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ABSTRACT

ARSIDI PUSPANINGDYAH. A Comparative Study of the Result in Teaching
Vocabulary Using Communicative Approach and Using Structural Approach to the
Fourth Year Students of SD Kristen Kalam Kudus Surakarta in 2003/2004 Academic
Year. Surakarta: Teacher Training and Education Faculty Sebelas Maret University,
August 2004.

The chief objectives of this study are to obtamwempirical fact about the
significant difference in the mastery of vo€abulary between students who are taught
using communicative approach and these whonare taught using structural-approach
and the effectiveness of teaching vocabulary using communicative approach. Based
on the objectives above and the review of related literatures the writer proposes two
hypotheses that there is a significant difference in the mastery of vocabulary between
students who are taught using cqununicati'xfe approach”and those 'who are tanght
using structural approach and that communicative approach is more effective than
structural approach in teaching vocabulary, espeeially to the fousth year students of
SD Kristen Kalam Kudus Surakarta.

The method that is used in this study'is a comparativeimethod. The population
is all the fourth year students of SD Kristen Kalam Kudu$ Surakarta in 2003/2004
academic year. The writer takes 60 students as the sample of this study by using
random sampling technique.

After collecting the data and analyzing the data with the t-test formula, the
obtained t-value (t,) is 2.28. Consulting the t-value on table (t,) with 5 % level of
significance, the writer finds that the obtained t-value (t,) is greater than the t-value
on the table (t,). Another result that the writer obtained is the mean difference of the
group where communicative approach is applied to and the group where structural
approach is applied to. The mean score of the group where communicative approach
is applied to is higher than the mean score of the group where structural approach is
applied to. Based on these results, the writer can conclude that there is a significant

difference in the mastery of vocabulary between students who are taught using
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structural approach and those who are taught using communicative approach and that
communicative approach is more effective in teaching vocabulary especially for
teaching vocabulary at the fourth year students of SD Kristen Kalam Kudus
Surakarta.
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