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CHAPTER V: CONCLUSIONS AND SUGGESTIONS 

This chapter provides the conclusions which are related to the research analysis that 

was explained in the previous chapter and followed by the suggestion from the researcher. 

Conclusions 

The total of grammatical error in composing summative assessment is 85 cases, which 

can be divided into four types of error; omission, addition, misformation and misordering. The 

most errors committed by the participants is error is omission that is amounted to 44 errors. 

This type of error refers to the absence of an item which must be present in a well-formed 

sentence. The second most committed error is misformation where teachers usually supplying 

incorrect form of morphemes or structures. The last most committed error are addition and 

misordering, both are five cases, where some teachers tend to add some unnecessary form of 

morphemes and mismatch or put the words in a wrong order, respectively.  

Aside from the aforementioned explanations, the MGMP teachers explained that the 

errors were caused by the lack of knowledge in English itself, the references, and primarily 

lack of quality control where the action of self-reviewing, peer-reviewing, and online grammar 

checker seemed to fail them in controlling the quality of composed summative assessment. 

Suggestions 

The researcher considered some suggestions in order to improve the understanding 

towards the grammar since well-constructed assessment will uncover students’ potential in an 

intended way because an assessment that does not follow grammatical rules might be resulted 

in an unwanted way. Teachers, especially the MGMP teachers, are suggested to improve their 

understanding by learning more about grammar in order to increase their control over 

grammar itself. It is also suggested to the committee of MGMP to provide a resource, such as 

experts in grammatical field, since such action is expected to ensure the quality of the 

composed summative assessment. 
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Recommendations 

This research also made a recommendation to the Education Office, which regulates 

the distribution of summative assessments to schools. On the basis of the results, it is 

recommended that a specific board be created to control the grammar quality of the 

distributed assessments. Since grammar requires substantial attention, the board must be 

expert in the grammar field in order to control the quality of the distributed assessments. In 

addition, it is suggested that the Subject Supervisor (Pengawas Mata Pelajaran) supervise, 

monitor, and maybe teach the MGMP teachers in terms of grammar in order to minimize the 

lack of English competence and develop an appropriate assessment standard.  
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