.7 0.92 o.7t Valid

)'7 43.8 16.7 l.l 0.63 Valid

28 47.25 t6.7 1.28 0.26 Invalid

29 52.57 43.8 16.7 l.l 0.58 Valid

30 44.48 43.8 t6.7 1.5 0.06 lnvalid

3

43.E

54.6

43.8 2.4

l8
0.67

1.5

43.8

43.8

25

53.43

43.8



I , 3 4 5 6 7

3l 55.17 43.8 t6.7 0.92 0.63 Valid

32 5t.7t 43.8 t6.7 l.l 0.52 Valid

52.57 43.8 I I 0.58 Valid

34 47.86 43.8 16.7 l.l 0.27 Invalid

35 56.17 43.8 16.7 0.92 0.68 Valid

36 52.57 43.8 16.7 l.l 0.58 Valid

JI 39.7 43.8 1.83 {.45 Invalid

38 50.86 43.8 t6.7 t.t 0.47 Valid

39 52 43.8 I I 0.54 Valid

40 50.l 43.8 16.7 1.5 0.57 Valid

4t 54 43.8 t6.7 0.78 0.48 Valid

42 49.88 43.8 t6.7 1.28 0.47 Valid

43 51.63 43.8 t6.7 1.28 0.60 Valid

44 50.43 43.8 't6.7 l.l 0.M Valid

45 5l.7t 16.7 I I 0.52 Valid

46 55.17 16.7 0.92 0.63 Valid

47 50.63 43.8 16.7 1.28 o.52 Valid

48 53.14 t6.7 l.l 0.62 Valid

49 54 43.8 16.7 0.92 0.56 Valid

50 51.29 43.8 t6.7 l.l 0.49 Valid

5l 52 43.8 16.7 1.28 0.63 Valid

52 16.7 0.78 0.32 Invalid

53 49.63 43.8 t6.7 0.45 Valid

54 s0.57 43.8 16.'t Ll 0.45 Valid

55 s3.3 43.8 | 6.7 0.92 0.52 Valid

49.14 43.8 l.t 0.35 Invalid

57 48.67 43.8 16.7 I 5 0.M Valid

58 54.33 43.8 16.7 0.92 0.58 Valid

59 50.13 43.8 1.28 0.49 Valid

60 49.13 43.8 16.7 l,28 0.41 Valid

6l 54 43.8 t6.7 l.l 0.67 Valid

62 55.5 43.8 t6;t 0.67 0.47 Valid

63 45 43.8 16.7 1.5 0.1 r Invalid

64 48.86 43.8 16.7 t.t 0.33 Invalid

65 54.5 43.8 t6.7 0.67 0.43 Valid

66 51.7t 43.8 t6.7 l.t 0.52 Valid

67 52.86 43.8 t6;t l.l Valid

JJ 16.7

16.7

t6.7

43.8

43.8

43.8

50.6 43.8

1.28

56 16.7

t6.7

0.60



I 2 3 I 5 6 7

68 49.33 43.8 t6.7 0.92 0.30 Invalid

69 52 43.8 16.7 l.t 0.54 Valid

70 51.63 43.8 16.7 1.28 0.60 Valid

7l 41.4 43.8 0.78 -0.1 I Invalid

72 43.8 16.7 I I -0.05 lnvalid

t5 36.t7 43.8 16.7 0.92 lnvalid

74 36 43.8 16.7 0.92 -0.43 Invalid

75 47 43.8 16.7 0.92 0. l8 Invalid

76 29.33 43.8 16.7 0.55 -0.48 Invalid

49 43.8 16.7 1.5 0.47 Valid

78 51.88 43.8 16.7 L28 0.62 Valid

79 50 43.8 16.7 1.5 0.56 Valid

80 48.5 43.8 16.7 r .83 0.52 Valid

t6.7

43

-0.42



Appendix III

The Distribution of Index Difficulty

No R N FV =!
N

I ) 3 4 5

I 9 l3 0.69 Fair

2 7 l3 0.54 Fair
J 9 r3 0.69 Fair

4 8 l3 Fair

5 7 IJ 0.54 Fair

6 9 t3 0.69 Fair

7 9 l3 0.69 Fair

8 l3 0.38 Fair
9 7 l3 0.54 Fair

r0 5 l3 0.38 Fair

ll 6 t3 0.46 Fair

7 l3 0.54 Fair
l3 8 t3 0.62

t4 l3 0.62
l5 6 l3 0.46 Fair
l6 7 l3 0.54 Fair

ll l3 0.85 Easy

8 t3 0.62 Fair

l9 4 l3 0.31 Fair
20 6 l3 0.46 Fair

2l 9 l3 0.69 Fair
22 5 l3 0.38 Fair

9 0.69 Fair

24 8 l3 0.62 Fair

7 0.54 Fair

26 6 0.46 Fair
11 7 l3 0.54 Fair
28 8 l3 0.62 Fair

29 7 l3 0.54 Fair

30 9 I3 0.69 Fair

3l 6 l3 0.46 Fair
32 7 I3 0.54 Fair

JJ 7 l3 0.54 Fair

34 7 l3 0.54 Fair

35 6 r3 0.46 Fair

Criteria

0.62

5

Fair
8 Fair

t7
l8

23 l3

25 l3
l3



I 2 3 4 5

36 '1 l3 Fair
t0 t3 0.77 Fair

38 7 l3 0.54 Fair
39 7 l3 0.54 Fair
40 9 l3 0.69 Fair
4t 5 l3 0.38 Fair
42 8 l3 0.62 Fair
43 8 l3 0.62 Fair
44 7 IJ 0.54 Fair
45 7 l3 0.54 Fair
46 6 l3 0.46 Fair
47 8 l3 0.62 Fair
48 7 0.54 Fair
49 6 0.46 Fair
50 7 l3 0.54 Fair
5l 8 I3 0.62
52 5 r3 0.38 Fair
53 8 t3 0.62 Fair
54 7 l3 0.54 Fair
55 6 l3 0.46 Fair
56 7 l3 0.54 Fair
57 9 l3 0.69 Fair

6 t3 0.46 Fair
59 8 l3 0.62 Fair
60 8 t3 0.62 Fair
6l 7 l3 0.54 Fair
62 4 13 0.31 Fair
63 9 13 0.69 Fair
64 7 13 0.54 Fair
65 4 l3 0.31 Fair
66 7 l3 0.54 Fair
6'1 '1 l3 0.54 Fair
68 6 I3 0.46 Fair
69 7 l3 0.54 Fair
70 8 l3 0.62
7t 5 r3 0.38 Fair
72 7 13 0.54 Fair

6 t3 o.46 Fair
74 6 0.46 Fair
75 6 0.46 Fair

J l3 0.23 Difiicult
77 I l3 0.69 Fair
18 8 l3 0.62 Fair

0.54
17

l3
l3

Fair

58

Fair

l3
l3

76



I 2 3 4 5

79 9 l3 0.69 F'air

80 t0 r3 0.77 Easy



Appendix IV

Instrument of Test

Nama :

NIS :

Kelas :

Hari/Tgl :

Mata Pelajaran : B. Inggris

A. Choose the right answer for each item!

2. ...... are my sister's hobbies.
a. Listening music and reading novel
b. Listening radio and read novel

3. ...... in the moming is good for health.

I . .. . . .. tennis is fun.
a. Played
b. To be played

a. Joking
b. Smoking

4. Bobby finishes .. . . .. at midnight.
a. watch TV
b. studying

5. Jerry's father stops
a. smoking
b. to smoke

6. Marina enjoys ... .. . in the mountain.
a. go to camp c.

b. to dancing d.

7. My boss permitted me
a. for making
b. for doing

... ... a free day

c. Jogging and dance
d. Traveling and sing a song

c. Playing
d. To playing

c. Running
d. Sleeping

c. sleeping
d. study

c. smiling
d. to smile

camping
going to

c. for leaving
d. for getting



8. He is excited about ...... TV
a. is watching
b. to watch

9, You are capable ...... better work.
a. for doing
b. to doing

I 0. My favorite sport is . . . . ..
a. playing football
b. swimming

I l. Mr. Abdul's profession is
a. speaking
b. teaching

12. One ofher hobbies
a. are collecting
b. is collection

c. watched
d. warching

c. to done
d. doing

c. playing volleyball
d. to swim

English.
c. going to
d. reading

foreign stamp.
c. is collecting
d. collecting

take up more than 80o/o of my day.
c. progtamming
d. joking

'l 3. My main duty, ......,
a. playing
b. watching TV

17. We usually go
a. to dance
b. fishing

14. His hobby, ......,
a. shopping
b. smiling

16. My mother goes ...... to Palma.
a. to shop
b. shopping

has helped to keep him healthy.
c. swimming
d. smoking

c. shop
d. to shopping

on Saturday aftemoon.
c. buying
d. to fishing

18. My mother and sister usually go ...... once a month.
a. to camping c. to dancing
b. hiking d. shopPing

15. My hobby, ......, is not expensive.
a. bowling c. Playing tennis
b. playing golf d. jogging



19. No
a,

b.

......!
to sailing
go hunting

carrying
crying

22. lt is a... .. . lamp.
a. buming
b. lighting

23. The ...... machine is out oforder.
a. sew
b. washing

24. This is ... ... work.
a. enjoying
b. an tiring

26. A ...... is cost as Rp.500.000.
a. singing bird
b. bird is singing

The ... ... girl is my daughter.
a. smiling
b. smile

28. My heart .. . ... too fast.
a. breaking
b. singing

29. The baby .. . . . . on the bed now.
a. is sleeping
b. sleeping

c. for skating
d. spitting

caring
coming

beauty
tuming

c. cut
d. buming

c. a tiring
d. a very busy

c. is smiling
d. smiled

c. beating
d. running

c. is slept
d. slept

20. No ...... on these premises will be permitted.
a. to dancing c. gojogging
b. trespassing d. for canoeing

2l . The ... ... babv needs attention.
a.

b.
c.
d.

c.
d.

27

c. bird singing
d. singing is bird

25. The man ... . .. a book is my lecturer.
a. writing c. is writing
b. meeting d. is meeting



30. He's always ...... my clothes without permission.

a. borrowing c. borrows
b. borrowed d. bonow

in the laboratory.

32. The man ...... down the sheet was not raffi.
a. who walking c. walk
b. walks d. walking

33. All students ... ... in this classroom sinc.e I o'clock this moming.
a. are sitting c. is sitting
b. sitting d. have been sitting

34. The girl ..... . is my daughter.
a. smile c. who smiling
b. that speaking d. speaking

35. Sally is ... ... her dirty socks on the floor.
a. leaving c. always leaving
b. left d. leaved

36. Right now I ...... around the classroom.
a. was looking c. am looking
b. is looking d. are looking

3 l. The students ... . ..
a. is studying
b. was studying

37. The secretary ... . ..
a. was going to
b. going to

38. Marry and Anna ... .. .

a. are taking
b. have been taking

39. Her behavior is ... . ..
a. disgusting
b. being disgust

finish her work tomorrow.
c. is go to
d. is going to

four courses next semester,
c. take
d. are taken

c. were studying
d. are studying

c. not disgusting
d. going to disgust

40. Mr. Ananda Mikola . ..... a car in the sentul circuit right now.
a. drives c. is driving
b. was driving d. driving



B. Match the correct answer to fill the blank!

l. ,..... is good exercise.
2. Alicia is interested in . .. . . . a new job.

3. Some students avoid .. . .. . the teacher's question'

4. I promise to stop .. . . .. too much meal.

5. ...... English literature improves my vocabulary.

6. His .. . ... is nice.
7. Children usually enjoy .. . ... with animals.

8. No ...... !

9. They have to quite ... ... while the instructor explaining.

10. ...... tiger in the forest is forbidden.
I l. When I arrive at the airport, my family ...... for me.

12. He ... ... TV now.
13. My best friend's birthday is next week. I ..'.'. her a novel'

14. Please be quite. I . .... . to concentrate.

I 5. The teacher . .... . about grammar in the class right now'

16. She needs an umbrella because it ......
I 7. Fahri and Aisha ... ... English right now'
I 8, Diana can't ask the phone because she ... .. - the clothes.

19. Dewi Lestari .. . . . . a new novel this year.

20. John is playing volleyball. He ... .. . football now.

a,

b.
c.
d.
e.

f.
c.
h.
i.
j.
k.
l.
m
n.
o.
p.

q.
r.
s.

t.

is waiting
are studying
am trying
looking
am giving
is raining
reading
is watching
is washing
isn't playing
is writing
smoking
walking
playing
answering
cooking
eating
hunting
talking
explaining



Appendix V

A. Multiple Choice Test

The Answers Key ofTest

21. B
22.8
23.D
24.C
25. A
26. A
27. A
2E.C
29. A
30. A

11. B
t2.c
13. c
14. c
15. D
16. B
17. B
18. D
19. D
20. D

ll. A
l2.H
13. E
14. c
15. T
16. F
t7.B
18. I
19. K
20. J

31. D
32. D
33. A
34. D
35. A
36. C

B. Matching Item

37. D
38. A
39. A
40. c

1.C
2.4
3.C
4.8
5.A
6.C
7.D
8.D
9.D
10. B

l.M
2.n
3.O
4.Q
5.G
6.P
7.N
8.L
9.S
10. R



Appendix VI

List of Students'Sample for Test Item of SMA
Muhammadiyah I of Palangka Raya

No Neme of Students Grade

I 1 3

I AHMAD KHAIRUL XI Science A-3

2 ANDRY G. XI Science A-2

., AULIANIZMAH Xl Science A-2

4 BERLIANI Xl Science A-3

5 BIO PUTRI R. XI Science A-l

6 DEWI YULIANINGSIH XI Science A-l
7 DITA APRILIANA XI Science A-l

8 EKA SURYANI Xl Science A-2

9 EKO DARYANTO XI Science A-l

l0 ERVIN PURWASIH XI Science A-3

ll EVIE PUSPITA NUGRAHA XI Science A-2

t2 FAJAR ADI PUTRA Xl Science A-2

l3 HADI MUCHTAR Xl Science A-l

t4 HARIANI XI Science A-2

l5 HENI OKTAVIASARI XI Science A-l

l6 HIDAYATULLAH XI Science A-2

l7 TNDAH FEBRIATI N. Xl Science A-3

t8 ITA ARDILA Xl Science A-3

t9 JARIAH X[ Science A-2

20 LELY KHAIRANI XI Science A-1

2t LUCKYNOVIANTORO Xl Science A-l

22 M. ARMANSYAH LUBIS XI Science A-3

23 M. FIRDAUS XI Science A-3

24 M. ZAILANI Xl Science A-l

25 MADYA PUTRA XI Science A-l

26 MAISARAH HASANAH XI Science A-3

27 MITAR SUSANTO XI Science A-2

NIKI ASTUTI Xl Science A-228



1
,, 3

29 NTNA ARIYANTI Xl Science A-l

30 NORHIDAYATI XI Science A-2

3l NUR'AINI XI Science A-2

32 NURHIDAYAH XI Science A-l
33 NURSELA DAMAYANTI XI Science A-3

34 NURSUMIATI XI Science A-2

35 NTlRT]L HIDAYATUN NISA XI Science A-l

36 OKTARINA WULANDARI Y. GARIB XI Science A- l

37 PURWATI Xl Science A-2

38 RAHMADTAUFIK XI Science A-3

39 RIRIN HARTATIK XI Science A-l
40 RUSMIYATI XI Science A-3

4t SALASIAH (A) XI Science A-3

SALASTAH B (X-4) XI Science A-3

43 SETYA NARINDA XI Science A-2

44 SIDIK RAHARJO XI Science A-3

45 SITI NUR ADAWIYAH XI Science A-l
46 SITI NURROHMAH XI Science A-2

47 SRI NORMI XI Science A-3

48 TIARA AGUSTINI XI Science A-3

49 WAHYUDI XI Science A-2

WINDARSIH Xl Science A- l

5l YUDI ARIWIBOWO XI Science A-l
52 YUDI PRASETYO XI Science A-l

50



Appendix VII

List of Students'Try out for Test Item of MA Hidayatul
Insan Fii'talimiddin of Palangka Baya

No Name of Students G rade

I ., 3

I AHMADRIDANI XI Science

2 ANNISA Xl Science

J AYU DWITA SARI XI Science

4 GUSTI ANISA XI Science

5 NAHDIAH XI Science

6 NUR UMAMAH XI Science

7 MAHMUDAH XI Science

8 MEGAWATI XI Science

9 MLINAWARAH Xl Science

t0 M. SHOLEH ARIFIN XI Science

PAISAL AMRULLAH XI Science

t2 SABRIANSYAH XI Science

l3 TTNA ANGELTNA Xl Science
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Appendix VIII

Picture I

Documentation

The situations within the class XI Science A-3 when the English teacher

gave the chance to the researcher doing the test

which was held on April 4'r 2OO9

Picture 2

The situations within the class XI Science A-3 in the process of the test

which was held on April 4'h 2oo9
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I

<

The situations within the class XI Science A-l in the process of the test

which was held on April 7'h 2OO9

e

I
Dax

Picrure 4

The situations within the class XI Science A-2 in the process of the test

when one of the student ask about the instruction of doing the test

on April ?'h 2OO9
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Picture 5

Picture 6

The situations within the class XI Science A-3 in the process of the test

which was held on April I l'h 2OO9

,!t
I

,

-+ I

The siruations within the class Xl Science of MA Hidayatul lnsan

Fi'italimiddin Palangka Raya in the process of try out
which was held on March 25'n zOOg
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CURRICULUM VITAE

A. The writer's ldentity
l. Name : Noor Rahimah
2. Date and Place ofBirth : July, 196, t983 Sahabu
3. Address : Bukit keminting X street No.29
4. Education Background

a. SDN Pembuang Hulu Il-3 (graduated in 1995)
b. SLTPN 2 Seruyan Hilir (graduated in 1999)
c. MAN Sampit (graduated in 2002)
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a. Name
b. Date and Place of Birth
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a. Name
b. Date and Place of Birth

5. Young Sister
a. Name
b. Date and Place of Birth

6. Young Brother
a. Name
b. Date and Place of Birth

: Akhmad Svarwani
: July, 156 l'o6l

: Salhah
: October, 29s, 1trl64

: M. Mahzani
: December, 4th, l98l Sahabu

: M. Raihani
: Juni, 2d, 1985 Sahabu

: Noor Mawaddah
: March, 76, l99l Sahabu

: M. Ispan Nudin
: December, l7th, 1998 Pembuang Hulu



DEPARTEMEN AGAMA RI
SEKOLAH TINGGI AGAMA ISLAM NEGERI (STAIN)

PALANGKA RAYA
Alamat )1. G. Obos Kompleks Islamic Centre Palangka Raya, Kalimantan Tengah 73111

Telp. (0536) 392u7, 26356, 21438 Fax. 22105 Email: stain_pry@yahoo.com

Nornor : Sti. l8. l/l)1,.00.9 / O2B /2007
Ilal : I'ersc(ujuan Judul dan

I)enetapan l'ernbimbing

Palangka Raya,24 April 2007

Kcpada
Yth. Sdr. Noor Rahimah

NIM. 0201 120065

A ssal an u' ala i kum llr, l/b.

Sctelah membaca, menalaah dan memperrimbangkan judul dan desain

proposal yang saudara ajukan dan sesuai hasil seleksi judul skripsi Jurusan
'l'arbiyah S'l'AlN l,alangka Raya, maka kami dapat menyetujui judul dimaksud

scbagai berikut:

"The Mastery of Gerund and Present participle by The Second year
Students of MAN Model Palangka Raya in acadcmic year 2007/200g',

selanjutnya kami menunjuk/menetapkan pembimbing skripsi saudara:

l. Drs. H. Abdul Qodir, M.Pd sebagai pembimbing I

2. Dakir, MA sebagai Pembimbing II
' Untuk itu kami persilatrkan saudara segera berkonsultasi denga.

pembimbing skripsi sebagaimana mestinya.

Wassalamu' al aikum ll/r, W

An. Ketua
Ketua Jurusan Tarbi

L
Dra. HAII H. HM M.A

Tembusan

l. Yth. Ketua STAIN Falangka Raya Up. pembantu Ketua I
2. Yth. Drs. H. Abdul epdir, M.pd sebagai pembimbing I
3. Yth. I)akir, MA sebagai pembimbing II

t50246249



Title of the Thesis

Narne

NIM

Department

Study Program

Level

H.

AGREEMENT OF DESAIN PROPOSAL

THE LEVEL OF STUDENTS' MASTERY ON GERLIND
AND PRESENT PARTICIPLE OF THE SECOND YEAR
STUDENTS OF SMA MUHAMMADIYAH I OF
PALANGKA RAYA

: NOOR RAHIMAH

020 I 12 0065

Education

English Education

s-l

Palangka Raya. March, l8th 2009

Approved by:

Advisor I, Advisor II,

MA
oRN. r9560203 I 3 l00r ORN. I 323 200312 I 002

Known By:
The Department of Education Chair,

Hi. Hamidah. M.A
oRN. I 9700425 199703 2 (n3



SURAT PERNYATAAN

Assalam'alaikum, wr.wb

Yang bertanda tangan di bawah ini:

Nama : NOOR RAHIMAH
Nim : 0201120065
Jurusan/Program : Tarbiyah Tadris Bahasa Inggris (TBI)

Telah selesai berkonsltasi dengan pembimbing I dan II tentang judul skripsi yang
telah ditetapkan oleh Tim seleksi Judul Skripsi Jurusan Tarbiyah STAIN Palangka
raya.

Demikian surat pernyataan ini dibuat untuk diketahui sebagaimana mestinya.

Wassalamu'alaikum, Wr. Wb.

Palangka Raya, 3l Desember 2009
Mahasiswa yang bersangkutan,

NOOR RAHIMAH
NrM 0201r20065

Mengetahui,

Pembimbing II,

M Da
oRN. 195 3 t99003 t00l oRN. 19690323 200312 I O02

h^

Pembimbing I,



Hal: Mohon diseminarkan
Seminar Proposal Skripsi

Assalamu 'alaikum Wr. Wb

Yang bertanda tangan di bawah ini:

Nama
NIM
Jurusan/Program
Judul Skripsi

Palangka Raya 3l Desember 2008

Kepada:
Yth. Ketua Panitia Seminar
Di-

Palangka Raya

: NOOR RAHIMAH
: 0201120065
: Tarbiyah Tadris Bahasa Inggris (TBI)
: THE LEVEL OF STIJDENT'S MASTERY ON

GERUND AND PRESENT PARTICIPLE OF THE
SECOND YEAR OF SMA MUHAMMADIYAH 1

PAL,A,I{GKA RAYA

Pcmbimbing l. Drs. H. Abdul Qodir, M.Pd
2. Dakir, MA

Dengan ini mengajukan kepada ketua panitia seminar proposal untuk dapat
diperkenankan mengikuti seminar proposal skripsi.

Bersama ini saya lampirkan 7 (tujuh) eksemplar proposal skripsi saya.
Demikian, atas perkenaan dan kesediaan bapal/ibu diucapkan terima kasih.

Wassalamu'alaikum, Wr. Wb

Mengetahui

Pembimbing I, Pembimbing II,

D
NIP. T 244 629 NIP. I5O 7 384
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PANITIA SEMINAR PROPOSAL SKRIPSI MAHASISWA
SEKOLAH TINGGI AGAMA ISLAM NEGERJ

STAIN PALANGKA RAYA
Jl.G.OborKoltrplckIshmicCc.rnp.(0536132r9U782263!'6F'r.3222105P.hngkrRryrT3l12

SUAATKETIAANGAN
No: 34|PAN-SPSM/SG/III/2009

Panitia Seminar Proposal Skripsi Mahasiswa Sekolah Tinggi Agama Islam Negeri

(STAIN) Palangka Ray4 menerangkan bahwa :

Nama

NIM

Jurusan / Prodi

Judul Proposal

NOORRAHIMAH

020 I 12 0065

TARBIYAH /TBI

THE LEVEL OF STUDENTS'MASTERY ON GERLTND AND

PRESENT PARTICIPLE OF THE SECOND YEAR OF SMA

MUHAMMADIYAH I PALANGKA RAYA

Telah melaksanakan Seminar Proposal Skripsi pada tanggal ll Maret 2009 di Ruang

Aula STAIN Palangka Raya dengan Penanggap Utama : SIMINTO,M.Hum Moderator

: SYAIRIL FADLI,M.Hum dan dinyatakan lulus dapat diterima sebagai syarat

penyelesaian skripsi.

Palangka Raya, 13 Maret 2009

PANITIA

Ketua- /,, s,_-1=\

R

i,

ASMAWATI, S WAR M,Si

NIP. 150 3l l 460

I FIARL
.150?92 523



llu, J!.GOho\tionUttdlslonti(Lbttt'ldl,(t5-16).l9.tJi.20.tSn.)I!.ttth!)2105htlt$uru'tII:

DEPARTEMEN AGAiAA
SEKOLAH TIN66I AOAMA ISLATI NEGERI

(sTAII'J) PALAI'JGKA RAYA

Palangka Raya, 20 Maret 2009

Sti l5 B/TL 00i gt f- izAAg
'1 (Satu) Proposal.

Mohon liin Observasi /Pene litian

Kepada

Yth. Kepolo Kqntor Dinqs Pendidikqn Pehludo Dqn Oiohrogo

Polongko Royo

\-lI -
Palangka Raya

Sehubungan dengan salah satu tugas mahasiswa untuk mengakhiri studi
pada Sekolah Tinggi Agama lslam Negeri (STAIN) Palangka Raya adalah

membuat Skripsi, maka dengan ini kami mohon kiranya Bapak berkenan

memberikan lzin Penelitian Lapangan kepada.

Nama : Noor P.ahimah

N IM : 0201120065
Jurusan/Prodi : Tarbiyah/TBl.
Jenjang : Strata 1(S.1)
Lokasi Penelitian : SMA Muhammadiyah I Palangka Raya

ji;dui Skripsi
.THE LEVEL OF STUDENIS' MASTERY ON

GERUND AND PRESENT PARTICIPLE OF THE

SECOND YEAR OF SMA MUI'IAMMADIYAH I

PALANGKA RAYA'
Tes dan Dokumentasi

vv dt\LU TUldllsdlldd 2 (Dua) bulan, terhitung sejak tanggai 23 Maret sid
23 Mei 2009.

Sebagai bahan pei'timbangan terlampir Proposal Peneiitian, demikian
atas perhatian dan pertimbangan Bapak disampaikan terima kasih.

Ket

)u z tJ ) t/

L\Uli lLll

Lampiran
Pe rihal

Tembusan

1 Yth. Ketua STAIN Palangka Raya (Sebagai Laporan)
2. Yth. Kepala SMA Muhammadiyah I Palangka Raya
3.Arsip.

?MEX

t

Metode



rt!i.!L! F,{= PEMERINTAII KOTA PALA}IGKA RAYA
DINAS PENDIDIKAI\, PEMUDA DA}t OLAH RAGA

Jalan RA. Kartini Telp. (0536) - 3222372 Fax. (0536) - 3221654
PALANGKARAYA 73111

Nomor
l-ampiran
Perihal

Palangka Ray4 2l Maret 20A9

Kepada

: 420// lO j] ttlo.urii,-Yeg/tlt /2009. Yth. Ketua Sekolah Tinggi Agama Islam Negeri
Palangka Raya
di-: Ij in Observasi/Penelitian

a.n. NOOR RAHIMAH
Palangka Raya.

Menindal lanjuli surat saudara Nomor : Sti.l5.UTL.00/8122009 TANGCAL 20 Marct 2009 perihal
Mohon Ijin mengadakan Observasi/Penelitian bagi mahasiswa untuk menempuh tugas akhir
mclaksanakar pcnelitian, dibcrikan kcpada :

Nama
NlM
Jenjang
Jurusan /Prodi
Judul Skripsi

Iembusan kepada Yth :

l. Walikota Palangka Raya di Palangka Raya.
2. Kepala SMA Muhammadiyah I Palangka Raya di Palangka Raya
l. Sdri. Noor Rahimah
L Anip.

NOOR RAHIMAH
0201120065
Strata (Sl ).
Tarbiyah /TBI
THE LEVEL OF STUDENTS MASTERY ON GERUND AND
PRESENT PARTICIPLE OF THE SECOND YEAR OF SMA
MU}TAMMADIYAH 1 PALANGXA RAYA

Pada prinsipnya dapat kami ijinkan pada lokasi SMA MUIIAMMADIYAH Palangka Raya dengan
memperhatikan hal-hal sebagai berikut :

l. Pelaksanaan diarur dengan Kepala Sekolah yang bersangkutan agar tidak mengganggu
pelaksanaan kegiatan kursus.

2. Apabila setelah selesai mengadakan Obsevasi./Penelitian agar membuat laporan tertulis kepada
Kepala Dinas Pendidikan, Pernuda dan OIah Raga Kota Palangka Raya dengan tembusan Kepala
Sekolah yang bersangkulan.

3. Surat ijin Observasi/Penelitian ini berlaku sejak tanggal 23 Maret Vd 23 Mei 2009 ( selama 2
bulan ).

4. Surat ijin Observasi/Penelitian ini tidak dapat dipergunakan untuk kegiatan lain, sebagaimana
perihal diatas.

Denrikian Surat ljirr Otrsen asi/Pene litian irri diberikan, atas perhatian dan keqja sama yang baik
diucapkan terima kasih.

DINAS,

;t
;:Mllr.l t

ALAJAN SH.,M.Pd
INA TK. I,.1 .:l P

,,-.|',1

..4\r.
NIP. 050 059 026
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OBIENTASI STUDI D/III PEITGEI\AITN XAfiPI,'S D/IN
X.EFIA}I KER,JA ilArIASTSWA SEKOIIUI TIFIGGI AGAITIA ISIJTFT

N EG ERI PAI.AIIG I(A.RAYA
EADAII EKsEI{UTIT HAHA5I5WA 5TAIT1 PALAI'IgfiANAYA PE&ODE 2OOZ.ZOO5

ffir^
SE-R TIf'IKi*.7

Nomor : er /?an-oSPEK-KKMMI2OO2

Yang berunda ungan di bawah ini meoyatakan bahwa :

tlir'+ , Var &at"raal'

TwlolfiqgaLlaltll-z Satabu, 9 Vql t9as

Jullo* /hosral* , bdrasa lreetg

Telah mengikuti Orientasi Sodi dan Pengenalan Kampus (OSPEK)

dan Kemah Keria Mahasiswa (KKM) Sekolah Tinggi Agama Islam

Negeri (STAIN) Palangkaraya dari anggal 12 sld 22 Agusrus 2002

dan lulus dengan Predikat "euJtrp / Baik / Se4*'BGik.

Palangkaraya, Agustus2002

PANITIA PELAKSANA OSPEK DAN KKM
ST PALANG

FP{ff?Iffi
OSpEli l;\, r, il
5i;1r: l:,.',:,t,'i.! ll

I
Ketua' 1 ' ' ARIS

MENGETAHTII
BErlt STAIN KAIAYA

PRESMA

Pit



FIATERI

1. STAIN FIASA IIILU, SEKARANG DAN MENDATANG

2. FTENGEIIAI, KI,JRIKULUFT STAIN PAI.ANGKARAYA
($1, D2, SI(s) DAN I(DpDrl'lSEItATArtt

3. TEKNII( PEFIBUATAII IITAIiAIIUUI{ARYA I LIlt IAII

4. TATIB PERGAUIITN DI DIIIAJTT DAN DI LUAR I{AJTIPUS

5. CARA BEIIL'AR EFEI(TIryEFISIEN DI PERGURUAJT{
TINGGI STAIN PAIIUIIGT{AffAYA

6. ORIENTASI KEPUSTAI$AN

7. ETII{A BEBPAI(AIAN DAN BDRGAUL DI DAIIllrI DAN
DT LUAR, I$JTTPUS

& ITAI|ASTSWA SDBAGAT IFtTr rerqJAtAJi PDFTUDA (STrJDr
TEM:ANG PAIIADIGHA GEMIfAN ITAIIIISISWA TX ERA
BEr()BJIIASI)

9. TEKNIK BAPAT DAN DISI{USI

10. SOSIALISASI PDIIO LEITIBAGA KEMATIASISWAAN
STAIN PALANGKARAYA

11. PRESDNTASI IriAI{ALAH



THE STATE COLLEGE OF ISLAMIC STUDIES

PALANGKA RAYA
LANGUAGE SERYICE UNIT

Addr!'ssr C Obos Strctt. lslamic Centrc- Phonc ( 0516) 2 l4-iE Palangka Raya 7.] I I 2

ENGLISH PROFICIENCY TtrST SCORE RECORDEI)

To whorn it may concenr.
'fhis letter certifies that:

NarneiSRN
Study Program
lnstitulion

Noor Ra}imah/0201 I 20065
English Education
The State College of Islamic Studies Palangka Raya

I{as achieved a score of 500 on a sirnulation TOEFI. test conducted by
Language Service Unit, Palangka Raya State College of Islarnic Studies on
October 5. 2007. The detail scores are as follows:

LISTENING
COII{PREI{E,NSION

SI'RUCTURE &
WRI'TTEN trXP.

RtrADING
COMPREHENSION

Max.
Score

Conv.
Score

Conv.
Score

1l 67

351 - 425
200 - 350
<. 200

lntermediate
Pre-lntermediatc
Elementary

ka Raya. October 22, 2007

lr M.Pd
214 629

68 I6

Raw
Score

I
IMax.

Scorc
Raw
Score

Conv.
Score

l"{ar.
Score

Ras
Score

34 ls8 67 36 5l

Level of Proficiency:
> 550 : Special Advance
501 - 550 : Advance
426- 5O0 : Pre-arivanced



BADAN PELAKSANA KULIAH KERJA NYATA
SEKOLAH TINGGI AGAMA ISLAM NEGERI PALANGKA RAYA

ANGK.ATAN XIX TAHUN AKADEMIK 200612007
\l.urr.rr li. (1. ()lns Korlplck Isl.unrc ( itntrc l'.rl.lr,4i..r 1l.u.r - K,rhn,urt,{r 

-lir}q,rh f ll l1
Tclp. (t)536) 32i9-l17. 326356. -121-11"3 Iirx 32210i l:inr:uL ppnr -stun(rii)pl,r,rc<,m

Nomor . 03iBP-KKN/XIX/2006

Dengan ini diterangkan bahwa:

Noor Rahimah

020 112 0065

Tarbiyah/ TBI

J,

I

,J'

Nama

NIM

Jurusan/Prodi
Js

.I
tetah mengikuti dan metaksanakan kegiatan Kutiah Kerja Nyata (KKN)

Sekotah Tinggi Agama lslam Negeri Patangka Raya Angkatan XIX Tahun

Akademik 2006/2007 di Kab. Seruyan dengan predikat : B (Baik)

Demikian sertifikat ini diberikan untuk dapat dipergunakan

sebagaimana mestinya.

Patangka Raya, Nopember 2006

BP.KKN XIX

Ketua, kreta ris,

z
,I

1,

ls

li

li
1'

J
TDrs. Surya Sukti, MA

NrP 150 265 104
Rahmadi Nirwanto, S.Pd

NIP 150 321 414
Mengetahui:
A.n. Ketua

mbantu Ketua l,

ardimi, M.Ag
rP 150265103

SERTIFIKAT

IGRJA


