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Abstract 

This study was aimed to analyze (1) the students’ vocabulary mastery in English, and 

(2) the difficulties faced by the students in learning vocabulary. This study was 

conducted on 10-26 of October 2018 in SMPN 21 Mataram in academic year 

2018/2019. The subject of this study was the seventh grade students of SMPN 21 

Mataram, and the participants consisted of 54 students as a sample, in which the data 

was analyzed with quantitative and qualitative method. This study used standard score 

derived from Rachmadi in Anton (1984:11) categorizing the score between 80 – 100 as 

excellent, 60 – 79 as good, 50 – 59 as fair, and 0 – 49 as poor. The instruments which 

were used were a test (multiple choice) and open-ended questionnaire, and they were 

submitted in form of documentation. In the test, the students were asked to answerthe 

questions in a multiple choice. Meanwhile, data from open-ended questionnairewas 

used to obtain the difficulties faced by the students. The students’ difficulties in 

mastering vocabulary were derived from Thornbury (2004:27), namely pronunciation, 

spelling, length of complexity, and meaning. They were analyzed quantively and 

qualitatively afterwards. From the analysis, it was found that the highest score was 76, 

and the lowest score was 23. The average of all the students’ vocabulary mastery was 

58,74 of 3,172 total scores. In details, there were 32 students categorized as a good 

level, 16 students categorized as a fair level, 6 students categorized as a poor level, and 

no students reached an excellent level. These levels indicated that 32 students got an 

upper average (good), and 22 students got a lower average (fair and poor). The 

students’ ability in vocabulary mastery obtained from the 32 students (good level) 

indicated 59.25%categorized as a fair level. Meanwhile, the difficulties faced by the 

students indicated that (1) the  written form was different from the spoken form in 

English, (2) lack of the number of words that students need to learn was exceedingly 

large, (3) the limitations of sources of information about words, (4) the complexity of 

word knowledge, and (5) lack of understanding of grammatical of the wordsas the 

consequence of the students’ lack of facilities and interest to improve their English. 
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Abstrak 

 

Penelitian ini bertujuan untuk menganalisis (1) penguasaan kosakata bahasa Inggris 

siswa, dan (2) kesulitan-kesulitan siswa dalam pembelajaran kosakata. Penelitian ini 

dilaksanakan dari tanggal 10-26 Oktober 2018 di SMPN 21 Mataram tahun ajaran 

2018/2019. Subyek penelitian ini para siswa kelas tujuh SMPN 21 Mataram, dan 

pesertanya berjumlah 54 siswa sebagai sempel, dimana data di analisis dengan metode 

kwantitatif dan kwalitatif. Penelitian ini menggunakan skor standar diperoleh dari 

Rachmadi pada Anton (1984:11) yang mengkategorikan skor anatara 80 – 100 sangat 

baik, 60 – 79 baik, 50 – 59 cukup, and 0 – 49 kurang. Instrumen yang digunakan adalah 

test (pilihan ganda) dan kuesioner buka-tutup, dan dikumpulkan dalam bentuk 

dokumentasi. Pada test, para siswa diminta menjawab sejumlah pertanya dalam bentuk 

pilihan ganda. Sementara, data dari kuesioner buka-tutup untuk memperoleh data 

kesulitan siswa. Kesulitan siswa dalam penguasaan kosakata diambil dari Thornbury 

(2004:27), meliputi pengucapan, ejaan, kompleksitas kalimat, dan makna. Semua data 

kemudian dianalisis secara kwantitatif dan qualitatif. Dari hasil analisa, ditemukan 

bahwa skor paling tinggi adalah 76, dan skor paling rendah adaalah 23. Rata-rata 

penguasaan kosakata siswa adalah 58.74 dari 3.172 jumlah skor. Dengan rincian, 32 

siswa berada pada tingkatan baik, 16 siswa pada tingkatan cukup, 6 siswa pada 

tingkatan kurang, dan tak ada satupun siswa mencapa tingkatan paling baik. Tingkatan 

ini menunjukan bahwa 32 siswa berada di atas rata-rata (baik), dan 22 siswa berada di 

bawah rata-rata (cukup dan kurang). Kemampuan siswa dalam penguasaan kosakata 

yang diperoleh dari 32 siswa (tingkatan baik) menunjukan 59,25% berada di tingkatan 

cukup. Sementara, kesulitan siswa ditunjukan dengan (1) bentuk kosakata yang tertulis 

berbeda dengan pengucapannya dalam bahasa Inggris, (2) sangat kurang jumlah 

kosakata siswa yang harus dipelajari, (3) sumber informasi kosakata terbatas, (4) 

kompleksitas pengetahuan kata,  dan (kurangnya pemahaman tatabahasa terhadap kata-

kata yang tersusun sebagai akibat kurangnya fasilitas dan ketertarikan siswa 

meningkatkan behasa Inggris mereka. 

Kata Kunci: Kosakata, Penguasaan Kosakata, Analisa 
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Introduction 

Vocabulary, as one of the important aspects, has a very crucial position in the four 

language skills.  As a matter of fact, very little attention is paid to vocabulary teaching is 

proved by the teachers’ perception that the students can automatically improve their 

vocabularies by themselves by simply learning to other skill, for instance reading can do it. 

However, in fact the learners may not be interested in learning new vocabularies because 

the learners consider learning new vocabulary is a tedious job. They try to study lists of 

words only to realize a few hours later that their results are hardly satisfying. They started 

blaming their poor memory. The learners are discouraged by the number of words in 

English and the complex usage. Sadly, although vocabulary is one of the vital parts  in 

learning English, not many students are interested in learning it. 

According to Tasliman (2015), in Indonesia, English is learned from elementary 

and introduced in kindergarten, but no improvement is significantly appeared. It is students 

just focused on how to got the high score in English without learning many strategies to 

know more about English vocabulary and find a new word and practice in daily activity, 

but many students are ashamed to practice their ability in English with their peers because 

they always tease other people so that make them lazy to practice spoken or written forms 

of the language.  

I chose SMPN 21 Mataram as the setting of the study because the I was interested 

about teaching and learning vocabulary in this school. This is also based on my 

observation on the students’ value at SMPN 21 Mataram indicating the students have low 

score from the standard. They also have many problems in practicing their ability in 

vocabulary mastery and enjoy the ways their teacher taught in the class. 

 

Review of Related Literature 

Vocabulary is important to learn as foreign language learners. This can denote the 

ability of the learners to convey their intention and spread their knowledge.As Alexander 

(2009:1) says that vocabulary is really important because when children and adolescents 



 

improve their vocabulary, their academic and social confidence and competence will 

improve. In line with Alexander, vocabulary is needed by people to understand the 

meaning of words and it helps them to express precisely (Burton, 1982: 98). Limited 

vocabulary mastery can give bad influences in the teaching-learning process of a language. 

Further Krasen and Terrel (1983) stated that vocabulary mastery is also very important for 

the acquisition process. Acquisition depends significantly on the comprehensible input. 

The comprehensibility is dependent directly on the ability to recognize the meaning of key 

elements in the utterance. 

Cameron (2001: 74) says that learning word is not something that is done and 

finished yet. To master vocabulary is to learn new words, meaning to increase vocabulary. 

The learning includes the pronunciation, the meaning, the spelling, the usage, and the part 

of speech of the words. She also adds that learning words is a cycle process of meeting 

new words and initial learning, followed by meeting those words repeatedly, each time 

extending knowledge of what the words mean. 

Mastering vocabulary is one of the learners’ needs in order to understand the 

language. In English teaching learning process, mastering vocabulary well can help the 

students to understand the lesson. For junior high school students, they are expected to 

master at least the first 1,000 of high frequency words. In addition, According to Nation 

(2001: 13) the high frequency words is very important because these words cover a very 

large proportion of the running words in both spoken and written texts.  

Hiebert and Kamil (2005: 3) propose word has two forms, first oral vocabulary is the 

set of words for which we know the meanings when we speak or read orally. Second, print 

vocabulary consists of those words for which the meaning is known when we write or read 

silently. They also define knowledge of words also comes in at least two forms as follows: 

a. Productive vocabulary 

Productive vocabulary is the set of words that an individual can use when writing or 

speaking. They are words that are well - known, familiar, and used frequently. 

 



 

b. Receptive or recognition vocabulary 

Receptive or recognition vocabulary is that set of words for which an individual can 

assign meanings when listening or reading. These are words that are often less well 

known to students and less frequent in use. Individuals may be able assign some sort 

of meaning to them, even though they may not know the full subtleties of the 

distinction. Typically, these are also words that individuals do not use spontaneously. 

However, when individuals encounter these words, they recognize them, even if 

imperfectly. 

Thornbury (2004: 27) proposes some factors that make some words more difficult as 

follows: 

a. Pronunciation 

Research shows that words that are difficult to pronounce are more difficult to learn. 

b. Spelling 

Sounds-spelling mismatches are likely to be the cause of errors, either of 

pronunciation or of spelling, and can contribute to  word  difficulty. While most 

English spelling is fairly law - abiding, there  are  also  some glaring irregularities. 

Words that contain silent letters are particularly problematic: foreign, listen, headache, 

climbing, bored, honest, cupboard, muscle, etc. 

c. Length andcomplexity 

Long words seem to be no more difficult to learn than short ones. But, as a rule of 

thumb, high frequency words tend to be short in English, and therefore the learner is 

likely to meet them more often, a factor favouring their “learnability”. 

d. Grammar 

Also problematic is the grammar associated with the word, especially if this differs 

from that of its first language equivalent. Remembering whether a verb like enjoy, 

love, or hope is followed by an infinitive (to swim) or an –ing form (swimming) can 

add to its difficulty. 

 



 

e. Meaning 

When two words overlap in meaning, learners are likely to confuse them. Make and do 

are a case in point: you make breakfast and make an appointment, but you do the 

housework and do a questionnaire. 

Meanwhile, Gower, Philips and Walter (1995: 143) explain what makes a vocabulary 

item is easy or difficult. How easy or difficult a vocabulary item is can depend on a 

number of factors:  

a. Similarity toFirst Language 

The difficulty of a vocabulary item is often depends on how similar the items is in the 

form and meaning to the students‟ first language. Words which are similar in the first 

language and English may be misleading rather than helpful. 

b. Connotation 

Another difficult aspect that learners have to got grips with is the connotation of the 

word. For example, does the word have positive or negative connotation to a native 

speaker? Either skinny and slim could be used to describe someone who is thin – but 

these words are very different in their connotation and by choosing one rather than the 

other the speaker conveys a particularattitude. 

c. Spelling andpronunciation 

The spelling of many English words can cause problems for students who speak 

languages with very regular spelling system. Particular spelling patterns can also cause 

confusion where the pronunciation is concerned. For example, it  is easy to understand 

why many students confuse the meaning, spelling and pronunciation of these words: 

through, though, thought, tough, thorough. 

d. Multi-worditems 

A lexical item may consist of more than one word, as in a compound noun such as 

tennis shoes or sports car, or a phrasal verb such as to put someone up. Phrasal verb 

are notoriously difficult for learners of English because they are made up of simple 

words (often prepositions or adverbs). 



 

e. Collocation 

How a lexical item collocate (or „goes with‟ other items) can also causedifficulty. For 

example, people are injured or wounded but things are damaged, and we can say a 

strong wind and strong coffee  – but it‟s a light wind not      a weak wind and weak 

coffee not lightcoffee. 

f. Appropriateuse 

When to use vocabulary appropriately is also problematical. Some words and 

expressions are restricted to use in particular context (for example, we can use pushing 

to mean almost in He is pushing fifty. But pushing is only used in this way with older 

people – we do not say he is pushing there!). Also it is important that students know 

whether the word or phrase has a marked style – informal or formal. 

There  had been  many  previous  studies  analysis about vocabulary, as conducted by 

Afianti (2018) to figure out the vocabulary mastery of the seventh year students of SMPN 

2 Susukan Banjarnegara and their difficukties in mastering vocabulary. She randomly took 

28 students from 218 students as the sample with a descriptive quantitative method and a 

and given a test to collect the data. The steps taken by the writer are scoring and making 

percentage of student’s vocabulary mastery. In her findings, the percentage students’ 

vocabulary mastery indicated 78.57 %, in which 7 students got excellent score, 15 students 

got good score, 4 students got fair score and 2 students got poor score. Based on the 

students’ score, the students who got good score had the most number, followed by 

excellent, fair and poor. It means that the students’s vocabulary mastery was good. 

Besides Afianti, the similiar study had been conducted by Tasliman (2015)to figure 

out the teacher’s strategies, the media’s teacher, and the problems faced by the teacher in 

teaching vocabulary. The subject of this study was an English teacher who taught at the 

second grade of language class that consisted of 30 students in SMAN 1 Jonggat. This 

research was a kind of case study by applying a descriptive qualitative method.  The data 

of this study were collected by using observation, questionnaire, and interview to find out 

the teacher’s strategies in teaching English vocabulary and the influence to the students. 



 

The findings indicated that the teacher’s strategy in teaching English vocabulary was 

Vocabulary Self collection Strategy (VSS). Another result, the teacher used conventional 

media that generally existed in the class like whiteboard and marker. He also created his 

own media like a vocabulary hand out with columns to write the words that students want 

to know. In addition, game was also applied in the class to make his students not bored to 

follow the lesson. 

Based on the previous studies, I was inspired to conduct my recent study with the 

title “An Analysis of Students’ Vocabulary Mastery: A Case Study at Seventh Grade 

Students of SMPN 21 Mataram in Academic Year 2018/2019”. This recent study focused 

on finding out the students’ vocabulary mastery and difficulties faced by the students. The 

particiants consisted of 54 seventh grade students by applying qualitative and quantitative 

methode. Also, to collect the data through a test with a multiple choice, and an open-ended 

questionnaire. To obtain the students’ vocabulary mastery, I measured the students’ grade 

by using a standard score proposed by Rachmadi in Anton (1984:11) categorizing the score 

between 80 – 100 as an excellent level, 60 – 79 as a good level, 50 – 59 as a fair level, and 

0 – 49 as a poor level. Meanwhile, the questionnaire was used to find out the students’ 

difficulties. As Thornbury (2014:27) proposed that the students’ difficulties in mastery of 

vocabulary concluded pronunciation, spelling, length of complexity, and meaning. 

 

Method  

The research design used in this study was a quantitaive and qualitative research 

which was conducted on 10-26 of October, 2018, at SMPN 21 Mataramin academic year 

2018/2019. The subject of this study was the seventh grade students of SMPN 21 

Mataram, and the participants consisted of 54 students as a sample. Data which was 

needed for this study was the students’ vocabulary mastery in English derived from 

Rachmadi in Anton (1984:11) categorizing the score between 80 – 100 as an excellent 

level, 60 – 79 as a good level, 50 – 59 as a fair level, and 0 – 49 as a poor level. The 



 

students were given a test with a multiple choice, and a questionnaire in order to find out 

the difficulties faced by the students in vocabulary mastery. 

The students’ difficulties in mastering vocabulary were derived fron Thornbury, 

namely pronunciation, spelling, length of complexity, collocation, and meaning. In 

analyzing the students’ levels and difficulties, the steps were grouped into four steps, 

namely (1) identification of the result of test and questionnaire, (2) description about 

experience students in learning English vocabulary, (3) qualitative analysis that explains 

vocabulary mastery, and (4) the conclusion based on the all activities and data description 

that were found. 

Formula of Students’ Ability 

 

 

 

 

 

Findings and Discussion 

1. The Students’ Vocabulary Mastery in English 

Based on the findings, it indicated that the highest score was 76, and the lowest score 

was 23. The average of all the students’ vocabulary mastery was 58,74 of 3,172 total 

scores. In details, there were 32 students categorized as a good level, 16 students 

categorized as a fair level, and 6 students categorized as a poor level. Meanwhile, no 

students reached an excellent level. The students’ category was presented in the table 

below: 

 

 

 

 

                                                     Total of upper average score 

Level of Students’ability =                                                      X 100 

                                                        Total Students 



 

 

 

Table 1: Category of the Students’ Vocabulary Mastery 

No. Category Students 

1 Excellent 0 

2 Good 32 

3 Fair 16 

4 Poor 6 

Based on the table (4.1), there were 32 students got an upper average (good), and 

22students got a lower average (fair and poor). 

In addition, I determined the students’ ability in vocabulary mastery. The average of 

the score was 58.74. So the students’ ability or mastery of vocabulary at the seventh year 

students of SMPN 21 Mataram was counted by the following formula: 

Total of upper average score 

Level of students’ ability =              X 100 % 

 

     Total of students 

                                         32 

 

=  X 100 % 

          54 

   =   59.25 % 

Based on the calculation above, the level of the students’ mastery of vocabulary was 

59.25 % and categorized as a fair level. As Rachmadi in Anton (1984:11) proposed the 

standard score between 80 – 100 as an excellent level, 60 – 79 as good, 50 – 59 as a fair 

level, and 0 – 49 as a poor level. 



 

Besides, the students’ vocabulary mastery were obtained through a questionnaire No. 

1 – 5. This was just an additional data to support the students’ vocabulary mastery in the 

test. The data was presented in the table below: 

Table 2: Indicators of students’ questionnaire 

No. Indicators of Questionnaire SA A D Total 

1. Like learning vocabulary 9 14 31 54 

2. Learning vocabulary through songs 17 17 20 54 

3. Easier to learn English by collecting new vocabulary 12 14 28 54 

4. English formula is easier than other lessons’  24 17 13 54 

5. Like looking up new words in a bilingual dictionary  14 11 29 54 

SA = (Strongly Agree); A = (Agree); D = (Disagree) 

Based on the table (4.2), it indicated that there were 31 students disagree to learn 

vocabulary, and 23 students agreed or strongly agreed to learn vocabulary. Besides, there 

were 29 students disagreed to look up new words in a bilingual dictionary, and 25 students 

agreed or strongly agreed. It was also found that there were 28 students disagreed to learn 

English by collecting new vocabulary, 26 students agreed or strongly agreed to collect 

new vocabulary. In other words, the students mostly disagreed to learn vocabulary. 

Meanwhile, there were 41 students agreed or strongly agreed learning the English 

formula instead of other lessons’, and 13 students disagreed. 34 students agreed or 

strongly disagreed learning English through the songs, and only 20 students disagreed. 

With this data, the students got a fair level in the test was just most students who 

disagreed to learn new vocabulary. Meanwhile, some others preferred to learn the 

vocabulary. 

 

 



 

2. Difficulties faced by the Students 

Based on the questionnaire which was distributed, it indicated  that the students got 

SMPN 21 Mataram had lack of facilities to improve the process of teaching and learning in 

the classroom. Also, the students were not confident to improve their ability in English 

language class. 

Table 3: Indicators of Questionnaire No. 6 – 10  

No. Indicators of Questionnaire SA A D Total 

6. Understanding vocabulary 17 5 32 54 

7. Collecting new vocabulary 10 24 20 54 

8. Memorizing vocabulary 17 17 20 54 

9. Interest in learning English 14 12 28 54 

10 Lack of facilities in learning English 20 10 24 54 

SA = (Strongly Agree); A = (Agree); D = (Disagree) 

Based on the table (4.3), it indicated that 32 students disagreed to understand the 

vocabulary, and 22 students agreed or strongly agreed to understand the vocabulary. There 

were 20 students disagreed to collect the new vocabulary as well as memorize the 

vocabulary, and 34 students agreed or strongly agreed. Most students disagreed to have an 

interest in learning English with 28 students, and 30 students agreed or strongly agreed 

with the lacks of facilities in learning English. 

It meant that the difficulties faced by the students indicated that (1) the  written form 

was different from the spoken form in English, (2) the number of words that students need 

to learn was exceedingly large, (3) the limitations of sources of information about words, 

(4) the complexity of word knowledge, and (5) lack of understanding of grammatical of the 

words as the consequence of the students’ lack of facilities and interest to improve their 

English.From the questionnaire, it was found that the students were interested in learning 

process and motivated to learn English by the teacher’s ways teaching. 



 

It was shown by the result of questionnaire number 6-10 which consisted of the 

students’ interest in learning English and most of them were not interested in learning 

vocabulary. Lack of their practice to write and listen to English had a tendency to have 

difficulty in differentiating the  written form from spoken form in English . In addition,  

lack of understanding the number of words in form of collocation that students need to 

learn was exceedingly large. They also had less information to access new words as well as 

the complexity of word knowledge. Furthermore, the lack of understanding grammar rules 

was assumed as one of the difficulties to arrange the sentence well. 

These difficulties denoted as consequence of the students’ lack of facilities and 

interest to improve their English. As Thornbury (2014:27) proposed that the students’ 

difficulties in mastery of vocabulary concluded pronunciation, spelling, length of 

complexity, and meaning. 

 

Conclusion and Suggestion 

Based  on  the analysis, it was concluded that the highest score was 76, and the 

lowest score was 23. The average of all the students’ vocabulary mastery was 58,74 of 

3,172 total scores. In details, there were 32 students categorized as a good level, 16 

students categorized as a fair level, 6 students categorized as a poor level, and no students 

reached an excellent level. These levels indicated that 32 students got an upper average 

(good), and 22 students got a lower average (fair and poor). The students’ ability in 

vocabulary mastery obtained from the 32 students (good level) indicated 

59.25%categorized as a fair level. 

Meanwhile, the difficulties faced by the students indicated that (1) the written form 

was different from the spoken form in English, (2) the number of words that students need 

to learn was exceedingly large, (3) the limitations of sources of information about words, 

(4) the complexity of word knowledge, and (5) lack of understanding of grammatical of the 



 

words as the consequence of the students’ lack of facilities and interest to improve their 

English. 

Students had to be more serious and more confident to follow the teaching and 

learning process. They were suggested that they were not shy or afraid of asking questions 

if they did not understand the English lesson. Teacher also had to improve his ability in 

using a variety of teaching media such as modern media, like audio and visual media. 
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