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ABSTRACT

The objective of the research were to find out : (1) whether or not the ability the use of
Communicative Drilling increased pronunciation ability of the second year students at SMK
2 Sidrap and (2) whether or not the second year students of SMK 2 Sidrap are interested in
pronunciation through Communicative Drilling.This research applied Pre-experimental
method that apllied one group pretest and posttest. The subject of the research was the
second year students of SMK 2 Sidrap academic year 2018 – 2019.total number of
population was 92 students spread in three classes and one class of them VIII.3 were taken
as sample by using cluster sampling technique. The data of the research were collected by
using twi kinds of instruments, namely pronunciation test and questionnaire. Pronunciation
test was used to obtain data of the students’ pronunciation ability and questionnaire was used
to know the students interest in pronunciation by using communicative drilling.

The result of data analysis showed that the mean score of post test (70) was higher than the
mean score of post test ( 28). This showed that was significant difference between the
students before and after taught by using communicative drilling. Then, the analysis of
interest by using Linkert Scale indicated that the students were interested to pronounce
English through communicative drilling. It was proved by mean score of students’ interest
was (79.9) in categories in interest.

The result of the t-test value (7.29) was greater than t-table (α = 0,05: 16 = 2.120). This
mean that H1 was accepted. Based on data analysis, the researcher concluded that teaching
pronunciation by using Communicative Drilling increased the students’ ability to pronounce
English. Moreover, the use of Communicative drilling makes the students’ interested in
pronouncing English.

Keyword: communicative drilling and pronunciation ability

INTRODUCTION

Indonesia is the country where English is positioned as a foreignlanguage. Considering the
importance of English, Indonesian government hasdecided to put English as one of the
subjects which is taught in the school fromkindergarten until university level. English is
considered as important subject tolearn since many fields in human life especially education
uses English as thelanguage to communicate and to share knowledge and information

It is very common that many foreign language learners have problems in teaching and
learning process. In this case, many of English foreign learners have difficulties in
pronunciation teaching process because of some factor. There are six factors that influence
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learners’ pronunciation, mother tongue, age, amount of exposure phonetic ability,
personality, and motivation (Kenworthy:1987).

Abbas Pourhossein Gilakjani (2016) state that English pronunciation instruction is difficult
for some reasons. Teachers are left without clear guidelines and are faced with contradictory
practices for pronunciation instruction. There is no well-established systematic method of
deciding what to teach, when, and how to do it. As a result of these problems, pronunciation
instruction is less important and teachers are not very comfortable in teaching pronunciation
in their classes.

Spoken communication is grounded on the communicability not only determined by correct
grammar and profuse vocabulary but also on the correct interplay between the segmental and
suprasegmental features making up pronunciation. As Burns (2003) concedes, despite minor
inaccuracies in vocabulary and grammar, learners are more likely to communicate
effectively when they have good pronunciation and intonation. Nowadays, as Pourhosein
(2012, p.120) states, despite the “emphasis on the importance of meaningful communication
and intelligible pronunciation, it is not enough to leave pronunciation teaching and training
to pronunciation classes only”; it is determining that the relatively few hours devoted to this
purpose in the curriculum are planned and devised to make the most of them, giving students
the tools to continue improving on their own and the voice to express in which ways they
learn the best. In spite of this, “researchers in applied linguistics have paid little attention to
learners’ perceptions of pronunciation instruction in L2 contexts” (Kang, 2010) so that this
article has tried to deepen on students’ perceptions and feelings about English pronunciation
issues in general and about the English pronunciation subject “Pronunciation and
comprehension of oral English” in particular in order to make a diagnostic analysis of the
situation which will ideally lead to an improvement in their pronunciation skills.

To solve the problem above, the teacher of English had a role, in helping to hand the
learning especially. How the teacher organize the materials are presented to learners and
how student and teacher interaction of developing pronunciation ability. From the
phenomenon, the researcher can also concluded to apply an effective and efficient strategy to
improve the pronunciation ability.

Based on the statements, the researcher intends to make a research about the pronunciation
ability is improve  under title: Improving Students’ Pronunciation through Communicative
Drilling Technique Eight Grade students’ at Junior High School (SMPN) 4 Pancarijang

METHODS

2.1 Research Design

This research will apply pre-experimental method design. Pre-experimental method research
design combine quantitative  and qualitative by sentially mixing both qualitative and
quantitative in a research (Gay et al .2006:490). According to Creswell (2014:268)  in his
book there are three types of mixed designs (Convergent parallel design, explanatory
sequential design and exploratory sequential design,). Based on the types, the researcher
tried to use Convergent Parallel design.

2.2 Research Variables

In this research there are two kinds of variable namely:

a. Independent variable

The independent variable is the variable that the experimenter expects to influence the other
(Nunan, 1992:25). Is the implementation of the teaching pronunciation through
communicative drilling.

b. Dependent variable
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The dependent variable is acting. In this study, the students’ achievement manisfested in the
test score would be dependent variable. Is the pronunciation ability of students’.

Population and Sample

2.3 Population

According to Creswell (2005:142), population is the group of individuals  who have the
same characteristics. The population of this research is taken from the Eigth Grade students
of SMK 2 Sidrap in 2018/2019 academic year. The classes are classified based on the
students’ registration number when they register to enter the school. VIII.1 consist of 22
students, VIII.2 consist of 21 Students and VIII.3 consist of 22 Students. The number of
population was 65 students.

TABLE 1| The Eight-Grade SMK 2 Sidrap

2.4 Sample

Sample is a subgrup of the target population that the resercher plans to study for generalizing
about the target population Creswell (2012:142). In this research, the researcher will apply
cluster random sampling technique that one class would be the sample. The researcher
choose VIII.2 students as the sample the number of total sample are 23 students.

TABLE 2| Sample Eight-Grade SMK 2 Sidrap

2.5 Instrument of the Research

1. Pronunciation test

The Pronunciation test would use communicative drilling as instrument. It is aim at finding
out the students’ ability to pronounce English words by communicative drilling. The test
consist of pre-test and post-test. The pre-test would intend to see the students’ ability in
learning pronunciation material before the treatment and post-test would intend to see the
result of the treatment on students’ pronunciation.

2. Questionnaire

The questionnaire would be used to obtain information about the students’ attitude toward be

Classes
Sex

Total
Male Female

VIII.1 10 12 22
VIII.2 10 13 23

VIII.3 13 11 24
VIII.4 12 11 23
Total 45 47 92

Class Male Female Number of students

VIII.2 13 11 23

Total sample 23



Ismail Ma’sa et al Learners Pronunciation Ability Communicative

Laogi: English Language Journal
http://jurnal.umsrappang.ac.id/laogi/index

July| Volume 8 | Issue 2
206

used of communicative drilling. And this way also could support the data from other
instruments. The questionnaire consists of 20 items, 10 items positive statements and 10
negative statements which use Likert Scale with five options.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Result
This section deals with the presentation of the students' ability in pronunciation test and
students’ attitude toward the use of communicative drilling method.
The result of the test are as follow :
Students’ pronunciation ability
Scoring classification of students’ test
The classification of the students’ score before they given treatment will be presented in the
table below :

TABLE 4.1| the result of pre-test

Table above show that before treatment was given, there were 12 (70.8 %) out of 17
students’ in “very poor” classification. 2 (11.8 %) out of 17 students’ in “poor”
classification. 3 (17.7 %) of them out in “average” classification. And there is no one student
(0%) of the students in “good” and “very good”classification. It ca be cloncluded that before
was given the students’ ability in pronunciation in english wrds was “very poor”
classification.
The classification of the students’ score after they are given treatment will be presented in
the table below :

TABLE 4. 2| the result of pre-test

No Classification Score Frekuensi Percentage

1 Very good 86 – 100 0 0 %

2 Good 71 – 85 0 0 %

3 Average 56 – 70 3 17. 7 %

4 Poor 41 – 55 2 11.8 %

5 Very poor 0 – 40 12 70.8 %

Total 17 100 %

No Classification Score Frekuensi Percentage

1 Very good 86 – 100 5 29.4 %

2 Good 71 – 85 2 11. 8 %

3 Average 56 – 70 10 58.9 %

4 Poor 41 – 55 0 0 %

5 Very poor 0 – 40 0 0 %

Total 17 100 %
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Table above show that after treatment was given, there were no one students (0%) out of 17
students' in “very poor” and “poor” classifiation. 10 (58.9 %) of them in “average”
classification, 2 (11.8 %) of them in “good” classification. And 5 (29.4 %) of them in “very
good” classification.
From both of the table above indicate that before treatment was given students’ ability in
English pronunciation was categorized into “very poor” classification and after treatment
was given the students’ ability in English  pronunciation was categorized into “average”
classification it means that the students’ ability to pronouncing english words has an
improvement after getting treatment in this case communicative drilling. The writer indicate
that by communicative drilling the students’ english pronunciation can be improved too. So
the writer concluded that communicative drilling is one of effective ways in learning and
teaching process, especially in teaching English pronunciation.

The mean score and standard deviation of the students’ tesy result
In this part, the discussion deals with the argument of the difference of the students’
pronunciation ability after giving test. The mean score of pre-test and the mean post-test was
sigificantly different. The findings of test are presented in the following table.

TABLE 4. 3| The mean score and standard deviation of the students’ test

Based on the table above showed that the mean score of test of both pre-test and post-test is
different. This is caused the effect of teaching by using communicative drilling method.  The
mean score of post-test, (75.88) is categorized as average categorized and pre-test, ( 40.94) is
categorized as very poor category. The mean score of post-test was higher than pre-test
(75.88>40.94), the standard deviation of pre-test was 11.87 and standard deviation of post-
test was 13.49.
In order to know whether or not the mean difference of both tests is statically signifant at the
level of significant  at the level of significant 5% (0.05), degree of freedom  (N – 1) = 16, the
result of calculation is shown as follow:

TABLE 4. 4| the t-test of the students’ ability

Based on the statistic test in asyimptotic significant (2-tailed) column, in relation to the
finding of test, the t-test value was higher than the t-table (7.29>2.120). This means that H0
is rejected and H1 is accepted, on significant level of α = 0.5. it means that communicative
drilling increase students’ pronunciation ability.

No Type of Test Mean score Standard Deviation

1 Pre-test 40.94 11.87

2 Post-test 75.88 13.49

Variable t-test value t-test table

Pronunciation Test 7.29 2.120
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2. Students’ Interest
To know the students’ interest toward the use of communicative drilling  method in
improving students’ pronunciation ability. The researcher distributed questionnaire to the
students’. The data was analyzed by using  Likert Scale and SPSS 21.1.

TABLE 4. 5| The percentage of students’ Interest

The Mean Score of Students’ Interest

TABLE 4. 6| The Mean Score of Students’ Interest

The table above shows that the mean score of students’ interest is 79.7. it means the
students’ were interested to use communicative drilling in improving students’
pronunciation ability.

Discussion

This section deals with argument and further interpretation of the research findings in
pronunciation ability in pretest and posttest results.

Based on the students’ work in the pre-test, the researcher analyzed that most students had
low ability in pronunciation.

The result of data analysis showed that there was significant difference between the
students’ score in pretest and posttest. It was proven by the mean score of posttest which was

Category Range Frequency %

Strongly
interested

85 – 100 7 41.1

Interest 69 – 84 7 41.1

Moderate 51 – 68 3 17.7

Uninterested 36 – 50 0 0

Strongly

interested

20 - 35 0 0

Total 17 99.9%

Total Respondent Total of Students’ Score Mean

1
3
5
6

7
9
.
7
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higher than pretest (7.29>2.120). the analysis indicated that the students were strongly
interested to improve the pronunciation ability through communicative drilling. It was
proved by interest mean (79.7) where 41.1 % students were strongly interested, 41.1%
students were interested and 17.7% students were moderate. Based on the data analysis, the
researcher concluded that : (1) the use of communicative drilling improves students’
pronunciation ability; (2) the use of communicative drilling makes the students interested in
improving pronunciation.

This is also in line with Tam (1997) stated communicative drilling make people to be
stressed on pronunciation and quality of voice, it is conform to Acton (1984) stated that
communicative drilling leads students concern on accuracy, makes them listen and
understand their speech on a daily basis and helps students’ to enhance their control of
English rhythm. Therefore according to him, communicative drilling is one of interesting
techniques for developing students’ pronunciation.

CONCLUSION

Based on the discussion in the previous chapter, researcher makes a conclusion that teaching
pronunciation using communicative drilling is effective because it can improve the
pronunciation ability and intrinsic motivation of the students’ as well. The students’
inprovement on pronunciation ability is shown from the difference of the students’ mean
score between before and after the actions. The students’ intrinsic motivation also inproved.

The inprovement was shown from the students’ attitude the actions. During the researcher as
implementing the actions, the students’ were more active and relax. It was totally different
from their attitude in the first meeting. In the first meeting, they were too afraid to show their
‘existence’ by keeping quiet during the lesson. In the second and the next meeting, they were
easily did some activities asked by the teacher. They interested and enjoyed joing the class.
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