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Abstract 

This study aims to determine the ability to correct affix word and particle writing 

errors in students' discourse which is obtained by correcting the affixed word and 

particle writing errors in the discourse. Writing affixed words is limited to writing 

di- and ke- prefixes, while particle writing is limited to writing per and pun. This 

study uses a descriptive method because it aims to describe the ability of students 

to correct errors in writing affix words and particles in discourse by junior high 

school students. The research sample was 24 junior high school students who were 

taken randomly from 246 students. To obtain data on the ability to correct writing 

errors with affix words and particles, it can be seen from the accuracy of writing 

affix words and particles obtained from the research instrument in the form of a 

discourse test in which the writing in-, ke-, and also in it is writing that is not 

following spelling. The results showed that the overall percentage of correcting the 

writing error of affix words reached 77.86%. For the aspect of correcting the 

writing error of the prefix, the percentage was 79.76%, while for the accuracy of 

correcting the writing error of the prefix, the percentage was 64.58%. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

 Language has rules that must be applied in language activities. To establish the rules of the 

language, we must first understand the rules that apply in the language. These rules include spelling. 

As with other languages, Indonesian has a predefined spelling. The improved spelling has been in 

place since 1972, but we still encounter errors in its usage. This does not need to happen if language 

speakers have understood the application of the rules correctly, especially in writing. [1]In applying 

language rules, there are still many errors in their use such as affixed words and particles in sentences. 

This is often found in student writing, giving rise to problems that must be resolved and require 

resolution. It is in the security of the language.[2]–[6] 

 Indonesian as the official language in the Republic of Indonesia continues to grow and 

develop towards its perfection. This is following its dynamic nature. By looking at these 

characteristics, language users must follow the following the prescribed rules, because these rules are 

the reference for language users in communicating both orally and in writing. Mistakes that occur 

with affixes and particles that often are di / di-, to / ke-, per / per- and also / even / even that are not 

following their function. In this case, students are still in one form of di, too, to, and also which 

should be written separately from the basic form and di-, ke-, per-, and which should be written in 

series with the form.[7]–[11] 

 

2. METHOD 

A. Population and Sample  

 Population The population is all research subjects. In this study, the population was junior 

high school students consisting of 246 people, Samples The sample is a portion of the population 

which is the answer that represents the population. Surakhmad (1981 152) states, "The sample can 

represent or reflect the population". In this study, the authors determined the sample by referring to 
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the opinion of Arikunto (1992 107) which states, For just cancer-cancer, if the subject is less than a 

hundred, it is better to take all of them so that the research is a population study. Furthermore, if the 

number of subjects is large it can be taken 10-15% or 20-25% or more '. Based on the above opinion, 

the number of research samples was 24 people who were taken randomly. 

B. Research Instruments  

 In order to obtain the expected data, tools are needed that can properly capture data. This is in 

accordance with the opinion of Arikunto (1990: 121) which states "After the researcher knows exactly 

what will be studied and where the data is obtained, then the step that is immediately taken is to 

determine with what data can be collected. Data is absolutely essential in a study. Without data, 

research conclusions will be vague and unclear. The data obtained depends on the data collection tool 

or instrument used. In this study, the data collection tool used was a quantitative test by correcting 

errors in writing affixed words and particles in discourse. Discourse has been provided in advance, 

while students rewrite the discourse by paying attention to the writing of the appropriate affix words 

and particles according to the perfected spelling. 

C. Data Processing  

 Organization Data processing organization is the steps that play an important role in research 

activities because it makes it easier for writers to analyze data.  

 

TABLE 1 Ability Assessment Guidelines 
Percentage 

Ability 
Ability Category  

Correcting errors 
0% -30 % Kurang sekali 

31% -40 % Kurang 

41% - 60% Sedang 

61% - 80% Baik 

81% - 100% Baik sekali 

 

3. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION  

 After analyzing the students' writing, errors, and accuracy of writing affix words and particles 

were found. Furthermore, students' writing errors were described by analyzing the discourse tests that 

had been done. Then the data on the accuracy of writing affix words from student particles were 

tabulated into a table to see the frequency of their ability to correct affix word writing errors and 

particles in the discourse. The formulas used to find the frequency of accuracy of writing affixed 

words and particles are: 

100% x
m

n
  

Information  

n = number of words with the correct affix the correct number of particles  

m = number of affix words used the number of particles used  

 The following shows the tabulation of the percentage of accuracy in correcting the writing 

errors of affixed words and particles. 

 

TABLE 2 Percentage of Accuracy in Correcting Errors in Writing Affixed Words in Discourse 

NO  CODE 

STUDENT 

NUMBER OF 

WORDS USED 

ACCURACY 

WORD WRITING 

AFFIX 

TOTAL 

ACCURATY 

SCORE 

  di- Ke- di- Ke   

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

1 001 14 2 13 1 14 8.75 

2 002 14 2 11 2 13 8.13 

3 003 14 2 14 1 15 9.38 

http://infor.seaninstitute.org/index.php/pendidikan


 
http://infor.seaninstitute.org/index.php/pendidikan 

JURNAL SCIENTIA, Volume 8  No 2, February 2020  ISSN 2302-0059 

 Jurnal Science is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution-NonCommercial 4.0 International License (CC BY-NC 4.0) 
44 

 

4 004 14 2 10 2 12 7.50 

5 005 14 2 11 2 13 8.13 

6 006 14 2 11 2 13 8.13 

7 007 14 2 12 1 13 8.13 

8 008 14 2 10 2 12 7.50 

9 009 14 2 8 2 10 6.25 

10 010 14 2 7 2 9 5.63 

11 011 14 2 14 1 15 9.38 

12 012 14 2 13 0 13 8.13 

13 013 14 2 10 1 11 6.88 

14 014 14 2 12 1 13 8.13 

15 015 14 2 11 1 12 7.50 

16 016 14 2 12 0 12 7.50 

17 017 14 2 10 1 11 6.88 

18 018 14 2 9 0 9 5.63 

19 019 14 2 6 1 7 4.38 

20 020 14 2 14 2 16 10.00 

21 021 14 2 12 1 13 8.13 

22 022 14 2 11 2 13 8.13 

23 023 14 2 13 2 15 9.38 

24 024 14 2 14 1 15 9.38 

SCORE 336 48 268 31 299 186.88 

RERATE           7.79 

 

In the table above, it can be seen that the percentage distribution of the ability to correct errors in 

writing affixed words is as follows: 

a. Percentage of all affixed words written 

     

                 = 77,86 % 

b. The percentage for the prefix writing aspect  di- 

         

                     = 79,76 % 
c. The percentage for the prefix writing aspect ke 

    

        =  64,58 %    

 

The average value of the ability to correct affix word writing errors is: 

n

X
X 1


 

         

        = 7,79 

Thus the ability to correct word writing errors with students' affix can be categorized as good. For the 

overall percentage, the number reached 77.86%. The average value of the ability to correct writing 

errors with affixes reached 7.79. 
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TABLE 3 Percentage of Accuracy in Correcting Errors in Writing Particles in Discourse 
NO  CODE 

STUDENT 

NUMBER OF 

WORDS USED 

ACCURACY 

WORD WRITING 

AFFIX 

TOTAL 

ACCURATY 

SCORE 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

1 001 2 16 1 15 16 8.89 

2 002 2 16 2 12 14 7.78 

3 003 2 16 2 15 17 9.44 

4 004 2 16 2 16 18 10.00 

5 005 2 16 2 16 18 10.00 

6 006 2 16 1 16 17 9.44 

7 007 2 16 1 15 16 8.89 

8 008 2 16 2 16 18 10.00 

9 009 2 16 1 15 16 8.89 

10 010 2 16 1 14 15 8.33 

11 011 2 16 1 13 14 7.78 

12 012 2 16 2 12 14 7.78 

13 013 2 16 2 10 12 6.67 

14 014 2 16 2 8 10 5.56 

15 015 2 16 2 7 9 5.00 

16 016 2 16 1 14 15 8.33 

17 017 2 16 1 13 14 7.78 

18 018 2 16 1 15 16 8.89 

19 019 2 16 1 16 17 9.44 

20 020 2 16 0 16 16 8.89 

21 021 2 16 1 16 17 9.44 

22 022 2 16 0 16 16 8.89 

23 023 2 16 0 8 8 4.44 

24 024 2 16 2 9 11 6.11 

SCORE 31 323 354 196.67 

RARATE  8.19 

 In the table above, it can be seen that the percentage distribution of the ability to correct 

particle writing errors is as follows: 

a. The percentage for the prefix writing aspect   

 
            = 81,94 % 

a. The percentage for the prefix writing aspect  per 

       

                     =   64,58 % 

b. The percentage for the prefix writing aspect  pun 

      

                     = 84,11 % 

The average value of the ability to correct particle writing errors is: 
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n

X
X 1

  

  

=  8,19 

 Thus the ability to correct student particle writing errors can be categorized as very good. For 

the overall percentage, the number reached 81.94%. The average value of the ability to correct 

particle writing errors was 8.19. 

TABLE 4 Percentage of Correcting Errors in Writing Prepositions in Discourse 

NO  CODE 

STUDENT 

NUMBER 

OF 

WORDS 

USED 

ACCURACY 

WORD 

WRITING 

AFFIX 

TOTAL 

ACCURATY 

SCORE NO  CODE 

STUDENT 

  di ke di ke   

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

1 001 6 2 6 2 8 10 

2 002 6 2 6 2 8 10 

3 003 6 2 5 2 7 8.75 

4 004 6 2 4 1 5 6.25 

5 005 6 2 3 2 5 6.25 

6 006 6 2 5 2 7 8.75 

7 007 6 2 5 1 6 7.5 

8 008 6 2 5 1 6 7.5 

9 009 6 2 2 2 4 5 

10 010 6 2 3 2 5 6.25 

11 011 6 2 3 1 4 5 

12 012 6 2 2 2 4 5 

13 013 6 2 6 1 7 8.75 

14 014 6 2 6 2 8 10 

15 015 6 2 6 1 7 8.75 

16 016 6 2 6 0 6 7.5 

17 017 6 2 5 2 7 8.75 

18 018 6 2 4 2 6 7.5 

19 019 6 2 2 2 4 5 

20 020 6 2 3 1 4 5 

21 021 6 2 0 2 2 2.5 

22 022 6 2 6 0 6 7.5 

23 023 6 2 6 1 7 8.75 

24 024 6 2 6 1 7 8.75 

JUMLAH 105 35 140 175 

RATA-RATA 7.29 

 

 In the table above, it can be seen that the percentage distribution corrects the writing error of 

the prepositions as follows: 

a. The percentage of all prepositions written 
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            =  72,92 % 

b. The percentage of all prepositions writtendi 

          

                     =   72,92 % 

c. The percentage of all prepositions written ke : 

                

                     =   72,92% 

The average value of the ability to correct prepositional writing errors is: 

n

X
X 1

  

  

=    7,29 

 Thus the ability to correct students' writing errors of prepositions can be categorized as good. 

For the overall percentage, the amount reaches 72.92%. The average value of the ability to correct 

prepositional errors was 7.29. 

 

4. CONCLUSION 

 The ability of junior high school students to correct writing errors with affix in discourse is 

categorized as good because after being examined the overall percentage reaches 77.86%. Whereas 

for the prefix writing aspect the percentage is 79.76%, and for the prefix writing aspect the percentage 

is 64.58%, In correcting writing errors, particles in discourse are categorized as very good, because 

after being studied, the overall percentage is 81.94%. Where for the particle writing aspect the 

percentage was 64.58%, and for the particle writing aspect the percentage was 84.11% as well as 

correcting the error of writing prepositions in, into discourse it was categorized as good because after 

being studied the overall percentage reached 81.94%. Where for the preposition writing aspect the 

percentage was 72.92% and for the preposition writing aspect the percentage was 72.92%. 
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