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CHAPTER V 

CONCLUSIONS AND SUGGESTIONS 

 

 

In this chapter, the writer would like to present some conclusions and 

suggestions dealing with the result of data analysis as have been discussed in chapter 

four.  

5.1 Conclusion 

 

Based on the data analysis presented in the previous chapter, the writer comes to the 

conclusion as the following:  

1. The eleventh grade students of SMA Negeri 6 Kupang committed the grammatical 

errors in speaking  

2. The common grammatical errors in speaking made by the eleventh grade 

students of SMA Negeri 6 Kupang is addition (47.22%). 

5.2 Suggestion 

 

Based on the result of the data analysis of this study, basically the students are able 

to speak English but, they still committed so many errors dealing with grammar and 

vocabulary. Therefore, the writer would like to give some suggestions dealing with the 

findings: 
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1. The English teachers should pay more attention on the students’ grammatical 

errors by providing practices on grammatical aspects particularly tenses, verb, 

noun, conjunction, adjectives and preposition.  

2. The students should learn more on how to speak English focusing on the 

grammatical aspects regarding tenses, verb, noun, adjectives and preposition.  
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