AN ERROR ANALYSIS ON SUBJECT-VERB AGREEMENT
OF WRITTEN ENGLISH BY 11 ™ GRADE STUDENTS OF
MAN 3 TULUNGAGUNG

THESIS

BY
M. YUSUF AS’ARI
NIM 0911110207

ENGLISH STUDY PROGRAM
LANGUAGE AND LITERATURE DEPARTMENT
FACULTY OF CULTURAL STUDIES
UNIVERSITAS BRAWIJAYA

2013



AN ERROR ANALYSIS OF SUBJECT-VERB AGREEMENT
USE IN WRITING ENGLISH BY 11 ™ GRADE OF MAN 3
TULUNGAGUNG

THESIS

Presented to
Universitas Brawijaya
In partial of fulfilment of the requirements
For the degree ofSarjana Sastra

BY
M. YUSUF AS’ARI
NIM 0911110207

ENGLISH STUDY PROGRAM
LANGUAGE AND LITERATURE DEPARTMENT
FACULTY OF CULTURAL STUDIES
UNIVERSITAS BRAWIJAYA

2013



DECLARATION OF AUTHORSHIP

Herewith |,

Name :'M. Yusuf As’ari

NIM : 0911110207

Address : Dsn Jatisari, Kademangan, Blitar

Declare that:

. This skipsi is sole work of mine and has not beeittean in collaboration with
any other person, nor does it include, without dclenowledgement, the work of

any other person.
. If at later time it is found that this skripsi ispaoduct of plagiarism, | am willing
to accept any legal concequences that may be irdpgsm me.

M. Yusuf As’ari

NIM. 0911110207



APPROVAL PAGE (ADVISORS).

This is to certify that th&arjanathesis of M. YUSUF AS’ARI has been approved
by the Board of Supervisors

Supervisor

Drs. Lalu Merdi, M.A
NIP. 19441231 197903 1 003

Co-Supervisor

Didik Hartono, S.S, M.Pd
NIK. 78081312 1 1004 1




CERTIFICATION PAGE (BOARD OF EXAMINERS)

This is to certify that th&arjanathesis of M. YUSUF AS’ARI has been approved
by the Board of Examiners as one of requirementthiddegree obarjana
Sastra

Drs. Lalu Merdi, M.A
NIP. 19441231 197903 1 003

Dra. Ismarita Ida R, M. Pd
NIP. 19560426 1982203 2 001

Didik Hartono, S.S, M.Pd
NIK. 78081312 1 1004 1

Acknowledge by, Sighted by,

Head of English Study Program Head of Languagel#edature
Department

Yusri Fajar, M. A. Syariful Muttagin, M.A
NIP. 19770517 200312 1 001 NIP. 19751101 20031@11 O




ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

Alhamdulillahirobbil’alamin. First of all, I wouldlike to deliver my
greatest gratitude to Allah SWT, all praises arédim, the most Gracious and
most Merciful, who never leaves me, who blesses sarehgthens me to finish
this thesis entitled “An Error Analysis of Subjaéerb Agreement Use in Writing
English by 1 Grade of MAN 3 Tulungagung”.

I'would like to give special appreciation and grate to my supervisor,
Drs. Lalu Merdi, M. A. for giving me advice, guidag and instruction during the
writing process. Therefore, the thesis could beslied well. And also | want to
give my gratitude to my co-supervisor Didik Hartoigo S, M. Pd. for suggestion,
instruction and correction during the writing preseof the thesis. And greatest
thanks are given to the examiner Dra. IsmaritaRd®. Pd., for her criticism and
suggestion which are helpful for me in completing thesis.

| would like to say my deepest gratitude to theattteaster of MAN 3
Tulungagung, Drs. H. Slamet Riyadi, M. Pd for giyime permission to conduct
the research. And also | would like to deliver sakegratitude for the head of
international program and teacher of'Igrade, Andy Sulistyo, S. S, M. Pd for his
suggestion and time during the collecting data ggsdor the thesis. And |'do not
forget to give a lot of thanks to the students 8f grade of excellent class, for
their cooperation, time, and also the willingnaesbé the subject of the research.

Malang, July 22, 2013

M. Yusuf As’ari



ABSTRACT

As’ary, M. Yusuf. 2013.An Error Analysis on Subject-Verb Agreement of

Written English by 11" Grade Students of MAN 3 Tulungagung.English

Study Program, Faculty of Cultural Studies, Uniutass Brawijaya. Supervisor:
Lalu Merdi; Co-supervisor: Didik Hartono.

Key words: Error analysis, subject-verb agreemsutface strategy taxonomy,
systematicity error.

In learning language, making mistakes is normal ragrlearners, because
mistakes are needed in order to give better feddfmcbetter improvement in
learning process. One of problem arises in learm@gain language is on the
grammar. Subject-verb agreement is one of basesrui English, and learners
still producing errors in producing it. From theaes, the mastery of the language
system can be identified. There are two problemseosolved, namely: (1)
grammatical errors on subject-verb agreement mgdelB students of MAN 3
Tulungagung and (2) systematicity errors on subjedd agreement made by™.1
students of MAN 3 Tulungagung.

In this research, the writer uses descriptive tpiale approach because it
will describe and explain the data from the sulsjedthe research meant to
describe and explain subjects’ subject-verb agreeereors and their mastery on
the rules.

The research reveals that all grammatical errorsiggion, addition,
misformation, and misordering) on subject-verb agrent and systematicity error
stages (pre-systematic error, systematic error, post-systematic error) on
subject-verb agreement are identified. For the weage of grammatical error on
subject-verb agreement, the subjects tend to onuérgain item that must be
presented in order to form a correct sentence,tlamckrrors were caused by the
fact that the subject do not know that the item tmus presented. For the
occurrence of systematicity errors on subject-\agieement, mostly the subjects’
knowledge on subject-verb agreement is identifiadsgstematic error stage. It
means that subjects have known some marker (ruddtflough the rules are
wrong.

The writer suggests that the student should studyenon subject-verb
agreement, and the writer suggests that the teatioeld give more attention to
students’ grammar especially on subject-verb ages¢mThe writer should
realize that he should pay more attention to hiskevan order to minimize errors
and unnecessary mistakes, and the writer sugdestseixt researcher conduct a
research on larger circumstance of English grammar.

Vi



ABSTRAK

As’ary, M. Yusuf. 2013Analisa Kesalahan Aturan Subjek-Verb dari Tulisan
Bahasa Inggris oleh Siswa Kelas 11 MAN 3 Tulungagugn Program Sastra
Inggris, Fakultas llmu Budaya, Universitas BrawgayPembimbing 1: Lalu
Merdi; Pembimbing 2: Didik Hartono.

Kata kunci: Analisa kesalahan, aturan subjek-vethiface strategy taxonomy,
systematicity error.

Dalam mempelajari sebuah bahasa, membuat kesatadeah normal
bagi peserta didik, karena kesalahan diperlukaandangka untuk memberikan
umpan balik yang lebih baik untuk sebuah perbad@&am proses pembelajaran.
Salah satu permasalahan yang muncul ketika merapesgbuah bahasa adalah
masalah tata bahasa. Aturan subjek-verb merupalfan satu aturan dasar dalam
bahasa Inggris, dan peserta didik masih membuataldtemn dalam
memproduksinya. Dan dari kesalahan, penguasaaralsetistem bahasa dapat
diukur. Ada dua permasalahan yang harus diselesayatu: (1) kesalahan tata
bahasa pada subjek-verb yang dibuat oleh siswa KelaviAN 3 Tulungagung
dan (2) kesalahan sistematik pada subjek-verb ydimgat oleh siswa kelas 11
MAN 3 Tulungagung.

Dalam penelitian ini, penulis menggunakan pendekatseskriptif
kualitatif karena akan menggambarkan dan menjetasttata dari pelaku.
Penelitian ini dimaksudkan untuk menggambarkan woh@mjelaskan kesalahan
subjek-verb oleh para pelaku dan penguasaan mpaeleaaturan.

Penelitian mengungkapkan bahwa semua kesalahabataé@sa (omission,
addition, misformation, dan misordering) pada atusabjek-verb dan tahapan
kesalahan sistematik (pre-systematis, systemadit,pobst-systematic error) telah
ditemukan pada aturan subjek-verb yang ditulis pkia pelaku. Untuk kesalahan
tata bahasa pada subjek-verb, pelaku cenderunghiemgkan sesuatu karena
pelaku tidak mengetahui bahwa item tersebut digaru Untuk terjadinya
kesalahan sistematik pada subjek-verb, sebagiaar besngetahuan pelaku
tentang subjek-verb teridentifikasi berada padalkésn sistematik yang berarti
berarti bahwa subjek telah mengenal beberapa atoeskipun aturan itu salah.

Penulis menyarankan bahwa siswa harus belajar |&mijut tentang
subjek-verb, dan penulis juga menyarankan bahwa lgarus memberi perhatian
lebih pada tata bahasa siswa terutama pada subjbk-Renulis sendiri harus
menyadari bahwa ia harus lebih memperhatikan kieayganya untuk
mengurangi kesalahan yang tidak perlu, dan penmieiyarankan peneliti
selanjutnya untuk melakukan penelitian pada cakwyaag lebih besar mengenai
aturan didalam bahasa Inggris.
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CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION

This chapter presents background of the ystymloblems of the study,
objectives of the study, significance of the studgppe and limitation of the

study, and definition of the key terms.

1.1 Background of the Study:

As nonnative speaker of English, we commanfy so hard to learn the
language, to understand the language, or to thisk ljke the English native
speaker does, but we still make many mistakesoduming the proper language.
And learners always have tendency of committingrerin the process of learning
a second or foreign language. In learning languatgking mistakes is normal
among learners, because mistakes are needed intorgee better feedback for
better improvement in learning process. Some lageg@xperts have opinion that
making mistake is a must in learning language, leedy making mistakes we
know how to make it right. Thus, errors are cons&deto be positive than
negative phenomenon by linguist. As Ellis (19862).says that “errors serve as
the source of information about the process of @dgun.” Moreover as learners,
we all make mistakes when we learn. In fact, theation is common among
native speakers and language learners.

The field of language teaching benefits from thediings of linguistics in
many cases, including errors. Thus the analysierafrs has become a field of

linguistics in that sense. And it is important t@ka sure we comprehend what



deviation that learners make. By comprehendingreartalysis (EA), for the
teacher, this would be beneficial for him/her inms of giving appropriate and
better materials to the students, whereas for tilndesats themselves, the analysis
could be their path for better second language niegr improvement.
Furthermore, learners’ error could be used as httoa better improvement in
both teaching and learning language. As Corder(;18@ed in Sideeg 2002, p.6)
states that:

A Learner's errors, then provide evidence of thetesy of the language

that he is using (i.e. has learned) at a particodant in the course ....

They are significant in three different ways. Fiistthe teacher, in that

they tell him, if he undertakes a systematic ans/ysow far towards the

goal the learner has progressed and, consequerhihy,remains for him

to learn. Second, they provide to the researchédemue of how

language is learnt or acquired, what strategigsracedures the learner

iIs employing in his discovery of the language. dlyir(and in a sense

this is their most important aspect) they are ipelisable to the learner

himself, because we can regard the making of emsra device the

learner can use in order to learn. It is a wayl¢laener has of testing his

hypotheses about the nature of language he isihggarn

The important matter in error analysis iskitow what the learners truly
produce, and thus distinguishing between error andtake is needed.
Distinguishing mistakes and errors is importanbider to make proper analysis
of certain deviation. As Brown (1987, p. 170) swgigethat “it is important to
make a distinction between errors and mistakesrderoto achieve a proper
analysis of L2 learners' errors.” The mistake @frhéng language is kind slip of
tongue and it happens because some factors amdsually one-time-only event.

As Ellis (1997) gives his argument that mistakelect occasional failure in

performance, they occur because of particular factihe learner is unable to



perform what he/she knows. Learners may recoghisenistakes when they pay
more attention to their performance, but sometirtiessy may not be able to
correct themselves or commit another error in gytm do the correction. On the
other hand, error is a kind of slip of knowledge dy individual. There is a
tendency of error that occurs several times andallysthe producer does not
recognize it as an error. As Ellis (1997) says thaterrors show the cognitive
ability of learner, they occur because the leadwas not know what the correct
rules are.

As a second/foreign language learner, thiéemwis taught the rules of the
language he is learning. One basic rule of Englishimmar is subject-verb
agreement, the most basic principle of grammar fwvhie learnt firstly in English
grammar. We are taught subject-verb agreement s#acky education. The

sentences “there are seven books on the table™ragdhame is Budi” are the
example of subject-verb agreement that we knowearning English for early
education. And surprisingly, even the learners Hsaen taught the rules, many of
second or foreign language learners commit erroithe subject-verb agreement
rules. As in a recent study in Malaysia by Darug S8abramaniam (2009 cited in
Anindhita, 2012, p. 3), various learners’ errorgavaentified. These errors are
categorized as follows: mistake with number (siag@nd plural), mistake with
verb tense (e.g. inappropriate verb constructiomdrd choice, preposition,

subject-verb agreement (wrong combination of sulged verb), word order (e.g.

disordering/inversion of subject and verb).



In terms of learning English by student, timg ability must be learned
immediately in order to fulfill pedagogical needsschool world. But referring to
TEFL class, unfortunately writing ability must halveen learned after three other
abilities (listening, speaking, and reading), baeathe level of its difficulty. The
students’ comprehension is used mainly to encouwmtéreducational world such
as home works, assignments, or final test. Butefairements of school life need
it to be learned immediately since writing abilisyneeded in every single aspect
of school from in-class activity until working ome& homework. Students are
asked to strengthen their writing knowledge andtimgi ability in order to
encounter such everyday tests. Thus, many erras @t the process of learning
especially in writing English, and thus, it is im@nt for student to master
English ability especially in written form of Engh.

In Indonesia, the national education systeas four types of senior high
school. There are Madrasah Aliyah (MA), Sekolah bregah Atas/ senior high
school (SMA), Sekolah Menengah Kejuruan/vocatidrnigh school (SMK), and
Madrasah Aliyah Kejuruan (MAK). Madrasah Aliyah egjual to Senior High
School as well, but there are additional subjectigs curriculum, especially for
Islamic subjects such as figh, Islamic history,gkan hadith, and Agidah ahlak.
MAN 3 Tulungagung as one of schools that appliechsadditional subjects and
also it proposed to be international-standard sichb2010. MAN 3 Tulungagung
uses “International school” as its slogan in théc@f site. This slogan and its
status as Madrasah invited the writer’s interestaieduct a research entitled “An

error analysis on subject-verb agreement of wrieglish by 11 grade student



of MAN 3 Tulungagung.” The writer felt that thereassr something interesting

over the use of this slogan.

1.2 Problems of the Study:

1. What grammatical errors on subject-verb agreemeat raade by 141
students of MAN 3 Tulungagung?

2. What systematic errors on subject-verb agreementrade by 11 students

of MAN 3 Tulungagung?

1.3 Objectives of the Study:

1. To identify grammatical errors on subject-verb agrent made by i1
students of MAN 3 Tulungagung.

2. To identify the systematic errors on subject-vegreament made by 11

students of MAN 3 Tulungagung.

1.4 Significance of the Study

This study was expected to give more knogdednd useful information
about grammatical errors for researcher and the researcher, and both for
teachers and students. This research would belusefuesearcher in order to
give clear illustration and knowledge about subjeab agreement errors made
by students frequently. The research also hopehtlyld be useful to strengthen
the English ability of the researcher. By readihig study, the researcher hoped
the next researchers found important informationdoduct another study on the

analysis of grammatical errors. By reading therimiation presented in this study,



other researchers would know the aspect shoulahblgyzed if they are interested
to analyze grammatical errors. The research wasfhly useful for teachers and
students for better improvement in English langulegening. This research was
expected to be the path for better learning prooé$sreign language learning. It
was expected to be a tool for teachers for pregabetter and appropriate
materials for their student. On the other handthar students, it was useful to

improve their ability especially in writing skill.

1.5 Scopes and Limitations of the Study

The scopes of the research were the gramahagirors and systematicity
errors on subject-verb agreement of students’ ewifEnglish produced by 11
grade students of MAN 3 Tulungagung. Meanwhile, theories used in
analyzing the data was Surface Strategy TaxonomPudgy, Burt, and Krashen
to identify the students’ errors and the reseatsh ased Corder’s sistematicity
errors to identify the classification of errors reduy the students in order to know
the cognitive ability of students.

The limitations of this research were theesrch focused on exploration and
identification on grammatical errors and systenigti@rrors of subject-verb
agreement of written English. The limitations wenade in order to find the
deviations and to know the subjects’ mastery onesitverb agreement. The first
problem of the study needed to be identified ineorb know the systematicity
errors on subject-verb agreement made by studemésconsideration of choosing
11" grade was that the grade is in the middle dfa0d 13" grades, in which they

will have already received first phase of senighhschool English knowledge in



10" grade and they will have enough time for bettguritnement in the next year

or 12" grade.

1.6 Definition of Key Terms:

1.Error analysis: The study of erroneous utterances produced by gratdip
learners” (Corder 1975, p. 207 cited in James 1p98).

2.Surface strategy taxonomy: Linguistic classification of errors in which
surface structures were altered, consisting of Gions, Additions,
Misinformation, and Misorderings (Dulay, Burt, akcashen, 1982, p. 150).

3.Subject-verb agreement:A set of rules concerning how subject and verb are
put together grammatically.

4.Corder’'s systematicity error: A framework by Corder that divides errors
based on their systematicity, the framework cossist presystematic,
systematic, and postsystematic error (Corder, 19.7371).

5.MAN 3 Tulungagung: It stands for Madrasah Aliyah Negri 3 Tulungagung,
which is equal to Senior High School and it is @fehree public schools in
Tulungagung which applies religion subjects.

6. Written English: A language which is expressed on paper/ writtepeaally

English (Oxford Student’s Dictionary).



CHAPTER 1l

REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE

This chapter presents theories that will be use@d$sessing the data. The
theories consist of: Error Analysis, Surface Stygt€axonomy, and Subject-verb
agreement. And this chapter also presents relepagtious studies for the

research.

2.1 Error Analysis

The process of learning is fundamentally@cess that involves the making
of mistakes, and it is normal that an individual kesm mistakes in learning
process. A mistake which does not undergo a caoretten becomes an error of
learning. It is important to comprehend the leamdeviation; it could be mistake
or error. And it is important to know the deviatiaf learner for better
improvement of learning. Error Analysis is rather rhethodology for dealing
with data” (Cook 1993, p. 2 cited in James, 199&)pThe error analyst attempts
to solve the deviations made by learner; furtheeribey do not see error as false

learning process but rather data that will givertren input for problem solving.

2.1.1 Defining Mistake and Error
In order to analyze learner language in@r@priate perspective, it is crucial
to make a distinction betweenistakesanderrors, technically two very different

phenomena.



1. As Ellis (1997) states that mistakes reflect oanza failure in
performance, and they occur because of particataofs because learners are
unable to perform what they know. Learners maygece the mistakes when
they pay more attention to their performance, lometimes they may not be
able to correct themselves or commit another emoitrying to do the
correction. Whereas errors show the cognitive gbiif learner, and they
occur because the learner does not know what tieataules are.

2. According to Richards et al. iDictionary of Language Teaching and
Applied Linguistics (2010), a learner makes mistakes when writing or
speaking because of lack of attention, fatiguegleasness, or some other
factors. Thus, mistakes can be self-corrected vetteemtion is drawn to them.
Meanwhile, errors are the application of linguisteam in a way that a learner
or a native speaker of the language regards n@smplete learning. In other
words, it occurs because the learner does not kmoat is correct, and thus it

cannot be self-corrected directly.

2.1.2 Type of Errors

Comprehending learner ability is importamtorder to make better feedback
for learner, and the writer used Stephen Pit C&sdmheme for the classification
of error (1973, p.270-271). The classification egstprovided teachers with a
useful sight to analyse, and to prioritize learhessors. This system of
classification enabled teachers to diagnose arbashwnight need to be covered.

He suggests that there are three stages of esedlmn their systematicity:



1) Pre-systematic error

2)

3)

At this stage, the learner “gets things wrong-mostthe time, and
occasionally hits the right form, as if by chan@oider, 1973, p. 270).”
At this stage, the learner is not aware of any and he has tendency of
guessing the rules. The rule of a certain languageot the part of his
systemyet. The second or foreign language is still sthpmgfluenced by
L1 because the learners try to equalize both L1 secdond/foreign
language pattern. Thus, the learners often borhewule from L1 or using
an inappropriate rule from the target language @g@waerally the learner
cannot give any explanation why a particular fosnshosen.

Systematic errors

Corder proposes the summary of systematic-erroighwat this stage of
the learner can give the explanation of why théageiform is chosen, but
because the form he applies is the wrong one, fleenannot correct it
himself. This means that the systematic error $$age when the learner
applies wrong rule of language, he can give expiamabut he cannot
correct the error because it is the wrong rule.

Post-systematic error —often referred to as'aenistake’

Corder proposes post-systematic as “... he wousdodier the correct
system but inconsistent (for a period) in his amgilon of what he knew.”
The learner has the correct rule in his system, hmitis sometimes
inconsistent in using the rules. That is the leaga explain the target

language rules that is normally used and the |learae correct it himself.

10



And from the explanation above, we can refer tlosty{systematic error as

‘mistake’.

2.2 Surface Strategy Taxonomy
The writer focused on assessing the taeggguage (TL) in written form, and
then the best consideration was using surfaceeglyataxonomy. “Surface
strategy taxonomy is the way surface structuresatiezed: Learners may omit
necessary items (omission) or add unnecessary oiey, may misform
(misformation) items or misorder items (misordejin(Pulay et al. 1982, p.
150).” The followings are the detail.
1. Omission means that an item which must be presented inllafevened
utterance is absent. For instance, in the sent&Nbe father plumberthe
grammatical morphemes anda are omitted.
2. Additions are the second category of Surface strategy taxpraomd also
the opposite of omission. The presence of an dira which mustn't be
present in a well formed utterance is characterfsti additions (Dulay et al.
1982, p. 156). Dulay et al. divide them into thce¢egories:
» Double markings, as in Did you went there?
» Regularization, e.g.*sheeps*cutted
» Simple addition, which contains the rest of additions.
3. Misformation refers to “the use of the wrong form of the morpleeor
structure” (Dulay et al. 1982, p. 158). There &ree types as well:
* In regularizations an irregular marker is replaced by a regular asen

*sheepdor sheep.

11



* Archi-forms refer to the use of one member of a class of fansigad of
using all the members, e.g. usihgs in the situations when eith#éis or
theseshould be used.

» Alternating forms are represented by “free alternation of various
members of a class with each other”, astio$e dogandthis catused
by the same learner.

4. We talk aboutmisordering when we come across an utterance where a
morpheme or a group of them is incorrectly pla@edin * get up at 6 o'clock

always wherealwaysis misordered (Dulay et al. 1982, p. 162).

2.3 Subject-verb agreement

According to Oxford dictionary (2007), anregment means the state of
being agree. In the case of subject-verb agreentemtsubject must agree with
verb in person and number, and so does the oppdsitdleade, Haugh, and
Sonke (1961, p. 248) say that “a verb must agrek kg subject in person and
number.” Subject-verb agreement contains rules exointg the way subject and
verb are put together grammatically in order torfmorrect English structure. The
writer used subject-verb agreement theory that pvaposed by Meade, Haugh,
and Sonke (1961). The theory has 13 rules for icectses and one general rules,
so that the theory has 14 rules all together.

231 General rule

The meaning of “a verb must agree with ufigjsct in person and number”
is the subject must agree with verb in person amdber, and so does the

opposite. The followings are the example.
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- Tim beats the dod3™ person singular)
- The dogs are Siberian husKPlural)
- | play football every morning1* person singular)

- One of my cats is Persian cé&ingular)

2.3.2 Certain rules
1. Rulel
Parenthetical words do not affect the agreemernt, the examples of
parenthetical words aregether with, as well as, accompanied by, or
including
- The cats, including my cat, are sent to the angaakontest.
2. Rule2
The pronouryouis plural. The pronoun is considered plural althothe
number is not plural.
- You are all nice to me.
- You are nice person.
3. Rule3
“A compound subject connected byd usually requires a plural verb.”
Almost all subjects connected apdneed plural verb.
- My friend and his girlfriend are American.
4. Rule4
“A compound subject connected lapd which forms a phrase singular
in meaning requires singular verb.” There are sdvepecial cases

where the conjunctioanddoes not form plural verb.
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- Her maid and driver is one familyThe author wants to inform the
maid and the driver work for one person, thus tkatence needs
singular verb)

CAUTION: Thereis not subject, but the number follows the subject.

- There are two chickens in the cage.

- There is one apple in the basket.

5. Rule5

“These indefinite pronouns are singulaach, anybody, everybody,
someone, anyone, everyone, something, somebobingjatobody, one,

another, either, neithéer.

Everybody needs money.

6. Rule6

Nouns which indicate quantity or number requiresgsiar verb. And
there are some nouns in form of plural but requsiegular verb. And
also suffix—icsmay form singular or plural word.

- 110 kilometers is the distance between Malang andnfagung

- One plus two is three

- The news is filled with corruption

- Physics is my friend’s favorite subject.

- There are athletics in this conpetition.

7. Rule7

“When part of a compound subjects are modifieduhsvords agach,

every,or many a, the verb is singular.
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- Every racer and bike is ready for the competition.

8. Rule8

The number ofs considered singular because it serves as aitjuant
Whereasa number ohas similar meaning wita lot of.

- The number of students in the class is fifteen.

- A number of students are absent because of théareat

9. Rule9

Collective nouns which are considered as one timt,sentences need
singular verb. If the sentence is considered ab gatividual within the
group, then the sentence needs plural verb.

- The family is Javanese.

- The family have good attitude.

10. Rule 10

Compound subject joined linoth...andthe verb is plural.

- Both my cat and my pigeon are fat.

11. Rule 11 and Rule 12

Or, nor, either... or, neither nomr not only... but alsao not affect
agreement. If the subject is singular, then thé vesingular. And if the
subject is plural, the verb is plural.

- Either the cat or the owner is listed well

- Neither the sentences nor the words were printegpgnly.

12. Rule 13
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Wheneveror, nor, either... or, neither nogr not only... but alsonake
compound subject, but the subjects are differenbumber, the verb
follows nearer subject.

- Either the players or the coach works hard.

- Either the coach or the players work hard.

2.4 Previous studies

The writer used relevant studies which wetError analysis of expository
text produced by semester eight students of studgram of English Faculty of
Culture studies Universitas Brawijaya” By Dicka Adita (2012) and “English
tense errors in narrative essay of fourth semestelents of English Literature of
Brawijaya University (a study on error analysisy Wibria Sani (2008).

In the thesis entitled “Error analysis opesitory text produced by semester
eight students of study program of English Facaoftulture Studies Universitas
Brawijaya” by Anindhitta, the researcher found ttiere are a lot of errors made
by the learner. By using surface strategy taxondmyfound 74 errors. The errors
found were very simple such as subject-verb agregnmossessive marker,
misinformation of noun, etc. The researcher fourdid dnmisions (46 %), 8
misinformation (33 %), 3 misorderings (13 %), anddzlitions errors (8 %). And
by using Carl James’s theory about the source oir efinterference error,
intralingual error, and developmental error), tleeearcher found that the error
was dominated by intralingual error. The errorsunced because the objects have
wrong rule in their mind. But overall errors coudd classified as developmental

errors because the lack of linguistic knowledge sBging the conclusion from the
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researcher, we can see that comprehending leacmripetence is important. In
order to give proper material for learner, the eacmust see the competence
level of learner. It must be done to know whicheatteat must be covered.

In the thesis “English tense errors in riareaessay of fourth semester of
English Literature of Brawijaya University (a study error analysis)’by Sani
(2008), the researcher found 196 errors. By usurtpse strategy taxonomy, the
researcher found 39 ommisions, 151 misinformati®nmisorderings, and 1
addition errors. And by using Carl James’s causerafr (1998), researcher only
found that the errors were dominated by strateggemond language learning
cause and the second cause was intralingual traridie researcher concluded
that such causes commnonly happened in countriehwised English as mother
language. The causes occurred because the subpettaot been dealing with
English since they were born, so their foreign leage was still influenced by
Bahasa Indonesia structure.

In this research, the researcher used omiéasitheory to that of the previous
study, which was surface strategy taxonomy by DuByrt, and Krashen. The
consideration was that the theory was consideredite promising theory in
assessing written English and pedagogical usage. rEsearcher also used
Corder’s sistematicity errors to provide the begtlanation about the cognitive
ability of the students, in this case their masiergubject-verb agreement. The
surface strategy taxonomy theory was applied aloitly the theory from Meade,
Haugh, and Sonke concerning the subject-verb agmeeto give best insight to

identify learner's grammatical errors on subjeatevagreement.
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CHAPTER 1l

RESEARCH METHODS

This chapter presents research design, data sodatescollection, and
data analysis.

3.1 Research Design
In this research, the writer used descrgtpualitative approach because it

described and explained the data objectively. lamhéo describe and to explain
the written form of TL (Target Language)-which iadlish-of the subjects. The
writer used such creative English writing activiich was written by the subject
as the data and the written data were in the fdrmoods, clauses and sentences
and they were not statistically analyzed. As Argle(2002, p. 425) say that:

The qualitative research deals with data that areims of words,

rather than numbers and statistic. The data celleate the subjects’

experience and perspective; the qualitative rekeattempts to arrive

at a vice description of the people, objects, esentlaces,

conversation, and so on.

Therefore, this research was conducted in desegigiualitative since the writer
described errors of 17 students off' ftade of MAN 3 Tulungagung.

In this research, the writer used documermatent analysis as the design of
the research. The consideration was made sincdattaewere in form of written
English which were obtained from the subjects, #mel writer analyzed the
document in form of free short essay which wastemiby the subjects. As Ary et
al. (2002, p. 27) say that “document or contentyamfocuses on analyzing and

interpreting recorded material within its own codtel he material may be public

records, textbooks, letters, films, tapes, diatiesmes, reports and so on.”
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3.2 Data Sources

This research used Extreme Case Sampling by Aay @002, p. 429), thus
every unit of the subjects was included in thigeesh. The sampling selects units
that are special or unusual. The writer consideseojects producing different
errors and mistakes, and also every unit of thgestdhas different mastery on
subject verb agreement. The subjects were 17 ssidéi 1" grade of “excellent
class” on MAN 3 Tulungagung. The consideration wesle because the school
proposed to be international-standard school (R8B2010 and moreover it is a
Madrasah Aliyah, which we know it applies the cwuhum from religion
ministry. The excellent class is the name of clasikh is used to substitute RSBI
class, since the ministry of education abolishe®R@®gulation from national
curriculum in December 2012. In the excellent clabe students are given
additional English lesson by the teacher. The &udit lessons are in form of
additional material and time for more teaching\aiiéis, such as more writing

activity in which the results are recorded in sdhoornal.

3.3 Data Collection
In collecting the data from subjects, the writdideed the following steps.
1. Inviting the subjects to their class. The consitierawas taken to make
subjects feel comfortable.
2. Numbering the subjects. The names of the subjeete weeded to be
kept secret in order to make them comfortable withHeeling anxious of

their personal data.
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3. Giving the explanations about free short essays. ddnsideration was
done to make sure the students know their writoityidy.

4. Asking the subjects to write the short essays. Whnier asked the
subjects to write hortatory exposition paragraphcemntain time (60
minutes). And of course the subjects could ask toqpreselated to the
paragraph if they didn’t understand the instruction

5. Submitting the essays.

6. Asking the subject to make correction to their oassays. After the
writer collected the data, the writer gave the gsdaack after several
minutes of relaxation. The subjects were asked &kencorrection to
their own paragraph. In the correction process, stbjects tried to
identify their own mistakes and whenever the missalere found, they
corrected the mistakes themselves. This correstias used as data as
well as the paragraph. As Hubbard et al. (200@2f. cited in Sideeg, p.
9) state that “... a mistake is a slip of the tongte which the student
can self-correct when challenged . .. ."

7. Interviewing the subjects. The writer interviewele tsubject after
making identification to the errors. The interviemas used as first
measurement of sistematicity errors and to makedtita dependable
(this interview was done in +1 week after the adilen of first data).

In order to make the data credible and deglele, the writer referred to Ary,
et al (2002, p. 251-256). They say that to makedda credible, one way was

“evidence based on theoretical adequacy’. In tleisearch, the writer used
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triangulation theory on error and mistake, firsédhy was proposed by Rod Ellis
(1997) and the second was theory in Dictionary ehduage Teaching and
Applied Linguistics (2010). And in order to makesttlata dependable, the writer
used methods triangulation (Ary, et al. 2002). Theter used method of

triangulation in which the data were mainly colegtiusing document or content

analysis and supported by interview method.

3.4 Data Analysis
In analyzing the collected data, the writer willléav the following steps.
1. Identifying and classifying the data for each sebjand then put it into
table. The theories were Surface Strategy Taxonbsmypulay, Burt, and
Krashen (1982), Subject-Verb Agreement theory byadiée Haugh, and
Sonke (1961), and Sistematicity of errors by Cor@®73) The Surface
Strategy Taxonomy theory was applied along withj&tbverb Agreement
theory by Meade, Haugh, and Sonke (1961). The muged coding to make
the identification clearer. The codes were:
a. Letter S for Subject. “S. 1” meant that the subjeas subject number
one
b. P for paragraph. “P. 2" meant that the error wasitied on paragraph
two.
c. L for line. “P. 3" meant that the error was locatauthird line within

a certain paragraph.
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The detail of the table could be seen below:

Error Case of Correct Systematicity

No. Code Sentence
types error Sentence errors

S.1,P.
2,L.3

2. Making description and conclusion for each subject

In the process of making description, the writesalbed and explained the
data based on the theories referred to chapteknid. then the writer made
conclusion for each subject.

3. Making final conclusion for all subjects.

22



CHAPTER IV
FINDING AND DISCUSSION

This chapter presents the findings and dsoms obtained from the data
analysis. The analysis of the data is conductédéwith the formulated research

guestion.

4.1 Findings

According to the limitation of the studyethesearch focusses on exploration
and explanation of grammatical errors of writtenghish on subject-verb
agreement application in order to identify the egstticity errors made by the
students of 11 grade on excellent class MAN 3 Tulungagung aneiaain their
mastery on subject-agreement rules. So the anagsasy outer circle of subject-
verb agreement application would not be conducted.

The finding was presented in form of dedaipof the errors on subject-verb
agreement applications. Some of the data were mextend some others were
not presented. The consideration was made beches®ewere many errors have
similar type of application. And then the finding®uld be described to explain
the grammatical errors and to identify the syst&gterrors on subject-verb
agreement made by each subject df giade students on excellent class of MAN
3 Tulungagung, and then the description would heclkcomled for each subject.
The explanations were presented for each subjemtdier to make the writer able

to analyze the systematicity errors.
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The findings were 113 errors from 241 amgilans of subject-verb agreement
rules, and the details were: omission 59 errors,etiors of addition, 35
misformation errors, and 2 misordering errors, atiderrors were varied in
systematicity error: 38 pre-systematic errors, g&esnatic errors, and 12 post-
systematic errors or mistake.

1. Subject no. 1

The subject-verb agreement applications found ihj&dt’'s paragraph were 11
applications, and 4 applications were identifiecea®rs, whereas 2 applications
were identified as Post-systematic error or ‘Misfak

a. Grammatical errors on subject-verb agreement
- Omission
There were 4 omissions found in the paragraphilaapplication only found
in the same case which is the omission on verb enddk 3° person singular.
As in “Television present many programs to entartai” which should be
“Television presentsnany programs to entertain...,” the subject omiB&d
person marker-$/-eg.

- Addition

There was 1 addition found in the paragraph, ar@ae in form of simple

addition of present participle. As in “the peopl&ovwatching’ which the

sentence should be “the people who watch.” The estibpdded present

participle marker{ng).
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- Misformation: Archi-form

There was 1 Misformation found in the paragraptd @ncame in form of
Archi form. The error occurred because the subgedistituted the correct
form (hag of verb with the improper verbhéve. As in “But it havethe
negative impact,” which should be “But_it hasgative impact.” The subject
used another form of verb (have) instead of theecbform (has).

b. Systematicity errors on subject-verb agreement

From the identified errors on subject-verb agrednsbove, there were 2
sistematicity error stages found in the paragragtich were:

- Systematic error

Systematic errors found in the paragraph were 4liéqpons, and they came
in various cases.

o The first case was the 2 omissions Gfrson verb marker. The subject
wasn’t aware of the subject of the sentence, scstigect didn’t add the'
person marker for the verbs(-e3. They were identified on systematic error
because they have similar pattern.

o The second case was on the one simple additionresfept participle
marker. The subject’'s knowledge was identified gstesmatic error stage
because it was identified in the same pattern wivias the student always add
present participle markesirig) on a certain verb (watch), as in:

» The people who watching ...

= ... 'suggestion to watching ...
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2.

o The third case was found in one misformation casehj-form) of 3°
person verb marker. The subject’'s knowledge wastifiled on systematic
error stage because the student’s tendency of usifgm of verb fave
instead of the correct h49. As in:

= Butit have ...

» The student have to ...

- . Post-systematic error or “mistake”

The cases of post-systematic errors were founddersame case, which was 2
omissions of § person verb marker. The subject’s knowledge wastified
on Post-systematic error stage because the suljest aware on the
application of & person verb maker if the subject came up in forfm o
pronoun. As in:

= |t also makes ...

= So, it makes ...

c. Conclusion

The subject’s ability on the application on subjeetb agreement was good
and varied in the production of errors, but mogheferrors were identified on
the systematic error stage. It meant that the ®@muade had certain pattern.
Also the subject’s post systematic error coulddniified as systematic error
as well because the error has the same patterit egmed that the subject

has awareness on a certain item.

Subject no 2
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The subject-verb agreement applications fanr8ubject’s paragraph were 11

applications, and no one application was identifsderror. From the finding, it

seemed that the subject had good ability on suldt agreement application,

because the writer did not identify the error oosthapplications.

Subject no. 3

The subject-verb agreement applications found ihjedt’'s paragraph were 27

applications, and 9 applications were identifiectasrs.

a. Grammatical errors on subject-verb agreement

- Omission

There were 3 omissions found in the paragraph,tl@dpplication found in
varied cases. They were:

o Omission of auxiliary verb.

These cases of omission were 2 found, one of theam*When, smoking not
only to be influential for active smoker,” whichaiid be “Then, smoking is
not only influential for active smoker.” The suljenitted auxiliary verb.

o Omission of & person verb marker.

There was only 1 case found, as in “Secondly, sngpknake us ...,” which
should be “Secondly, smoking makes ...” The subject omitted3person

marker for the verb.

- Addition

These additions came up in the same case, whiclsiwgse addition. These
cases were found 3 in total. These cases came Riffierent forms which

were an addition ofiaveand 2 addition cases of present participle magker
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ing), as in: “There are haveany ways to build a characteristic,” which should
be “There are many ways to build a characteristés)d one example of
present participle marker which was “... that the veonalso smoking which
should be “... that women also smoke.”

- _Misformation

There were 3 misformation cases found in the papgrand the applications
were found in varied cases. They were:

o Archi-form

These cases were 2 found, and the cases occurraddeethe subject used 1
form instead of the correct form. 1 case in formmagformation of 3rd person
singular verb as in “But smoking also haweny bad influences to our body,”
which should be “But smoking also _hasany bad influences to our body.”
And 1 case in form of misformation of auxiliary teras in “Indonesian
generations_isvery important to build an Indonesian characteistwhich
should be “Indonesian generations &egy important to build an Indonesian
characteristic.”

0 Alternating form

The case was only 1 found, as in “If many childifegia good person,” which
should be “If many children argood person.” The subject altered “are” with

“that”.

b. Systematicity errors on subject-verb agreement
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From the identified errors on subject-verb agrednabove, there were 2
sistematicity errors found in the paragraph, whighe:

- Pre-systematic error

Pre-systematic errors found in the paragraph wehAplications, and they
came in various cases.

0 3 omissions were found in various cases.

= 2 omissions of auxiliary verb (is and are), theoesrwere identified on
pre-systematic error stage because it seemedhihaiubject did not realize if
the sentence required an auxiliary verb. Becauserme clear requirements of

auxiliary verb, the subject would add the markes. iA “Smoking is ...” or
“one of them is.”

= An omission of 8 person verb marker. The writer went back to the
Corder's explanation of pre-systematic error, ahd subject could not
identify nor gave a correction to the sentence.dédwver, the writer could not
find the sentence which has similar structure.

o A simple addition of have The writer went back to the Corder’s
explanation of pre-systematic error, and the subjecld not identify nor
gave a correction on the sentendénére are have many ways to build a
characteristic. And then the error was identified as pre-systeenatror.

Moreover, the writer could not find the sentencechthas similar structure.

o Misformation errors

They were:
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= A misformation of auxiliary verbig). In “Indonesian generations v&ry
important,” where the subject substitutee with is.

= An alternating form of auxiliary verb. The error svadentified on pre-
systematic error stage. The subject altered “an#i twhat”, the subject was
unaware if the sentence required auxiliary verbis Tdtcurred because the
subject’s ability on English seemed to be influehd®y subject’s second
language which is “Bahasa Indonesia.” So that tigest went back othats
meaning on bahasa which igahg’ So the subject alternateare” with
“that” Moreover, the writer concluded that subjects’liépion English was
influenced by their second language after the vieer.

- Systematic error

Systematic errors found in the paragraph were 3liéqpons, and they came
in various cases.

0 2 simple addition on present participle markémd), the writer identified
those errors on systematic error stage becaussuthject had tendency of
adding present participle marker on a certain w@rdoke) such as: people
should not to smoking, have already smoking, ortdonoking!.

o One misformation of '8 person singular verb. The errors showed the
same pattern of using a certain item (have) instdathe correct one (has).

Moreover, the writer could not identify the presemnd “has”.

c.Conclusion
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From the description above, it seemed that theestlljad good ability on
subject-verb agreement application. Because o2 thapplications of subject-
verb agreement, there were only 9 applicationstifieth as error. However,
the subject needed to improve the subject’s abdityEnglish especially on
subject-verb agreement, because the systematicitysewere dominated by
pre-systematic errors, which meant that the sulbjadttendency of guessing.
4. Subject no. 4
The subject-verb agreement applications found ihbjedt’'s paragraph were 15
applications, and 8 applications were identifiectasrs,
a. Grammatical errors on subject-verb agreement
- Omissions
Omission cases were 7 applications. And they waried.
0 2 omissions of plural and auxiliary verb on passgatence and they have
the same pattern. The subject was unaware of tipngreenent of plural and
auxiliary verb, so the subject omitted the marke&xs. in “Many negative
effect that caused by bicycle,” which should be fiianegative effectshat
arecaused by bicycle.”
o 4 omissions of 8 person verb marker and they have the same pafteen.
subject was unaware of the requirement'®p&rson verb markerg/-e3. As
in “Bicycle do not put outside monoxide carbon,”igfhshould be “Bicycle

does not put outside monoxide carbon,”
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o And 1 omission of auxiliary verlds). As in “The maximum speed if we
ride bicycle 30km/hours,” which should be “The nmmaxim speed if we ride
bicycle is30km/hours.”

-1 misformation (Archi-form) of § person singular verb. As in “Every
person in their home have bicycle,” which should“Beery person in their
home has bicycle.”

b. Systematicity errors on subject-verb agreement

From the identified errors on subject-verb agrednabove, the systematicity
errors were 2 found.

- Pre-systematic error

There was only 1 case found in pre-systematic estage. There was the
omission of auxiliary verbig). The subject seemed not unaware of the
requirement of auxiliary verb within the sentenbecause in some clear
requirements of auxiliary verb, the subject addeds$ in “Bicycle is ...” or
“because it is smaller than ...” Moreover, the subjeould not give
explanation or correction.

- | Systematic errors

There were 7 cases found in systematic error stagkthey were varied.

0 4 omissions of @ person marker. The writer identified those ernvese
on systematic error stage because the subject theenhfinitive verb only.

There was no application off ®erson marker within the paragraph.
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5.

o0 2 omissions of plural and auxiliary verb. The writdentified that they
were on systematic stage because they had thestemn. It seemed that the
subject failed to add plural and auxiliary verb kear

o 1 misformation (archi-form)'8person singular verb. The subject failed to
use correct form of verb because the subject uskedni of verb, the writer
could conclude that because he could not founfpaegence of “has”

c.  Conclusion

From the description above, it seemed that theestlijad good ability on
subject-verb agreement application. Because of$happlications of subject-
verb agreement, there only 8 applications weretifieth as errors. The errors
were dominated by systematic errors, and if thgestildid not improve the
comprehension on subject agreement applicatiom the subject would be
guessing on the application of subject-verb agre¢me

Subjectno 5

The subject-verb agreement applications found ihj&dt’'s paragraph were 12

applications, and 5 applications were identifiedea®rs, whereas 1 application

was identified as mistake.

a. Grammatical erroren subject-verb agreement

The grammatical errors on the subject came upfanBs, they were:

- Omission

The case of omission came up only in 1 case, wiscthe omission of

auxiliary verb. As in “The trend of the emergendeirdernet addiction for
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student,” which should be “The trend of the emecgeof internet iddiction
for student,” the subject failed to identify andattd auxiliary verb.

- Misformation

The cases were 4 errors and they were varied.

o Misformation (archi-form)

1 case on misformation (archi form) was found ie text. It occurred when
the subject failed to use the correct form and ukedvrong one. As in “But,
internet have negative impact on student,” whicbusth be “But, internet has
negative impact on student.”

o Misformation (alternating form)

3 cases on alternating form were found and they waried.

= 2 alternating form on wrong tense cases. The wféiged to use correct
tense and alternate it with the wrong one, whetieasubjects were told that
the tense should be used was simple present t&ase.“The trend ... which
resulted in lost track of time,” where the correnise was altered with simple
past tense.

= 1 alternating form of passive sentence. The sulfgéled to apply passive
sentence rule whereas the subject wanted to madessive sentence. As in
“...photos or films usually save students in the d@gt which should be
“...photos or films_araisually savedby students in the laptop.”

o Misordering

The case was only 1 found. It occurred becaussubgct ability on English

was highly influenced by subject’s second langu@@ghasa Indonesia). So
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when the subject actually wanted to make this seete(melalui) internet

menyerangmu dengan ...,” the subject put a word (timpin the beginning

of the sentence, instead of going straight to maksentence with word
“internet” as the beginning of the sentence. Andnthlihe subject became
confused when the subject came in the middle okdmtence, and finally the
subject made misordered sentence. As in “Secomdugh internet various

you charge a sexual material, violence, etc.” whsttould be “Second,

internet charges you with a sexual material, vioéeretc.”

b. Systematicity errors on subject-verb agreement

From the identified errors on subject-verb agrednadove, 2 systematicity
error stages were found.

- Pre-systematic errors

They occurred in various cases, such as:

0 1 omission of auxiliary verb. This case was idéadifon pre-systematic
error stage because the subject was confused afwrissentence, and more
over the subject could not give explanation orection.

o 3 alternating forms, they were varied.

= 2 alternating forms of wrong tense. This occurretduse the student
failed to use correct tense and they were idedtiba pre-systematic error
stage because the subject could not give explanaticorrection.

= And 1 alternating form of passive sentence. Thererccurred because the

student used active sentence rule in order to Bopassive sentence.
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6.

o And 1 misordering error of structure. The error waentified on pre-
systematic error stage because the subject couldgine explanation or
correction.

- ' Post-systematic error

This case was only found in 1 application, whicmisformation (archi-form)
on 39 person singular verb. The case was identifiecost-8ystematic error or
mistake because the subject failed to apply theecbrule whereas the subject
applied the rule in some similar subject-verb agre® sentence, as in
“Internet has many...” or “Internet actually has many

c. Conclusion

The subject’s knowledge on subject-agreement nubess good actually, but if
the writer went back to the errors, which the esrawere dominated by the
stage of pre-systematic error. Then the subject misvorried, because when
the subject wrote a sentence, the subject was sedfan the rules he must
apply within a sentence. And when the subject veedused, he had tendency
of guessing the rule he applied.

Subject no. 6

The subject-verb agreement applications found ibjedi's paragraph were 40

applications, and 15 applications were identifisccaors.

a. Grammatical errors on subject-verb agreement
The grammatical errors found within the paragrageacoming up in 2 form,
they are:

- - Omission
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Omission cases came up in 11 applications of stibrb agreement. And
they came up in varied cases.

o Omissions of % person verb marker were 7 errors found. It occlirre
because the subject was unaware of the requirenfiéfitperson verb marker
(-s/-e9. As in “The flood make people misery,” which shibbe “The flood
makespeople misery.”

0 Omission of plural marker was only found 1. It oced because the
subject was unaware of the requirement of plurakeraAs in “... almost in
the region of Indonesia there are rain,” which $ttdae “... almost in all the
regionsof Indonesia there are raihs

o Omissions of auxiliary verb were 2 errors foundodturred because the
subject was unaware of the requirement of auxilieeyb in the passive
sentence. As in “... the trees cut down,” which stcag “... the trees areut
down.”

o Omission of auxiliary verb was 1 error found. .ottcurred because the
subject was unaware of the requirement of auxiliaesb {s). As in “I think
the government busy with many problem,” which sdobk “I think the
government idusy with many problems.”

- Misformation

Misformation errors were 4 errors found and theyemearied:

0 Archi-form

Misformations of &' person singular verb were 2 found. They occurred

because the subject used a certain form althouglrdirect form is needed,

37



and 2 errors had similar pattern. As in “Indoneésia tropical that have heavy
rainfall,” where the sentence should be “Indonésia tropical that haeavy
rainfall.”

0 Alternating form

Alternating form errors were 2 found and they weaged.

= Alternating form of pronoun. The subject altered gronoun with adverb.
As in “As a tropical country Indonesia just hasv@glittle place to absorb
water, thereare located in the big city like: Surabaya, Bargjulakarta, etc.,”
which should be “As a tropical country, Indonesiatjhas (have) little place
to absorb water, and theye located in the big cities like: Surabaya, Bany
Jakarta, etc.”

= Alternating form of tense. It occurred because shbject used wrong
marker to alternate the correct marker. As in “Batv, many of the forests in
Indonesia was cut down,” when the subject shoulel asxiliary verb for
simple presentafe) to make correct sentence “But now, many of thedts in
Indonesia areut down.”

b. Systematicity errors on subject-verb agreement

From the identified errors on subject-verb agrednadove, 2 systematicity
error stages were found.

- Pre-systematic error

The errors were found in 4 applications and thesewaried.

o Omission of plural marker was 1 and the omissioafiliary verb was 1.

The 2 applications were identified on pre-systematror stage because the
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subject was unaware of the requirement of the Xenar And moreover, the
subject could not give any explanation or correctmthe both sentence.

o An alternating form of pronoun and an alternatiogr of auxiliary verb.
The 2 applications were identified as pre-systerratiors because the subject
could not give any explanation or correction fag tioth sentences.

- Systematic error

The errors were found in 11 applications and theyewaried.

0 Omission

Omission cases on systematic error stage weredvdiiey were:

= 7 omissions of "8 person verb markerg(-e3. It was obvious that they
were identified on systematic error stage becalhsg have similar pattern,
that the subject only used infinitive verb evenutjo the & person verb
markers were required.

= 2 omissions of auxiliary verb in passive sentefidey were identified on
systematic error stage because they had simil&erpaand occurred because
the subject was unaware of the requirement of @uyilverb in passive
sentence within the sentence.

o 2 misformations were identified on systematic estage because they
have similar pattern. They both used one form ob\ieave even though the
sentences needed another form (has).

c. Conclusion

From the description above, it seemed that theestlhjad good ability on

subject-verb agreement application. Because opglications of subject-verb
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7.

agreement, there only 15 applications were idertiis errors and the errors
were dominated by systematic errors, which meattttte subject had already
found a rule, although they were wrong rules. Tihigiext needed to improve
the ability on English especially on subject vegbement rules.

Subject no. 7

The subject-verb agreement applications found ihjedt’'s paragraph were 13

applications, and 6 applications were identifiectasrs.

a. Grammatical errors on subject-verb agreement

The grammatical errors found within the paragramgne coming up in 2
forms, they are:
- Simple addition
The simple addition cases came up in various cases there were 4
applications.
o0 1 simple addition of present participle
It occurred because the subject added presentipéetmarker {ing) to the
verb which should not be added with any markerinrA®1any people playing
game online,” in which the sentence should be “Maepple play online
game.”
o0 2 simple additions of auxiliary verb.
It occurred because the subject added auxiliarly wdrereas the marker was
not needed. One of them was “Game online are givasy bad effects on
users,” in which the sentence should be “Online games many bad effects

on users.”
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o 1 simple addition of tense.

It occurred because the subject seemed to haveisionfto put the right
tense, so the subject put both simple present esgEpt progressive together,
in ' which in this case, the correct tense was sippbsent. As in “... they are
do not doing anything except playing game onlin&ichk the sentence should
be “... they do not do anything except playing onijaene”

- -Misformation on subject-verb agreement

Misformation cases came up in various cases amd there 2 applications.

0 1 Archi-form case

It occurred because the subject used object promstead of subject pronoun
to form a subject. As in “If them forget to studyyhich the sentence should
be “If they forget to study.”

o0 1 alternating form of tense

It occurred because the subject simply failed ®the correct verb within the
sentence, and moreover the subject had tendengsirtg present progressive
tense. The sentence which should be “if we oftery pl.” was altered into “If
we are often playing ...”

b. Systematicity errors on subject-verb agreement

From the identified errors on subject-verb agrednadove, 2 systematicity
error stages were found.

- Pre-systematic error

The error was only 1 found, and it was the misfdroma (archi-form) of

pronoun. It occurred because the subject was cedfts determine what the
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pronoun he should use and the subject did notzeedhe error. This was
confirmed by the previous sentence which used bigemoun. As in “... or
give thempunishment if thenfiorget to study”

- | Systematic error

These errors came up in various cases.

o 2 simple addition of auxiliary verb, they were itléad as systematic
error because they have similar pattern.

o 1 simple addition of present participle markand), simple addition of
tense, and alternating form of tense were identidie systematic error because
they were wrong because the subject had tendenagiing present participle
marker.

o 1 simple addition of tense and 1 alternating fofrtense was identified on
systematic error stage because they had simileerpatvhich was the using of
present progressive tense.

c. Conclusion

From the description above, it seemed that theestlljad good ability on
subject-verb agreement application. Because oppBcations of subject-verb
agreement, there only 6 applications were idewtifis errors. But if the writer
went back to the systematic errors dominating thierg then we must be
worried. Because the subject had tendency to use tense (present

progressive tense) although another tense wasreequi
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8.

Subject no. 8

The subject-verb agreement applications found ibj&dt’'s paragraph were 16

applications, and 8 applications were identifiecgtasrs.

a. Grammatical errors on subject-verb agreement

The whole grammatical errors found within the paagh were coming up in
1 form only, which is omission errors, but they @anp in various cases:

: -3 Omissions 8 person verb markerg/-e3

They occurred because the subject was unaware aktjuirement '3 person
verb marker and also the subject had tendency iafy usfinitive verb only.
One of the examples was “But facebook also giveatiegimpact,” which the
sentence should be “But facebook also givegative impact.”

- 3 Omissions of plural marker

They occurred because the subject was unawarezaketfuirement of plural
marker. As in “There are many crime because of dack,” which the
sentence should be “There are many cribexsause of facebook.”

- Omission of auxiliary verbdoeg

It occurred because the subject was unaware ofetipgirement of auxiliary
verb @oeg, as in “Facebook not only give positive impactyhich the
sentence should be “Facebook donetsonly give positive impact.”

- - Omission of auxiliary verhig)

It occurred because the subject was unaware ofetfpgirement of auxiliary

verb, as in “The distance we open or watch facehaothe computer less
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from 30 centimeters,” which the sentence shouldTihe distance we open or

watch facebook on computerless than 30 centimeter.”

b. Systematicity errors on subject-verb agreement

From the identified errors on subject-verb agrednadove, 2 systematicity

error stages were found.

- Pre-systematic error

The writer identified 2 errors which on pre-systémarror stage, and they
were varied. But they came from the same basicchwitihe subject was

unaware of the requirement of a certain item.

o In omission of auxiliary verb, the subject was uaeavof the requirement

of auxiliary verb (loeg to form a correct sentence.

o In omission of auxiliary verb, the subject was uaesvof the requirement

of auxiliary verb (s) within the sentence to form the correct 1.

- Systematic error

The writer identified 6 errors which on systemadrcor stage, and they were
varied. But they came from the same basic, whiehstibject was unaware of
the requirement of a certain item and they weratitied on systematic error

stage because they had similar pattern.

o In 3 omissions of " person verb markerg/-e3, the writer was unaware

of the requirement to add®®erson verb marker to the infinitive verb to form
a correct sentence.

o In 3 omissions of plural marker, the writer waswaee of the requirement

of plural marker to form a correct sentence.
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9.

c. Conclusion

From the description above, it seemed that theestitljad good ability on
subject-verb agreement application. Because oppécations of subject-verb
agreement, there only 8 applications were idewtifis errors. But it seemed
that the subject often did fatal mistake by omgitiital item in order to form a
correct sentence.

Subject no. 9

The subject-verb agreement applications found ibje&dt's paragraph were 7

applications, and 5 applications were identifiectasrs.

a. Grammatical errors on subject-verb agreement

The grammatical errors found within the paragragmre coming up in
various cases.
- 3 Archi-form cases
They occurred because the subject only used 1 @drverb when another
form was required. As in “the internet hageme positive and negative
impacts” which the sentence should be “the intehmetsome positive and
negative impacts.”
- 1 alternating form of tense
It occurred because the subject failed to applyciwect tense that he had
been told before. So that, instead of using singpésent tense, the subject
altered it with present progressive tense. Soittsead of forming “... what
our children browse in the internet,” the subjextied “... what our children

are browsing in the internet.”
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-1 misordering error
It occurred because the subject misordered thecsesmt as in “almost. of

students knowledge gétom internet” which the sentence should be “alimos

of students get knowleddem internet.”

b. Systematicity errors on subject-verb agreement

From the identified errors on subject-verb agrednadove, all errors were

identified on pre-systematic stage, but they wenged:

- Misformation (archi-form) of *§ person singular verb

In previous identification, the first sentence whis “Because the internet
have some negative ...,” were identified as postesgatic error or mistake,

because when the subject was asked to make corretiie subject was able
to identify and correct it, then the sentence bexdRecause the internet has
some negative ...” but in the next 2 sentence, thgestiwas failed to identify

the error, and even in second sentence which wasriternet have some

positive and negative ...,” the subject made wrongewbion, because the

previous sentence was right, which is “... internat l'some positive and
negative ...” In conclusion, the writer conclude thhé subject was still
guessing the rule he used within those sentenakshanwriter identified the
errors are on pre-systematic error stage.

- Alternating form of tense

The error occurred because the subject failed pbyape correct tense that he

had been told before, which was simple presenteteAsd moreover, the

subject could not give any explanation or correctio
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-1 misordering error
The error was identified on pre-systematic errorcaose the subject
misordered the sequence of the sentence and moydobeesubject could not
give any explanation or correction.
c.. Conclusion
From the description above, it seemed that theestldjad confusion in
applying subject-verb agreement rules. Because a$ulfject-agreement
applications, there were 5 applications identifederror and all of them were
identified as pre-systematic error. That meant ghbject had tendency of
guessing because the subject was confused onléheich must be applied.
10. Subject no. 10
The subject-verb agreement applications found ibjedt’'s paragraph were 9
applications, and 6 applications were identifieetasrs.
a. Grammatical errors on subject-verb agreement
The grammatical errors found within the paragrane 6 and they were
coming up in 3 forms, they were:
-4 omissions of 8 person verb markers(-e3
The errors occurred because the student was unaivére requirement of'3
person verb marker, so the subject used infintied only whereas another
form of verb was required, as in “Firstly, TV gigeshow,” which the sentence
should be “Firstly, TV givea show.”

-1 simple addition of present participle markénd)
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The error occurred because the subject was falege infinitive verb which
was the correct rule, and then the subject addesept participle marker to
form a verb. As in “..., if we watchinfunny show at TV,” which the sentence
should be ..., if we watch funny show on TV.”

-1 misformation of (archi-form)'3person singular verb

The error occurred because the subject was failedé the correct form of%3
person singular verthég. As in “..., because TV hawaany benefit,” which
the sentence should be “..., because TVrharsy benefits.”

b. Systematicity errors on subject-verb agreement

From the identified errors on subject-verb agrednadove, all errors were
identified on systematic error stage, but they werged:

- 4 Omissions of 8 person verb marker<(-e3

The errors were identified on systematic erroretagcause they had the same
pattern, which was the using of infinitive verb wh&° person verb marker
should be added to form a correct verb.

- 1 simple addition of present participle markénd)

The error was identified as systematic error bezdls subject had tendency
of adding present participle marker on a certairb @vatch) whenever the
writer wanted to give stressing on the particuletivity, because the writer
identified similar application in some occasions,im@ “watching TV we can
get” or “watching TV also make.”

-1 misformation of (archi-form)3person singular verb
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The error was identified as systematic error bezdls writer referred to the
some previous analysis on some subjects, thaindlgsas was concluding that
the same errors were identified on systematic estage. And then the writer
concluded that the error was systematic because ktievledge was
influenced by previous subjects and moreover, gram verb was popular in
the class.
c.  Conclusion
From the description above, it seemed that theestlljad good ability on
subject-verb agreement application. Because alheferrors were identified
on systematic error stage, it meant that the stubgs known some rules. But
the subject’s ability on English was influenced $ybject’s friends, which
meant that the subject’s ability was not indepehdé#nwas depending on
friends.
11. Subject no. 11
The subject-verb agreement applications found ibjedt's paragraph were 6
applications, and 3 applications were identifiectasrs.
a. Grammatical errors on subject-verb agreement
The grammatical errors found within the paragrane 6 and they were
coming up in 1 form, which is omission error. Thegre:
- -2 Omission cases of explative marker
The errors occurred because the subject was unasfdhe requirement of
plural marker, as in “And still many other,” whidhe sentence should be

“And therearestill many others
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- Omission of auxiliary verhig)

The error occurred because the subject was unawfaitee requirement of
auxiliary verb, as in “The forest very useful,” whithe sentence should be
“The forest isvery useful to.”

b. Systematicity errors

From the identified errors on subject-verb agrednadrove, the errors were
identified on pre-systematic and systematic enages, and they were:

- Pre-systematic error stage on the omission of iaunyiverb

The error was identified on pre-systematic erragstbecause the subject was
unaware of the requirement of auxiliary verb, anateover the subject could
not give any explanation or correction to the secdte

- Systematic error stage on 2 omission cases of ixplaarker

The errors were identified on systematic error estgcause the subject was
unaware of the requirement of plural marker, andeoeer they have the
same pattern which is the using of Bahasa Indorstgiature to the sentence
where expletive expressiothére+bg does not exist.

c. Conclusion

From the description above, it seemed that theesulljas good ability on
subject-verb agreement application. Because ofpficabions of subject-verb
agreement, there were only 3 applications idewtif#s errors. The errors
seemed to be influenced by subject’s second largweigich is Bahasa
Indonesia, whereas the rule between English anddamdonesia is slightly

different.
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12.  Subject no. 12
The subject-verb agreement applications found ibj&dt's paragraph were 17
applications, and 8 applications were identifiedea®rs, whereas 1 application
was identified as mistake.
a. Grammatical errors on subject-verb agreement
- Omission
0 -1 omission of expletive marker
The errors occurred because the subject was unavfdhe requirement of
expletive marker, whereas the item must be predeimeorder to form a
proper sentence. One of them was “And still mamgis,” which the sentence
should be “And there are still many others”
0 1 omission of plural marker
The errors occurred because the subject was unavfdhe requirement of
plural marker, whereas the item must be presemeatder to form a proper
sentence. As in “Usually many tourist come to seg which the sentence
should be “Usually many tourist®me to see ...”
- Simple addition
o 1 simple addition of '8 person verb marker
The error occurred because the subject adtfaueBson verb marker when the
presence of the item was not necessary. The sent@ihe protect animals

lives in a zoo,” should be “The preserved animiais in a zoo.”
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o 1 simple addition ofo infinitive marker

The error occurred because the subject added iwtivé marker when the
presence of the item was not necessary. The sentéhe labourers to give
animal the foods,” should be “The labourers givienah the foods.”

- _Misformation

0 2 archi-form cases

= - Misormation of & person singular verb. The error occurred because t
subject used one form of verbalyg, whereas the proper form was required
(has). As in “Indonesia have many animals,” whibk sentence should be
“Indonesia has many animals.”

= Misformation of auxiliary verb. The error occurrbdcause the subject use
one form of auxiliary verbig), whereas another form was requirede]. As

in “Animals is very important ...,” which the sentenshould be “Animals are
very important ...”

o 3 alternating form cases

= Alternating form of passive marker. Instead of gspassive marker to
form a correct sentence, the subject altered h witinfinitive marker. So that,
the sentence “In the zoo, the animal to get atwayaborers,” should be “In
the zoo, the animal is taken cdmglaborers.”

= Alternating form of auxiliary verb maker. The sutijeltered auxiliary
verb (do) with auxiliary verb marker (is). So thethe sentence “... the
animals is not get the food every times,” should.bethe animals do not get

the food every times.”
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= Alternating form of expletive marker. The subjelteged “there are” with
“that”, the subject was unaware if the sentenceired expletive verb marker.
Then the sentence “so that many bacteria,” shoeldsb there are many
bacteria.”

b. Systematicity errors on subject-verb agreement

From the identified errors on subject-verb agrednadove, the errors came
up in three stages, they are:

- Pre-systematic error

All errors that were on pre-systematic error haieilar reason. That the
subject was confused that certain item must beepted in order to form a
proper sentence. Moreover, the subject could ne¢ giny explanation or
correction to the sentences.

- Systematic error

The archi-form of auxiliary verb and alternatingrfoof auxiliary verb marker
were identified on systematic stage because theg sianilar pattern, that the
subject has tendency to use a certain auxiliary ¢sy.

- ' “Post-systematic error

The omission of plural marker was identified ontpostematic stage because
the subject was unaware of the requirement of plorarker, whereas the

subject presented the plural marker in several ggr@gcasions. As in

have many animals,” or in “still many others.”
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c. Conclusion
From the description above, the writer concludeat the subject’s ability on
applying subject-verb agreement rules should beawen. 17 applications on
subject-verb agreement were found and 9 of thene wantified as errors.
Moreover, the errors were dominated by pre-systenetor stage, which
meant that the subject had tendency of guessingjsBngiles, especially on
subject-verb agreement rules.
13.  Subject no. 13
The subject-verb agreement applications found ibje&dt's paragraph were 3
applications, and all of them were identified a®es.
a. Grammatical errors on subject-verb agreement
The grammatical errors found within the paragrane 3 and they were
coming up in 2 forms, and they were varied.
- 1 omission case of%person verb marker
The error occurred because the student was unaf/dne requirement of'3
person verb marker, as in “Because forest makeathelean,” which the
sentence should be “Because forest makes theeain.¢l
- 2 misformation errors (archi-form)
The errors occurred because the student used 1dbrerb fave whereas
the correct form was required. As in “Indonesiaémany forest,” which the

sentence should be “Indonesia Inaany forests.”
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b. Systematicity errors on subject-verb agreement

From the identified errors on subject-verb agredrabove, all errors came up
in 2 form, they were:

- Pre-systematic error stage on the omissioragf&son verb marker

The error was identified on pre-systematic erragstbecause the subject was
unaware of the requirement of? erson verb marker, and moreover the
subject could not give any explanation or correctmthe sentence.

- Systematic error

2 omissions were identified on systematic errogetaecause the errors have
the same pattern, and they occurred because tenstused 1 form of verb
(have when the correct formh@g was required.

c. Conclusion

From the description above, the writer conclude tha subject’s ability on
applying subject-verb agreement rules should berowen. Because 3
applications were found, all of them were identfees error.

Subject no 14

The subject-verb agreement applications found ihjédt’'s paragraph were 17

applications, and 4 applications were identifiedea®rs, and 1 application was

identified as mistake.

a. Grammatical errors on subject-verb agreement
The grammatical errors found within the paragreygine 5 and they were

coming up in 2 forms, and they were varied.
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- Omission

1 omission of auxiliary verb occurred because tinedlent was unaware that
the student omitted auxiliary verdd) which should be presented in order to
form a correct sentence. The sentence “... and stsideften not pay
attention,” should become “... and students oftemakypay attention.”

- Misformation

Misformation came in various cases

o 2 archi-form cases oi%erson singular verb

They occurred because the subject used one fornertf have, whereas
another form ltag was required in order to form a correct senteibels the
sentence “Laptop hawemany uses,” should be “Laptop many uses.”

o 2 Alternating form cases

The cases were varied.

= Alternating form of passive marker

The error occurred because the subject use activiersce rule in order to
form a passive sentence. The sentence “But lapsopften abusing by
students,” should become “But laptop is often ablusestudents.”

= Alternating form of tense

The error occurred because the subject used inppat® tense whereas the
writer has informed the tense should be used iplsipresent tense. So that
the sentence “... but many students are abusing,lldhibecome “... but

many students abuse.”
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b. Systematicity errors on subject-verb agreement

From the identified errors on subject-verb agrednadaove, the errors came
up in two stages, they are:

- | Systematic error

The cases came up in various applications.

o Misformation (archi-form) of 8 person singular verb.

The two cases occurred because the student usedmil df verb have
whereas the correct forrhdsg was required.

0 Misformation (alternating form)

Alternating form of passive marker and alternafimgn of tense occurred and
were identified as systematic error because thelydmailar pattern that the
student has tendency of using present progressinge t

- Post-systematic error on omission case of auxikanp

The error was identified as mistake because thdestuvas unaware that the
student had omitted auxiliary vertid) which should be presented in order to
form a correct answer, whereas the student did amoit it in another
application. As in the sentence “When the studdatsot like...”

c.. Conclusion

From the description above, it seemed that theestibgs very good ability on
subject-verb agreement application. Because opplications of subject-verb
agreement, there only 4 applications were identif@s errors and 1

application was identified as mistake. It seemeat the student needed to
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improve the knowledge of application of rules, hesathe subject seemed
confused about some rules.
15.  Subject no. 15
The subject-verb agreement applications found ibjedt’'s paragraph were 13
applications, and 7 applications were identifieceasrs, and 2 applications were
identified as post-systematic error or mistake.
a. Grammatical errors on subject-verb agreement
The grammatical errors found within the paragreygihe 9 and they were
coming up in 3 forms, and they were varied.
- Omission
The omissions were varied:
0 2 omission of auxiliary verb
The errors occurred because the subject was unaWwatethe subject had
omitted certain item that must be presented to fargorrect sentence. The
sentence “l agree if the students not allowed togocell phone...” which the
sentence should be “l agree if the students reoe allowed to bring cell
phone.”
o 1 omission of expletive marker
The errors occurred because the subject was unasfdhe requirement of
plural marker that should be presented. Thus théesee “But actually still
many the students who bring cell phone,” should'Bhat actually there are

still many the students who bring cell phone.”
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- Simple addition

5 errors came up in simple addition of presentigple marker. The student
was unaware that the subject had added a cerem that must not be
presented to form a correct sentence. The sentdricgtly, the students
sending a message,” should be “Firstly, the stigdeend a message.”

-1 misformation (archi-form)

The error occurred because the subject substifureskent auxiliary verb (do)
with past auxiliary verb (did). So the sentence éyhdidh’t think the
consequence,” should become “Theydthink the consequence.”

b. Systematicity errors on subject-verb agreement

From the identified errors on subject-verb agrednabove, all stages of
systematic errors were identified.

- Pre-systematic error

The error stage came up in various cases.

0 1 omission of expletive marker

The error was identified on systematic error sthgeause the subject was
unaware that expletive marker was required in orgdeform the correct
sentence.

o 1 Misformation of auxiliary verb

The stage of error came in misformation (archi-fperror of auxiliary verb.
The error occurred because the subject substipresknt auxiliary verb (do)
with past auxiliary verb (did). And moreover thebget could not give any

explanation or correction.
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- Systematic error
The 5 error cases occurred because they had sipatéern, which was the
subject had tendency of adding present participlrker to form verb.
Because in other improper occasions the subjedit thid. As in “ ... process
learning and teaching can disturbihgy in “The students will be lazy to
- . 2 post-systematic errors on omission of auxiliagyv
The mistakes occurred because the subject was uvmdhat a certain item
must be presented in order to form a correct septen
c. Conclusion
From the description above, it seemed that theestibj knowledge on
subject-agreement rules should be improved. Moredfie subject had
tendency of adding present participle marker tanfa verb whereas the
marker was not required.
16.  Subject no. 16
The subject-verb agreement applications found ihjédt’'s paragraph were 12
applications, and 5 applications were identifiedea®rs, and 1 application was
identified as post-systematic error or mistake.
a. Grammatical errors on subject-verb agreement
The grammatical errors found within the paragragne 6 and they were
coming up in 2 forms, and they were varied.
- Omission

o 4 Omission of % person verb markerg/-e3
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The errors occurred because the subject omitfepeBson verb marker, as in
“When a student do the test,” which the sentenceilshbe “When a student
doesthe test.”

0 1 omission of auxiliary verhs).

The error occurred because the subject was undhatréhe sentence required
auxiliary verb. The sentence “Cheating very danggfoshould be “Cheating
is very dangerous.”

- Misformation (Alternating form)

1 error of misformation occurred because the siihjee active sentence rule
in order to form a passive sentence. The sentehtany negative impact
cause cheating,” which the sentence should be “M@ygative impacts _are
causedrom cheating.”

b. Systematicity errors on subject-verb agreement

From the identified errors on subject-verb agrednadove, all errors stage
were identified, they were:

- Pre-systematic error stage on misformation of passentence

It occurred because the subject use active sentemedan order to form a
passive sentence. And moreover the subject couldine any explanation or
correction.

- Systematic error

The systematic error came up in various cases.

0 4 omissions of 8 person verb marker
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The errors were identified on systematic error estagcause they have similar
pattern, that the subject had tendency to useiiivénverb, whereas the verb
required &' person verb marker to form a correct verb.
- 1 post-systematic error on omission on auxiliampve
The mistake occurred because the subject was uedhaira certain item in a
sentence must be presented, whereas in other sioakes, the item was

presented. As in “Cheating during a test is disathgeous” or “cheating is
behavior ...”

c. Conclusion

From the description above, it seemed that theesulljad good ability on
subject-verb agreement application. Because oppHcations of subject-verb
agreement, there only 5 applications were ideutif@s errors and 1
application was identified as mistake. The subje$s good knowledge on
using subject-verb agreement rules, because suigecalready known some
of the rules. But the knowledge was still needethéamproved to make the
knowledge perfect.

Subject no. 17

The subject-verb agreement applications found ibjedi's paragraph were 14

applications, and 5 applications were identifieceasrs, and 4 applications were

identified as mistake.

a. Grammatical errors on subject-verb agreement
The grammatical errors found within the paragregne 6 and they were

coming up in 2 forms, and they were varied.
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- Omission

o 4 omissions of 8 person verb markers(-e9

They occurred because the subject omitt&dp8rson verb marker. One of
them is “It unite all member of family ...,” which shld be “It unitesall
members of family ...”

o 1 omission of auxiliary verb

The error occurred because the subject was unawfattee requirement of
auxiliary verb marker. This sentence “The telewisane of most important
device,” should become “The televisionoige of most important device.”

o 1 omission of plural marker and verb

The error occurred because the subject was unawfaitee requirement of
plural marker and verb in order to form a corremitence. Then the sentence
“, many negative effect from watching TV,” shoulddome “, many negative
effects come from watching TV.”

- 1 simple addition of present participle

The error occurred because the subject added preasitiple marker (ng),
although the infinitive verb was required. Then #sntence “If many child
watching TV ...,” should become “If many children wiatTV ...”

- Misformation (Alternating form)

The errors were varied:

o An alternating form case of passive marker

The errors occurred because in order to form aimsentence, the subject

used active sentence rule. One of them is “Actusidéychild do not allow see
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film ...,” and the sentence should be “Actually theld is not allowed to see
film ...”

o 1 alternating form of verb

The error occurred because the subject was contifdbeé rule, and moreover
the error occurred when the subject was trying &ixencorrection on previous
sentence. So the sentence “... televisioma@ny program ...,” should be “...
television_hasnany programs ...”

b. Systematicity errors on subject-verb agreement

From the identified errors on subject-verb agredrabove, the errors were on
three stages, they were:

- Pre-systematic error

This stage has various cases.

o 1 omission of plural marker and verb, and 1 omisb auxiliary verb.
These errors occurred because the subject was tmévad certain item must
be presented in order to make a correct sentence.

o 1 alternating form of verb. The error occurred hseathe subject was
confused of the rule, and moreover the error oecuwhen the subject was
trying to make correction on previous sentence.

- Systematic error

The stage has various cases.

o An alternating form case of passive marker. Therenere identified on

systematic error stage because they have simittgrpawhich is the errors
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4.2

occurred because in order to form a passive semtdine subject used active
sentence rule.

o 1 simple addition of present participle marker. Ener was identified on
systematic error stage because the subject haerneypdf adding present
participle marker to a certain vervdtch). The writer identified similar case
in an improper application. As in “... just to watobi”

- . Post-systematic error

This stage was on 4 omissions df person verb marker-/-e9. They
occurred because the subject was unaware thatitijecs omitted 8 person
verb marker, the subject only use infinitive vedoform a verb. They were
identified because in other proper application, subject didn’'t omit the
marker. As in “Television provides ...,” or “watchifi¢/ harms.”

c. Conclusion

From the description above, it seemed that theestlijas good ability on
subject-verb agreement application. Because of pdlications, there 5
applications were identified as errors, whereapglieations were identified
as mistake. It seemed that the subject has litlreness, because the subject

made many mistakes. The unawareness might besuk o many things.

Discussions

There were 113 errors in subject-verb agesgnapplications found on

written English produced by figrade students of MAN 3 Tulungagung. Four

types of error based on Surface Strategy TaxonogmbDblay et al. (1982)

appeared in the subject-agreement applicationgernms of grammatical error
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types, the finding of this study was similar to fivst previous study conducted
by Dicka Anindita (2012) , in which the error wawmigsion in the first place, then

it was followed by misformation errors, then additi and misordering. But the

finding of this study was slightly different frorhat of the second previous study
conducted by Vibria Sani (2008), in which misforioaterrors were dominating

the finding, then it was followed by omission, migering, and then addition in

the last place.

In terms of second problem of the studys @tudy was different from two
previous studies, in which this study was to idgnthe sistematicity errors
produced by learner. Because by identifying thetesyatic errors, the writer
would be able to know learner's mastery on Engéspecially on subject-verb
agreement application. Whereas the first previdugdyss second problem was to
know the source of errors of learner and the seqmedious study’s second
problem was to know the cause of errors of leariiée following was the

discussion of this study, which were sistematieitors.

4.2.1 Pre-systematic error

At this stage, the learner is not awarergf alle and he has tendencies of
guessing the rules. Then Corder (1973, p. 272) #aats"“In pre-systematic
stage, since he has not realized that there istarayor what its function is, he
can neither correct his error nor say what his lgrabis.” Then the finding
would be clear that the basic explanation of piesyatic error is when
learner could not give any explanation or correctis in pre-systematic

error stage on subject number 12, that all erroas Wwere on pre-systematic
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error have similar reason. That the subject wasusewl that certain item must
be presented in order to form a proper sentenceedder, the subject could
not give any explanation or correction to the seres because he was
guessing on the rules. As in Omission on expletizaker there+bg in the
sentence “And still many others”, the subject wast nealized that expletive
marker was needed in order to form a correct seatéAnd there are still

many others.”

4.2.2 Systematic error

The systematic error is a stage when theégaapplied wrong rule of
language, he could give explanation but he coutccaoect the error because
it was the wrong rule. As Corder (1973, p. 271-298)s “when he had begun
to discover the function of these markings, he woahter the stage of
systematic errors,” then Corder adds in “in syst#&mnerror stage he cannot
correct his error but he can give some explanaifomhat he was aiming at or
trying to do.” Then the writer concluded that teisor has pattern or a certain
rule, but since the rule was wrong, then the leacoeld not give correction
but the learner could give explanation of what laes wying to do.

As in systematic error stage on subject rem@) there were 7 omissions
of 3 person verb markerg/-e3. It was obvious that they were identified on
systematic error stage because they have simiterpathat the subject only
used infinitive verb even though th& Person verb marker was required to
form correct sentence. One of them was “The floamkenpeople misery,”

which the sentence should be “The flood makesple misery.” In these
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cases, the writer tried to identify the patternhwitthe error to determine the
stage.

On theother hand, if the writer could not find any pattevithin these
identified errors, then the writer would try to rdigy similar pattern on certain
rule in one subject to determine the systematiorestage. As in the case of
subject number one, the case was one simple addmopresent participle
marker The subject’'s knowledge on simple additidnpresent participle
marker was identified on systematic error stagebse it was identified in the
same pattern that the student always adds preaeritiple marker{ng) on a
certain verb (watch), as in “The people who watgliior in“... suggestion to

watching.”

4.2.3 Post-systematic error or “mistake”

As Corder (1973) says that the learner waduddinconsistent on the
correct system, then the learner would reach pagematic error stage which
the opinion was confirmed by Ellis (1997) when dtates that mistakes
reflect occasional failure in performance and tbegur because of particular
factors, learners are unable to perform what thapwk Learners may
recognize the mistakes when they pay more attetdidimeir performance, but
sometimes they may not be able to correct themselVben the writer
confirmed that to identify mistake, the writer neddo make identification
until three times.

The first identification was when the writasked the subjects to do

correction on their own text. The writer found #iseample on subject number
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one’s case. The cases were 2 post-systematic déowond in the omission of
3 person verb marker. The subject's knowledge wastified on Post-
systematic error stage because the subject wae amahe application of 3
person verb maker if the subject came up in formprohoun. As in “It also
makes ... or “So, it makes...” So when the subject was askeddo
correction, then he was able to do it.

The second identification was on intervieesson. The case was if a
subject was not aware on first identification, tilea subject was able to make
correction after the writer asked him what is wravithin the sentence. As in
subject number fifteen’s case, which 2 post-systengarors on the omission
auxiliary verb. The mistakes occurred because thgest was unaware that a
certain item in the sentence must be presentedrdardo form a correct
sentence. One of them was “The students not alldwdxting a cell phone,”
which the sentence should be “The studentsnateallowed to bring a cell
phone”

The third identification was on writer’'s &yss himself, the identification
was done whenever there was any indication of amulse of certain rule,
and the rule was applied properly. As in post-sysi&c error on subject
number five and it was one misformation case (afmtm) on 3% person
singular verb. The case was identified on postesyatic error or mistake
because the subject failed to apply the correetwiiereas the subject applied
the rule in some similar subject-verb agreementesee, as in “Internet has

many...” or “Internet actually has many ...”
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CHAPTER V

CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTION

This chapter presents some conclusionsrigalith the analysis discussed in
chapter IV and this chapter also recommends somgestions that can be used

for interested parties.

5.1 Conclusion

There were 113 errors from 241 applicatiohsubject-verb agreement rules,
and the details were: 38 pre-systematic errorssy88matic errors, and 12 post-
systematic errors or mistake. The error was dorathay omission 59 errors, and
the next was misformation for 35 errors, then 1iorer of addition, and 2
misordering error. The grammatical errors on subjech agreement applications
were dominated by omission errors, which meant tthatsubject often omitted a
certain item that must be presented in order tsfarcorrect sentence, and the
errors were caused by the fact that the subjechdidknow that the item must be
presented. The misformation errors occurred wherstibject used improper item
when the proper item was needed, they occurredusedaie subject did not know
what correct item which must be presented. Addigorors occurred when the
subject added a certain item that should not beepted in a proper sentence, and
the cause were varied, some subjects was unawatetiiby had added the
improper item, then there were some subjects tlaat hendency of adding
improper item, and some others were unaware tleaitéhm must be presented.
And the last was misordering error. The error hapgdewhen the subject has
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misordered a correct structure, and the error oedubecause the subject was
confused about the way he should write the sentemoe when it came, the
subject used his second language rules.

The subjects’ mastery on subject-verb agesgmules was varied. But mostly
they have known some markings (rules) when the datimg systematicicy error
stage was systematic error. Although it was a syatie error, these markings
were improper or incorrect in order to form a geeatence and it was still, these
markings needed to be fixed and unfortunately, dhiejects did not know yet
about their system. The second largest error wassystematic error stage, as
Corder (1973, p. 272) says that “In pre-systenstage, since he has not realized
that there is a system or what its function iscée neither correct his error nor
say what his problem is.” Which meant that the scbagreement rules were not
be the part of subjects’ system (knowledge) yetthem the subject would have
tendency of using a certain rule randomly, becdhsesubjects were guessing.
Third systematicity error stage was post-systematior or mistake, and there
were some mistakes were identified. The mistakesroed because subjects were
lack of attention to their work, so the writer neddto do three times
identification.

Unfortunately, there was tendency of chaggtage, and it was systematic
error stage to pre-systematic error stage. It sedubecause the subject did not
know that they have particular system, it was knomimen the writer did an
interview to them, mostly they could not give exy@ton to the rules they

applied, and they were just using all the ruley thave in mind, and this could
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put them on pre-systematic error stage which m#aitthey were guessing in
applying subject-verb agreement rules. However,etfiers could be minimized
by giving them more explanation and practice to entlleir system better, so that

they have clear system and they could apply it grgp

5.2 Suggestions
As the significance written in first chapténe writer recommended some
suggestions to the following parties:
a. Students
After knowing the results of the study, the writerggests that the students
should study more on subject-verb agreement, becthes students or the
subjects have not realized that there are systen rttust be learnt and
mastered in order to minimize errors, and the sttedalso should pay more
attention to their work to avoid unnecessary missak
b. Teacher
The writer suggests that the teacher should giveermatiention to students’
grammar especially on subject-verb agreement, Isecdnere is a requirement
that students’ work should be clearly understoodheypeople who read it. So
it is vital to the students to have good masterygoammmar especially on
subject-verb agreement.
c. Researcher
By knowing the analysis, the writer has known tteire are a lot of errors
made by students. Thus the writer should realiaéttie learners made errors

were as part of learning process. And finally threw should realize that he
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should pay more attention to his works in ordernimimize errors and

unnecessary mistakes.

d. The next researcher

The writer only conducted a research on a smatlgfdenglish grammar. So,
it would be nice to suggest the next researcheducina research on larger
circumstance of English grammar. And also the wstgggests that the next
researcher should pay attention to mistakes inrdad@rovide deep analysis

on the data.
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APPENDIX

The writer used coding to make readers easily tieadoding of the appendix.

The followings are the explanation:

4. Letter S for Subject. “S. 1” meant that the subyeas subject number one
5. P for paragraph. “P. 2” meant that the error waatled on paragraph two.
6. L for line. “P. 3” meant that the error was located third line within a
certain paragraph.
The followings are the findings for each subject:

18.Subject no. 1

The subject-verb agreement applications found ihjedt’'s paragraph were 11
applications and 6 applications were error. Theyewé omission errors, 1
addition error, and 1 misformation error. And dleterrors were divided into 4

systematic errors, and 2 post-systematic errors.

Table 1. Subject number 1

No. | Code | Sentence Error types Case | @forrect Systematicity
error Sentence errors

3. S. 1, | Television Omission & person| Television Systematic
P.1, | present many verb presents
L.1 | programs marker many

programs

4 S.1, | The people whqg Simple Present The people Systematic
P. 1, | watching. addition participle - | who watch.
L.1

5. S.1, | But it have the| Misformatio | 37 person| But it has| Systematic
P, 1. | negative impact. | n Archi-form | singular negative
L.2 verb impact.
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6. S. 1, | It also make thg Omission & person| It also maked Post-
P, 2. | student to = be verb the student tq systematic
L.2 | lazy. marker be lazy.
7 S.1, | The television| Omission & person| The Systematic
P. 3, | give the people verb television
L.1 | suggestion. marker gives the
people
suggestion.
8 S.1, | So, it make g Omission 5 person| So, it makes Post-
P. 3, | habit in society. verb a habit in| systematic
L.1 marker society.

19.Subject no. 3

The subject-verb agreement applications found ihjedt’'s paragraph were 27
applications and 9 applications were error. Theyew8 omission errors, 3
addition errors, and 3 misformation errors. Andthdé errors were divided into 6

pre-systematic errors and 3 systematic errors.

Table 2. Subject number 3

No. | Code | Sentence Error types Case | @orrect Systematicity
error Sentence errors

1. S. 3,| Indonesian Misformation | Auxiliary | Indonesian Systematic
P. 1,| generations is Archi-form verb generations are
L.1 very important. very important.

2. S.  3,| There are have Simple Addition | There are many Pre-systematic
P. 1,| many ways to addition of ways to build a|
L.2 build a characteristic,

characteristic, -have

3. S. 3,| But smoking| Misformation | 3 person| But  smoking| Systematic
P. 1,| also have many Archi-form singular | also has many
L.4 bad influences. verb bad influences.
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4. S. 3,| Then, smokingl Omission Auxiliary | Then, smoking Pre-systematic
P. 2,| not only to be verb is not only to
L.2 influential  for be influential
active smoker for active
smoker, ...
5. S. 3,| Secondly, Omission & person| Secondly, Pre-
P.  3,| smoking make verb smoking makes systematic
L.1 us wasteful. marker us wasteful.
6. S. 3,| the women| Simple Present | the women| Systematic
P. 5,| also smoking. | Addition participle | also smoke.
L.1
7. S. 3,| ..., if women| Simple Present ..., If women | Systematic
P. 5,| also smoking, Addition participle | also smoke, ...
L.2
8. S. 3,|If many | Omission Auxiliary | If many | Pre-systematic
P. 5,| women barren verb women are
L.2 barren, ...
9. S. 3,|If many | Alternating Auxiliary | If many | Pre-systematic
P. 6,| children that & form verb children are
L.3 good person. good person.

20.Subject no. 4

The subject-verb agreement applications found ihj&dt’'s paragraph were 15
applications and 8 applications were error. Theyewé omission errors and 1
misformation error. And all the errors were dividatb 1 pre-systematic error and

7 systematic errors.

Table 3. Subject number 4

No. | Code Sentence Error types Case | dorrect Systematicity
error Sentence errors
1. | S. 4, P. 1] Every person Misformation | 3% person| Every - person Systematic
L.2 in their home| Archi-form singular in their home
have bicycle. verb has bicycle.
2. |'S. 4, P. 2| Many Omission Plural Many positive| Systematic
L.1 positive marker effects that are
effect that and caused byl
caused by auxiliary | bicycle.
bicycle. verb
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3. |'S. 4, P. 2| Bicycle do| Omission ¥ person| Bicycle does| Systematic
L.2 not put verb not put outside
outside marker monoxide
monoxide carbon
carbon
4. |'S. 4, P. 2| If the "air| Omission & person| If  the  air| Systematic
L.3 pollution. - in verb pollution . in
the world marker the world
decrease decreases
5. |'S. 4, P. 3| Every person Omission %' person| Every person Systematic
L.3 go to verb goes to
anywhere marker anywhere
6. | S. 4, P. 3| The Omission Auxiliary | The maximum| Pre-
L.3 maximum verb speed if ‘we| systematic
speed if we ride bicycle is
ride bicycle 30km/hours.
30km/hours.
7. |'S. 4, P. 4| The resolvel Omission & person| The resolve of Systematic
L.2 of our blood verb our blood
become marker becomes
fluent. fluent.
8. | S. 4, P. 8| Many Omission Plural Many negative| Systematic
L.1 negative marker effects that are
effect  that and caused by
caused by Auxiliary | bicycle.
bicycle. verb

21.Subject no 5

The subject-verb agreement applications found ihj&dt's paragraph were 12

applications and 6 applications were error. Theyew& omission error, 4

misformation errors and 1 misordering error. Anictla¢ errors were divided into

5 pre-systematic errors and 1 post-systematic.error

Table 4. Subject number 5

No. | Code Sentence Error types Case | @orrect Systematicity
error Sentence errors
1. |S. 5, P. 1] But, internet| Misformation | 3 But, internet| Post-
L.3 have negative Archi-form person has negative systematic
impact on singular - | impact on
student. verb student.
2. |S.5 P. 2| The trend of Omission Auxilialy Thentteof | Pre-systemati

N
L
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L.1 the verb the
emergence o emergence o
internet internet is
addiction for addiction for
student, student,
3. |S. 5, P. 2| The ‘trend ...| Alternating Wrong The trend ...| Pre-systematiq
L.2 which form tense which results
resulted in in lost track
lost track of of time.
time.
4. | S. 5, P. 3| Second, Misordering Wrong - | Second, Pre-systematiq
L.1 through structure | internet
internet charges yol
various u with a sexual
charge a material,
sexual violence, etc.
material,
violence, etc.
5. | S. 5, P. 3| Photos or| Alternating Passive | Photos or| Pre-systematig
L.5 film usually | form sentence | films are
save student$ usually saved
in the laptop. by students in
the laptop.
6. | S. 5 P. 4, .., butmany| Alternating Wrong ..., but many| Pre-systematig
L.1 students  are form tense students
abusing. abuse.

22.Subject no. 6

The subject-verb agreement applications found ibje&dt’'s paragraph were 40
applications and 15 applications were error. Theyewll omission errors and 4
misordering errors. And all the errors were divideth 4 pre-systematic errors

and 11 systematic errors.

Table 5. Subject number 6

No. | Code | Sentence Error types Case | @forrect Systematicity
error Sentence errors
1. |'S. 6,| Indonesia is g Misformation | 3™ Indonesia is g Systematic
P. 1,| tropical that| Archi-form person tropical
L.1 have heavy| verb country - that
rainfall. singular | has heavy
rainfall.
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2. |'S. 6, Aimost in the| Omission Plural Almost in all | Pre-systematic
P. 1,| region of marker regions of
L. Indonesia there Indonesia
are rain. there are rains,
3. |S. 6,|As tropical | Misformation | 3™ As tropical | Systematic
P. '1,| country, Archi-form person country,
L. Indonesia - just verb Indonesia just
have . a little singular | has a little
place to absorl place to absorl;
water water
unfortunately. unfortunately.
4. |'S. 6,/ ..., there are Alternating Pronoun | ..., they aré Pre-systematic
P. 1,| located in the form located in the
L. big city like: big cities like:
Surabaya, Surabaya,
Bandung, Bandung,
Jakarta, etc., Jakarta, etc.,
5. |S. 6, Many forests| Omission Auxiliary | Many forests| Systematic
P. 1,| changed by verb are changed
L. factories  and with factories
industries. and industries.
6. | S. 6,/ It make thel Omission g It makes thel Systematic
P. 1,| trees cut down person trees decrease
L. verb
marker
7. | S. 6, ..., the trees cut Omission Auxiliary| ..., the trees Systematic
P. 1,| down. verb are cut down.
L.
8. | S. 6,| But now, many| Alternating Tense But now, Pre-systematic
P. 2,| of the forests in form many forestg
L. Indonesia was in  Indonesia
cut down. are cut down.
9. |'S. 6,|If the forest| Omission g If the forest| Systematic
P. 2,| disappear person disappears
L. verb
marker
10.| S. 6,|It's really | Omission g It's really | Systematic
P. 2, embarrassing person embarrassing
L. when our verb when our
capital city marker capital city
suffer by flood. suffers flood.
11.1S. 6,| 1 think the| Omission Auxiliary | I~ think  the | Pre-systematic
P. 2,| government verb government is
L. busy with many busy with
problem, ... many
problems, ...
12.|'S. 6,| The Omission g The Systematic
P. 2,| government person government
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L.9 always  bring verb always  brings|
the sweet] marker | the sweet
promise promise
13.1S. 6,] I think the false| Omission g | think the| Systematic
P. 2, come not only person false  comes
L.9 from the verb not only from
government, ... marker | the
government,
14.|'S. 6,| The flood make Omission g The flood | Systematic
P. 2,| people misery person makes  peoplg
L.14 verb misery
marker
15.|S. 6,| The flood ...| Omission g The flood ...| Systematic
P. 2, and make many person and makes
L. 15 | diseases. verb many diseases|
marker

23.Subject no. 7

The subject-verb agreement applications found ihjedt’'s paragraph were 13
applications and 6 applications were error. Theyew# addition errors and 2
misformation errors. And all the errors were diddato 1 pre-systematic error

and 5 systematic errors.

Table 6. Subject number 7

No. | Code Sentence Error types Case | @forrect Systematicity
error Sentence errors
1. | S. 7, P. 1| Many people| Simple Present | Many people| Systematic
L.1 playing game| Addition participle | play  game
online. online.
2. | S. 7, P. 1| Game onling Simple Auxiliary | Game onling| Systematic
L.3 are gives| Addition verb gives __many
many bad bad effects
effects on on users.
users.
3. | S. 7, P. 2] First, if we| Simple Auxiliary | First, .if  we | Systematic
L.1 are take tog Addition verb take too long
long sit down sit down ...
4. | S. 7, P. 2| ... they arg Simple Tense ... they |do 8ysie
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L.3 do not doing| Addition not do
anything anything
except except
playing ... playing ...
5 1S.7,P. 3| If we are| Alternating Tense If we often Systematic
L.1 often playing| form play online
game on line. game
6. [ S.7,P. 4| .. if them| Misformation | Plural ... if they | Pre-systematig
L.4 forget to| Archi-form pronoun | forget to
study. study.

7. Subjectno. 8

The subject-verb agreement applications found ihje&di's paragraph were 16
applications and 8 applications were error. Theyew& omission errors. And all

the errors were divided into 2 pre-systematic sresrd 6 systematic errors.

Table 7. Subject number 8

No. | Code Sentence Error | Case  of| Correct Systematicity
types error Sentence errors
1. | S. 8, P. 1| Facebook  not Omission| Auxiliary | Facebook does Pre-systematiq
L.2 only give verb. not only give
positive impact, positive impact,
2. | S.8, P. 1] Facebook ..., | Omission| 3 person| Facebook ..., | Systematic
L.2 but also give verb but also giveg
negative impact, marker negative
impact.
3. |S. 8, P. 5] Still many the| Omission| Expletive | There are still Systematic
L.1 positive impact marker many the
of facebook, positive
impacts of
facebook,
4. |S.8, P.5|But facebook| Omission| & person| But facebook| Systematic
L.1 also give verb also gives
negative impact. marker negative
impact.
5. | S. 8, P. 6| Secondly, Omission| & person| Secondly, Systematic
L.1 facebook ' alsg verb facebook  alsd
endanger for marker endangers  fo
eyes. eyes.
6. | S.8,P.6,| The distance we Omission Auxiliaty Thelistance| Pre-systematic
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L.2 open or watch verb we open o
facebook in the watch facebooK
computer - less in.computer. is
from 30 less than 30
centimeters. centimeters.
7. |'S. 8, P. 7| There are many Omission| Plural There are many Systematic
L.1 crime  -because marker crimes because
of facebook. of facebook.
8. | S. 8, P. 7| And still many| Omission| Expletive | And  there arg Systematic
L.2 the negative marker many the
impact of negative
facebook. impacts of
facebook.

8. Subjectno. 9

The subject-verb agreement applications found ibje&at's paragraph were 7

applications and 5 applications were error. Theyewlemisformation errors and 1

misordering error. And all the errors were divideth 5 pre-systematic errors.

Table 8. Subject number 9

No. | Code Sentence Error types Case | @forrect Systematicity
error Sentence errors
1. [ S. 9, P. 1) ..., almost of| Misordering Verb ..., almost of Pre-systematig
L.1 student students ge
knowledge knowledge
get from from internet
internet
2. |S.9 P. 1) ... what our| Alternating Tense . what our Pre-systematig
L.3 children are| form children
browsing in browse in the
the internet internet
3. |S. 9, P. 1| Because the Misformation | 3* Because Pre-systematig
L.4 internet have Archi-form person internet . hag
some singular | some
negative verb negative
impact. impacts.
4. | S. 9, P. 2| Internet have Misformation | 3° Internet - has Pre-systematid
L.1 some positive Archi-form person some positive
and negative singular | and negative
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impact. verb impacts.
5. | S. 9, P. 3| The internet| Misformation | 3" Internet also| Pre-systematig
L.1 also have| Archi-form person has some
some singular | negative
negative verb impacts.
impact.

9. Subject no. 10

The subject-verb agreement applications found ibje&dt's paragraph were 9
applications and 6 applications were error. Theyewé& omission errors, 1
addition error and 1 misordering error. And all #eors were divided into 6

systematic errors.

Table 9. Subject number 10

No. | Code Sentence Error types Case | @forrect Systematicity
error Sentence errors
1. |S.10, P. 1] ..., becausg Misformation | 3" ..., because Systematic
L.1 TV have | Archi-form person TV has many
many benefit. singular | benefits.
verb
2. | S.10, P. 2] Firstly, TV | Omission ol Firstly, TV | Systematic
L.1 give a show, person gives a show
verb
marker
3. | S.10,P. 2| .., if we| Simple Present | ..., if we | Systematic
L.1 watching Addition participle | watch funny
funny show show at TV,
atTVv, ...
4. | S.10, P. 4| Because TV| Omission g Because TV| Systematic
L.1 give  many person gives many
knowledge, verb knowledge,
marker
5. | S.10, P. 5] Watching TV | Omission g Watching TV | Systematic
L.1 also give person also gives
negative verb negative
impact, ... marker impact, ...
6. | S.10, P. 5, ..., watching| Omission g ..., watching| Systematic
L.1 TV also person TV also
make we lazy verb makes us
marker lazy.
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10.Subject no. 11

The subject-verb agreement applications found ibje&dt's paragraph were 6

applications and 3 applications were error. Theyew& omission errors. And all

the errors were divided into 1 pre-systematic earat 2 systematic errors.

Table 10. Subject number 11

No. | Code Sentence Error types Case | &forrect Sentencé Systematicity
error errors

1. | S.11, P. 1| The  forest| Omission Auxiliary| The  forest  is| Pre-systematid
L.1 very useful verb very useful

2. | S.11, P. 1] And still | Omission Expletive]| And there arg Systematic
L.3 many other. marker still many others

3. | S.11, P. 2| And still | Omission Expletive] And there are Systematic
L.5 many manner| marker still many

manners

11.Subject no. 12

The subject-verb agreement applications found ibj&t's paragraph were 17

applications and 9 applications were error. Theyew2 omission errors, 2

addition errors and 5 misformation errors. Andthé errors were divided into 6

pre-systematic errors, 2 systematic errors, anolsi-gystematic error.

Table 11. Subject number 12

No. | Code Sentence Error types Case | @orrect Systematicity
error Sentence errors
1. | S.12, P. 1, Indonesia Misformation | 3 person| Indonesia hag Pre-systematid
L.1 have  many| Archi-form singular | many
animals verb animals
2. [ S.12, P. 1| The ' protect| Simple 3 person| The Pre-systematig
L.2 animals lives| addition verb preserved
in a zoo. marker animals live
in a zoo.
3. | S.12, P. 1) In the zoo,| Alternating Auxiliary | In the  zoo,| Pre-systematig
L.3 the animal to| form verb the animal is
get away by taken care by
labourers. labourers.
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4. '|'S.12, P. 2| Usually Omission Plural Usually Post-
L.1 many  tourist marker many tourists| systematic
come to see come to see
5. | S.12, P. 2| The Simple To The Pre-systematid
L.2 labourers to| Addition infinitive | labourers
give animal give ~ animal
the foods. the foods.
6. [S.12, P. 2| And still | Omission Expletive| And there are Pre-systematig
L.4 many others marker still many
others
7. | S.12, P. 3] ... the | Alternating Auxiliary | ... the | Systematic
L.1 animals is| form verb animals  do
not get the not get the
food every food every
times. times.
8. | S.12, P. 4, so that| Alternating Expletive so there| Pre-systematig
L.1 many form marker are many
bacteria. bacteria.
9. | S.12, P. 5| Animals is| Misformation | Auxiliary | Animals are| Systematic
L.1 very Archi-form verb very
important important

12.Subject no. 13

The subject-verb agreement applications found ibje&dt's paragraph were 3
applications, and 3 applications were error. Theyrenvl omission error and 2
misformation errors. And all the errors were dividato 1 pre-systematic error

and 2 systematic errors.

Table 12. Subject number 13

No. | Code | Sentence Error types Case | @forrect Systematicity
error Sentence errors

1. | S.13, | Indonesia  haveé Misformation | 3 person| Indonesia ha$ Systematic
P. 1,| many forest. Archi-form singular = | many forests.
L.1 verb

2. | S.13, | Forest have many Misformation | 3 person| Forest hag Systematic
P. 1,| benefit. Archi-form singular | many
L.1 verb benefits.

3. | S.13, | Because  forest Omission &' person| Because Pre-systematid
P. 4,| make the . ain verb forest makes
L.2 clean. marker the air clean.
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13.Subject no 14

The subject-verb agreement applications found ihj&t's paragraph were 17
applications and 5 applications were error. Theyewke omission error and 4
misformation errors. And all the errors were diddeto 4 systematic errors and 1

post-systematic error.

Table 13. Subject number 14

No. | Code Sentence Error types Case | @orrect Systematicity
error Sentence errors
1. | S.14, P. 1] Laptop have| Misformation | 3° person| Laptop has| Systematic
L.1 a many uses | Archi-form singular many uses
verb
2. | S.14, P. 1, But laptop is| Alternating Auxiliary | But laptop is| Systematic
L.2 often abusing form verb often abused
by students. by students.
3. | S.14, P. 3| ... and| Omission Auxiliary | ... and | Post-
L.2 students verb students systematic
often not pay| often do not
attention ... pay attention
4. | S.14, P. 5] Laptop have| Misformation | 3° person| Laptop has| Systematic
L.1 a many| Archi-form singular many
positive uses. verb positive uses
5. | S.14, P. 5, ..., but many| Alternating Tense ..., but many Systematic
L.1 students are form students
abusing. abuse.

14.Subject no. 15

The subject-verb agreement applications found ihjedt’'s paragraph were 13
applications and 9 applications were error. Theyew8 omission errors, 5
addition errors, and 1 misformation error. Andtak errors were divided into 2

pre-systematic errors, 5 systematic errors, anosg-gystematic errors.

Table 14. Subject number 15
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No. | Code Sentence Error types Case | @forrect Systematicity
error Sentence errors
1. | S$.15, P. 1| The students Omission Auxiliary | The ' students Post-
L.1 not . allowed verb are not| systematic
to bring a cell allowed to
phone ... bring 'a cell
phone ...
2. | S.15, P. 1| Many Simple Present | Many Systematic
L.2 students whq addition participle | students whqg
misusing  a misuse  cell
cell phone. phone.
3. | S.15, P. 2/ Firstly, the| Simple Present | Firstly,  the| Systematic
L.1 students addition participle | students send
sending a a message...
message ...
4. | S.15, P. 2| The students Simple Present | The students Systematic
L.2 sending al addition participle | send a
message ... message ...
5. | S.15 P. 3} ..., many | Simple Present | ..., many | Systematic
L.2 students whqg addition participle | students whg
doing  free do free sex.
sex.
6. | S.15, P. 3| They didn’t| Alternation Wrong They don't| Pre-systematiq
L.3 think the | form structure | think the
consequence consequence
7. | S.15, P. 4 Playing Simple Present | Playing Systematic
L.2 facebook addition participle | facebook
when process when process
learning and learning and
teaching very| teaching
disturbing to disturbs the
student. student.
8. | S.15, P. 5] | agree if the| Omission Auxiliary| | agree if the| Post-
L.1 students nof verb students are systematic
allowed to not allowed
bring cell to bring cell
phone phone
9. | S.15, P. 5] But ' actually| Omission Plural But actually| Pre-systematiq
L.2 still many the marker | there are still
students  whd many the
bring cell students whg
phone bring cell
phone

15. Subject no.

16
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The subject-verb agreement applications found ibjedt’'s paragraph were 12
applications, and 6 applications were error. Thargnatical errors found were 5
omission errors and 1 misformation error. And a# errors were divided into 1

pre-systematic error, 4 systematic errors, andst-ggstematic.

Table 15. Subject number 16

No. | Code | Sentence Error types Case | @forrect Systematicity
error Sentence errors
1. | S.16, | Many  negative| Alternating Wrong Many Pre-systematid
P. 1,| impacts cause form stucture | negative
L.1 cheating. impacts  are
caused by
cheating.
2. | S.16, | Cheating very] Omission Auxiliary| Cheating is| Post-
P. 1,| dangerous. verb very systematic
L.3 dangerous.
3. | S.16, | Firstly, cheating| Omission g Firstly, Systematic
P. 2, make students person cheating
L.1 lazy verb makes
marker | students lazy
4. | S.16, | Cheating  make Omission g Cheating Systematic
P. 3,| students less person makes
L.1 confident. verb students less
marker | confident.
5. | S.16, | When a student dp Omission g When a| Systematic
P. 3,| thetest, ... person student does
L.1 verb the test, ...
marker
6. | S.16, | The student Omission g The student Systematic
P. 3,| always search person always
L.2 manner... verb searches
marker | method...

16.Subject no. 17

The subject-verb agreement applications found ibjedt's paragraph were 14
applications and 9 applications were error. Thengnatical errors found were 6

omission errors, 1 addition error and 2 misformaterors. And all the errors
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were divided into 3 pre-systematic errors, 2 syst@merrors, and 4 post-

systematic errors

Table 16. Subject number 17

No. | Code | Sentence Error types Case | @orrect Systematicity
error Sentence errors
1. | S.17, | The television| Omission Auxiliary | The Pre-systematid
P. 1,/ one  of most verb television s
L.1 important one of most
device... important
devices...
2. | S.17, | The television ...| Omission % person| The Post-
P. 1,| which take plac verb television ...| systematic
L.1 in the house. marker which takes
place in a
house.
3. | S.17, | It unite all | Omission & person| It unites all| Post-
P. 1,| member of family verb member  of| systematic
L.1 marker family ...
4. | S.17, | Firstly, watching| Omission &' person| Firstly, Post-
P. 2,/ TV make child verb watching TV | systematic
L.1 lazy marker makes
children lazy
5. | S.17, | Television is| Alternating Wrong Television Pre-systematid
P. 2,| many program ...| form verb has many
L.2 programs ...
6. | S.17, | Actually the child| Alternating Auxiliary | Actually the| Post-
P. 3,| do not allow seg form verb child is not| systematic
L.1 film to adult allowed to
see film for
adult.
7. | S.17, | So, if it happen,| Omission % person| So, if it | Systematic
P. 3 verb happens, ...
L.2 marker
8. | S.17, | If many children| Simple Present | If many | Systematic
P. 4,| watching TV ... | addition participle | children
L.2 watch TV ...
9. |S.17, | ..., many| Omission Plural many | Pre-systematig
P. 5,| negative  effect marker negative
L.1 from  watching and verb. | effects come
TV. from

watching TV.
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